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5ri/£ Proceedings in the Trial divide ihemfelves int0 EighI* 
Parts, according to the different Sessions of the different 
Parliaments during tuhich they were carried on* 
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Burke, Fox, Grey, Anstruther, Adam, Pelham, and 
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Mr, BuKKE*s'A^de ofeonduSing the Profeeution } together with thetr 
. Debates thereoHi 

Mr. Burke’s JusTiEiOATORir EEisIle to Mr, Montague } with 
Major ScotT's Letters in Anfwer } and A^'r, Hastings’s Aooress 
to the Court previous to its Adjournment ¥t July U, 1789. 
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House of Commons appointed to infpett the Lords Journals in 
Relation to their Proceedings on the Trial af Mr. Has riNCS^ and tbi 
CirciijnJl(inc:S that had conUibuUd to the Duration of the Triah 
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*£egalExpenc £8 Trial. 
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as by His Majesty’s Ministers, on tboGompeUmy of tbi Cdu&t 
tOmokifuchpropofedl'til^tAmTY. 
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^^ui^eSf an 4 including a Statement of *^/r*,HASTi]Ncsf 
‘ ViiiTV'iy H imself. ‘ 
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PREFACE. 


F I^OM the moment that an Impeachment of Mr* 
Hastings was agreed on by the Houle of Commons, 
theEniTORofthe prefentCoMPitATioNdeiermined to marie' 
the progrefs, and to colled, and to preferve every document 
and memorial, in any material degree conneded with a 
Trial fonewin its nature, fo various and extenfive in Itff 
relations, and that might probably, in its iflue, produce 
the mod important, though unknown confcquences. If, 
however, he had forefeen, or could have furpede!i»6liat it' 
would have been protraded to fo umifual a length, and 
involved fuch a complication of attentions, he would, pro- 
bably, have been deterred from fo arduous an undertaking. 
New doubts and difficulties of Law and Evidence arofe, 
from time to time : new feenes were opened ; now charac- 
ters introduced. Fad was alledgcd on fad; anc'.of debate 
and declamation there feemed to be no end. The la's', Jla a 
word, grew under his hands : but he felt himfclf convr 
mitted, and could not retreat. The induftry wkh 
which he has executed this plan will be readily acknow- 
ledged. To fome, perhaps, it may appear to ba\ e been 
carried to excefs. But, of moft of the Papers he has 
preferved, a little refledion will difcover fome purpofe either 
of utility or entertainment; and future conjundures will, 
nc-doubt, asufual, by opening a wider fphere of relation, 
^onftitute and difclofe new ways in which ihefe fugit^-/ 
pieces may contribute to the inftrudion of the Civilian and 
the Hiftori^n, and the amufemem of the future Antiquarian. 
To the lawyer it is a Record of Judicial Precedents, Reports, 
and Decifions. To the Hiftorian it prefents, colhiteraliy, a 
wider field of political intrigue and military operation fha» 
entered^]: any formfr period into the Britilh -Hiftor/,- 
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and to future Antiquaries many interefting Anecdotes rela- 
ting to'perfons who noc only make a figure in the' prefent 
Shifting feene, b4t whofe names may penhirate into times to 
come.. But it is^tot to future Antiquaries only that the 
Pieces here col!e«ed, not necefFarily though naturally eqa^ 
jleded with the Trial, will appear interefting — the greater part 
of them, we doubt not, will pleafe general Readers of the 
prefent times. 

V 'This Triai. derives ftill higlier confequence from its con- 
nexion and influence on our political fyftetn. It has ferved, 
in its commencement, progrefs, and termination, to define 
•the political fituation of this Country with refpeX to India ; 
to give greater precifion to her maxims both of policy and 
jurifpruclencc in that country j to afeertain the line of con- 
duX that may be purfued, on various emergencies, by the 
Civil and Military Q/Hcers of the Company and the Crown ; 
and on thf whole, in various ways to confolidatc the Britilh 
Empire iy Hintlollan. 


r'lius far it is particularly intcrcfdng to every fubjeX of 
“Brit atn ; but efpecially to all who have any fltarc in the Bri- 
tilh Government. But it is not either as a gratification of 
Curiolity, a direXory to Lawyers, a fource of hiformation 
to Hiftorians, and of inftruXiop to Politicians and the Exe- 
cutive Government in all its branches, that this Trial is 
chiefly interefting-''it poircfles an intcreft of a kind ftill more 


noble and afleXing. In a moral yiew, it is iptereftlng to all 
^en, and all ages, to whom a good man ftruggling wift| 
TOver^f^y can never be an objeX of indifference — a good 
man, after faviag his Country * by the brighteft exertions of 


genius as well as public virtue, attacked by unprecedented 
perfccuiion and hardihips. . - 


For an account of the manner in which the exertions of 

by enabling die KngUih Minifter, as he acknowledge 
to m#ke the Peace of 1783 ; and alibdf the intrigued and ^alraU cit^ ga 
bfr& to the Imp^chment of Mr«. Has TINGS j fee Mtfwtrsof the late IFavSk 
under the head of 1782.^ • 
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Kytr* |lAiTtNO$ isa^an of getide nunnersi andofaa 
miildl* l^tn his earlieft years hetias been devoted 
to Aitdjf^and to theferWec of his Cotunry. In privatO 
life he has uniformly dl^payed univerTaftAnetoIenceto all 
around him, as wdl as moft exemplary moderation in the 
government of his own padions — in the public charafters 
in which he was fucceilively employed, the moft impartial 
jufticb. His mind, adive and comprehenfive at all times, 
rofe with an elaftic force under every preflure ; and, conle^ 
qucnrly,i his talents and virtues fhone forth with the greatel^ 
fplendor in times of diffieuky and danger. In 1 778, at a 
crills pregnant with danger and full of alarm, he purfued*^ 
thofe meafurcs which the impending calamities required. 
In another hemifphcrc, and among Nations governed by 
other Religions, Cuftoms, and Laws, be maintained the 
Britiih dominion in India, by means exadly oL the fame 
Kind with thofe that acquired them, and by whi<^ alone it 
was poflible to maintain them. It has been juftly^obferved, 
on the fubjed of Legillation, that what is metaphy fically 
true may be in that very proportion politically falfe ; and 
that in all cafes, refped Ihonld be had to times and cir- 
cnmkances. It could fcarcely be expeded that Mr. Hast- 
ings, in circumftances.that admit of great latitude of con- 
dud in Europe, (hould attempt to weather the ftorm in 
India by an European Compafs. Without violating^ the 
uDiges Ahd laws of Afia, he combined and direded a large 
militwy force for the prefervadon of our Afiatic fet* 
elements. 

V 

Thtt Confederacy Europe' v?ith America, the irruption 
of Hyder into the Cam^c, the flight of Sir Thomas Rum- 
bold from Madras, the fupinen^s and imbedlity of bia 
facceflors ta';ijiat Prefidency, the defeat-of the Britiih Army 
tufder aSf fteftof «hh excifion of Coloael 

idl th^ drcoittfl^ncea nf impNiddence, dif- 
and ditafter, ftruok a tempotary pai%, and, for a 
I JiBid, unnerved the heart, and unftruag the araf. He who 
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tmploiing cyfr was now turned, *<3 id not dirapppint the 
fond hopes and fepe£latiohs of his Couptrynient From 
the centre of CalcBttaan cneigy was diflfulM ^hfoughotit the 
whole*of the Britim fcttlcrticnts in Hihdoftdn. The (jover» 
nor-General difpUyed a dignity and clevatioil of mind that 
feemed to cAiry him wholly outof himfclP, as well as to fink 
every private iniercft and concern in the gland pmfuits nf* 
public fpit It; and, notwiihflanding the very poweiful oppo* 
^ion he had to encounter, he conduiled the War at laft to 
a profperous and gloitous ilTue. 

Such IS Mr* Hastinos ; whom neither ionopence, nor 
•Virtue, nor talents, nor complete and brilliant fuccefs m the 
moft arduous as well tis impoitant enterprize, was able to 
fave froma Profecution not more furprizing in us oiigin than 
wonderful in its conduct; which, whence lefied on the 
fpirtt that diftated, perplexed, and piotra6ted it, may be 
called, in Ahe emphatic language of the Sacred Scripture'^ 
a Filry Trial; and of which it may be remarked, that 
nevgr iws Tiial fo long piotraifed, or fo completely trium- 
phant over fuch a combination of learning, ability, and 
political power. 


The public mind, by the obtrufion of never-epafing af- 
iettion, aided by all the powers of oratory, wasftunned into 
ah appifchcnfion that the late Governor- Gencial might not 
be found fo free as was geneially wifhedfrom all ground and 
fhadow of rbproach. Year paffed on aftei' year, and a de- 
gree of fgfpicion was followed by a greater degree of ii^difr 
l^^nce to the matter at idue. 

‘Atlaft men began to wonder, that where a^cufatioo was 
loud, prqoflhould be fo feeble : and public opinion, that 
^h$’ give any degree of citdit to his ac- 

formed the firfh and <no£t certaaa preiaget of his 

,, , ^ " 

tinerydatagi in< human afEatrs is minted*. iGoodiiS bi^ided. 

a^dj^petids i^ foineitieaibre'for its very edenceon evilj 
the ways of ^royidcacc* though niyftpriops> are Juft. 



MEMOIR OF Mi^. 

Th^ caufe of (temporary has configned the name oi 

Hasting^ to, immoual honour, by incoy>oratmg Ms life 
and aftio^wjrb tHejvridipal as well as the political and mili- 
tary Midiory of hia,Coi^|ijfy. iThe Charge^ bjpught againft 
Mr. Hastings are not now to be confider^d as misFor- 
wnes, but as di^fieulties that have proved and ennobled his, 
virtues. 

WE have here filb joined a 

MEMOIR OF MR. HASlINGS, 
from the time of his firft entrance into public life, in theCivil 
Service of the Hon. Eaft India Company, to the time of his 
voluntary return to confront hts Acoufers, and take his 
Trial, in 1785: and thus, having connefted his Conduft 
preceding with his Behaviour during the Profecution againft 
himr, we prefent to our Readers, among other oaiticuUrs, 
aGENERALRaviEv/of the Life and Actions oi^ Warren 
Hastings, hfq. 

rj^ARREN HJS 7 INGS, Efq. is defeended from a vei) sneientand’ 
'' icfpeftable family at Daylcsford, in the county of VVorcefter, 
where his anccllors for many years pofleffed an euate *. He 
born in the yeai 17^3, and received his education at Wcftminfter 
School. Af this feiuinary he very early exhibited mat ks of ainorethan 
common genius, and attracfed the iioikeofDr. Nichols, th^Maffer, 
in a particular mapner. His acquiiitions in literature did credit as 
well to the preceptoi as the pupil, and when he left. Wcfttfiinfter, 
he was efteemed one of the heft icholars of that period. 

hx 1 750 lie was appointed a W ^ ferviep of tho Eaft 1 ndi* 
Compapy, at Bengal ; and foon after ,hi^ arrival, allied himfelf 
with' great aflidiiity and attention to aetrairt tlie PcriiSin and Hm- 
doftan Languages, in which he focceeded to fo great a degree, tba^- 
he was leleSed as the^propereft perfon to attempt the eftabhlhih^,of 
a Fa&ory in the int^i6i- parts of Bel6gal, where no Eilropean had 
hitherto appeared ; apd thoygh dite feheme prpvi^ onfecccfslph he 
conciliated the eftMm pf tivs natives m fuch ^ manner;^ that whep be 
w'as ‘ takdn pnS&nef oy 4ie tretops '6f iburajw Dowla they meaied 
their refpe^ «i hipp >tr«adik^'hini with ftdgaiar iftazks of humanity 
snd attention. 

In a Ihort time, the fortune of war changed, and Surajah DowlsSs, 
Wlm tKldaftned'«A'th9‘*Mlntfkiob «f the £s^4h4n ^bat part of the 
' • For a wUenUr avcoon^ of Mr, HaAuigs’s FaeiUy, jeatiiafled iron 

Nash’s “ Hiftory ,of Worcefteribire,” and the Recoras in the Heralds 
Office, thereaderUreferredto Part Vltl. p. i^s, 141. • 
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BAST1?\IGS»’ 

pC niictriswiltyi 

of the' h1gh^."prQWii^tlty^e,fu|i|ic-,tpf,|hc 

jf ,^^W,w8s % 

f^.^ave .^.ifiicn^H,; 


''eUiK fl .. 

^sm^rvkM 


I .for s.^i^ , 


tioi^ V^i he.&ecanie a member, iortne A^miniiln^n tft Ht^gal- . 
if'ii; 1 7^5 Mr. BTafting? returned t^^tightud^i^h bi^.friendJjtr. Van- 
ana’ with a , tbrtuue cKtreiitl^l , Iin Ue obtf|»<a|i 

th$,apbbiniltnent offecoud in ^iijitpeii at Madcap wlierji; i^,'^^aiit«<l 
phtil r.'ebnlary 1772,, when he retnrned' to Bengal,, the piW^ors. 
haying named hin? Governor, of ^at Settlement. , 

The di^rejEles of the EaB India Company ht that period, ariilng; 
from every fpecie^ of nufm^gement botliat home and abroad,, are 
too well , known to reeptre oar dwelling upon them. It is fa^ient 
toobferile, that when Government feized the opportunity of Inter- 
meddling m.their'alfairSi but one voice was heard rcfpefling the per- 
foii in wltotb the'fupreme authority over India ihomd be invehed, 
and this was Governor Hailings. 

In lels than two years the credit of the Company wore an ctvtire 
new face, confidence was returning into its poper channel, and ‘the 
expe^atioitof the Pablip^.Vira$ not difappointed m the racalurcs pur- 
luM abfoad.l Unfortunately for the interefts of the BritiHi Nation 
in lndia>, the Gentlemen who, were joined with Mr. Haftings in the 
Adininiiljation, Mr. Barvvell excepted, carried with them violent 
pnjiudiccs from England, and commenced an oppolition to his 
pkuis anti nwrafures the moment of their arrival in Calcutta, yvhich 
eoiMinacd with unremitting violence tmtir tire death of Colonel 
M<pilb<nr This event being fheCeeded foon after by that of 
Gehtiial. Clavering, made a ve^ material alteration in the con- 
dtiS of , the leading itien of this ' Country towards him, and be 
had, the honour sf being thref times appointed by the' LegilUture 
to'.t^ ihpreroe Government pfBcngal. 

l^rbaps the cohduA of pee man- in public life has.ever been more 
Ibri^ly ,lier\?tmized» amre rigidly' enquired into, or mote fmely 
co^inu^ti^ njpon i a^. it mSy .be t^^d, .no chnafter is oo«l9«piie 
more bri|^Ve«er dielriqaifitiqh qpbh'it. If he has been po«|eimdl|'.. 
iltpc^ed, he has beetrusahlydhlended* and l^e warmth of his fHends, 
anS^Klie candour of the Fabhc; .haye pace With the ma^ 

Ike of his enemies, Iwicsv^d dirmajo^^of tbeXHredors de 
teripine to reiimveBimv vai(td^ke‘did'tISir:|^ - . . — 

-preferye 

Mt%«Wtehtvyas4»M^6«^^ ' 

j<^y hlhntfters pelfpiliitByqseii 
him» bdt a majori^ of I%dnSj^dl 

■ -P^hiftn^n : but Fox; ihd.ord 

^taowMr.lfec Dhridj»),ahdAe,t»lf»<^i*Gk»ttl^^ 


of hisCon- 
we^ df 
of ^ Mit- 
td'vnihoTe 
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Ill 


Iccteed, that*Jiis abilities of ‘the ftldft fplcndid k,ind, ai\d Ins 
intc^ffty ti|iqucftionab!c.-^IrtConfcquence 6/ thia Vote the Cbort of 
Direfhir^s tobk into their cbpfidciatiAftL tbb Aate of Iheir affairs;^ 
and onWe li2d of Oftob^ dctettnined, 'by a rndjority of Jj* to iQ, 
that Mr. Haftings Aontd'be walled.^" The propiicty of tliil m^aifucc 
was moil ably and fully diftiiffid by the Proprietors On the S^thand 
31ft Of the fame month, whtrt it was deterttiitfed by ballot that Mr. 
Haftinp (hould remain m his fiation : the numbers for his continn-* 
ance being 448 agaiiift 75. In confcquence of thisJB^cfoiation, the 
,ne3tt day the vote of recal Was refeinded^by the Court of Direftors. 

In the month of June 5^785 Mr. Hailihg;s Returned from India to 
England, and in the year following was impeached of High Crimes 
and Mifdemcanors. 

Except a fmall inter^'al, Mr. Haftings uas thiity-two yeai^s in the 
fcrViceof the Eaft IndiaCoinpany, eleven of which he was Governor 
of Bengal. To him the Eaft India Company were indebted for 
tlie communication which was eftablifhed between tliis country and 
India by wav of Suez. The trade from Bengal to the Rpd Sea pio- 
mifed to he highly advantageous, and could never have afte£ted the 
Company’s (ales in England. A contrary opinion however prevailed* 
and Englifh vcflbls are no longer permitted to navigate to Suez* 
I'he communication was open long enough to convey the Com* 
pany’s orders for the attack of Pondicherry ; an event* deemed at 
that time, and it certainly was fo, of the greateft national impor- 
tance. 


Among other objefks which dlftinguifhed the Goveinorfhip of 
Mr. Haftings, was his deputing the ingenious Mr. George Bogle to 
the Court of the Grand Lama in Thibet, whoieceivcd him with tKe" 
utmoft kindneis and hofpitality; and a variety of curious informa- 
^on was procured rcfpefting the Country of Thibet, an acemnt of 
which was published in the ♦* Philofophical Tranl iftions” by the 
late John Stuait, Efq. F. K. S. Member of the Supreme Council at 
Bengal. 

Mr. Haftings is an admirer and an cncOuragcr of the fine ans ; he 
excels as an engineer and an archttedr, and poflellcs no indifferent 
tafte for poetry, as may be feen by the following Imitation of the 
fixteenth Ode of the fecond book of Horace, written on board the 
Barrington, in hfa voyage to England in 1785,' and addreficd to 
Johh Shore, Efq. 

^ Othtm Dimtf 

Fox eafe the htorrafied feaman prays. 

When equinoAkd tempefts raife 
* TllfeiWcWttrrQttnding wave; 


o’er he hears 

The maft, and (m ©asi 


bc^dfllr forego; 


mi, tl&Q I^dv. 

The cover’d heert. beftow. 
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oeitJier gold not g&ms combin’d 
Can heal the foul or fuiFering mind. 

lio ! where their owner lies : 

Percli^d on his couch Dtdemper breathes# 

And Care, like fmoke« in tufbid wreaths. 

Round the gay ceiling flies. 

He who enjovs, nor co\ets more# 

The lands his father held before. 

Is of true blifs polTefs’d, 

Let but his mind unfetter’d tread 
Fai as the paths of knowledge lead. 

And wife, as we I as blell. 

No fears hia peace of mind annoy. 

Left printed lies his fame deftroy. 

Which labor’d years have won ; 

Nor pack’d Committees break his icft. 

Nor avarice fends him forth in (jitcft 
Of climes bcpealh the Su 
Short is our fpan ; then why engage 
In fohemes for wliich man’s tianiient agle 
Was ne’er by fate dcfign'd ? 

Why flight the gifts cf Nature’s hand ? 

What wanderer from his native land 
R’er left himfclf behind ? 

The reftlcfs thought and wayward will. 

And diiconrent, attend him ftill. 

Nor quit him while he lives j 
At fea, Cn*-e follows in the wind ; 

At land, it mounts the pad behind. 

Or with the poft-bo^ drives. 

He who would happy live to-day, 

Muft laugh the prefent ills away. 

Nor think of woes to come; 

Pc-, come they wi’l or foon or late. 

Since mix’d at beft is man’s eft ate. 

By Heav’n’s eternal doom. 

To ripen’d age Clive liv’d lenown’d. 

With Lacks enrich’d, with honours crown’d. 

His valour’s wcll-carn’d meed. 

Too long, alas ! he liv’d to hate 
His envied lot, and died too late. 

From life’s ogpreflion frcw*d. 

An earlydeath Was t’s * doom ; 

1 faw his opening virtues bloom, 

And»manly fenfe unfold. 

Too foon to fade. 1 bade the ftone 
t Rctdirdhfs name, ’midft Hordes unknown. 

Unknowing what it told. 

* Mr. Elliott (the brother of Sit tSilbert Elliott) died in October 1 778, in 
Jm way to Nanpor^ the Chpital of Moodgee Boofla’s dominion^, being de- 
on an iipbafiy to that Prince by* the Gdvetiior aii^ CpnnmL 

Amdnument was eiifeAed to hjs metopty '^9, w lypot j^her; n® 
dnd the Mkhragas'have finc^ buBt a town tlh(rc« wmth Is caflea Elliott’s 
Gunge, orElUott’aToWJii , 
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To thecj pcrh^s, the Fates may give, 

1 wifh they may, in health to live. 
Herds, flocks, and fruitful fields ; 

Thv vac«int hours in mirth to (liine ; 
With thefe the Mufe, already ihinc. 

Her prefent bounties yields. 

For me, O Shokb, I only claim. 

To merit, not to feek for, fame, 

'I'he good and juft to pleafe ; 

A ftatc above the fear of want, 

Domeftic love. Heaven's cholccft grant. 
Health, leifure, peace, and cafe. 


Mr. tlaftings, even amidft the bwftle of political life, manifefted 
always a lirong propenfity to literary purfnits ; and amon^ the num* 
f>er of his correfpondents we find the late celebrated Dr. Johnfon, 
'I hrec letters to him from the Doftor have been preferved by 
Mr. Dofwcll ; who, fpe.aking of the condefeenfion with which 
Mr. Ilailings communicated to him tiicfe letters, dclin^^ates the fol- 
lowing fliort Ikctch of liis charafter: ‘‘ Warren Haftings, a man 
vvhofc regard i efle^s dignity even upon Jolmfon ; a man, the extent 
of whole abilities was Cxjual to that of his power ; and who, by 
“ thofe who arc foitunate enough to know him m private life, is 
** admired for his literature and taftc, and beloved foi the candour, 
moderation, and niildncfs, of his charadcr. Were I capa{^lc of 
paying a fuitablc tribute of admiration to him, I fliould certainly 
not withhold it at a moment* when it i^ not poflible that t 
‘‘ (hould be fufpefted ot being an intertfled flatterer. But Ifow wenfc: 
“ would be my voice, after that of millions whom he governed!*' 

• January 1791. 


S K E T C H 

OP THE 

PROCEEDINGS 

OF THE 

HOUSE OF COMMONS 

AGAINST MR. HASTINGS PREVIOUS JTO HIS IMPEACHMENT 

AND trial. 

rr HE Eaft In4n Company is,doubtlef«, at this moment *, the (irft cortmercia. 
^ oh|cA in England; its amazing territorial acqiiifuians, that are coomut^ 
to be little ihort of 390,006 f<|Uare miles, and to contain thirty millions oT pec* 

o ' 

• This SjtETCii was originally wiittcn in tbe year 

c a pie 



( « ) 

pie. muftbe fiecefftrily Att(*ndcd with a proportionable increare of trade — which 
At ttiRcs* joined to the difTenfions amongrt, afid mifconduA of it» nianagei», 
lK>that home and abroic]»have greatly cngiged the attention of the legiflaturce 
The powtrr of the cr<Avn has been graduaUy extended over thefe distant teni- 
tories — and it even alfunnedthe right of nominating governors and cowncil, and 
of appoUiting judges an adt very extraordinary, it was t,hought, in its kiiidp 
tod by which it acquired an imrnenfe fbare of power and influence. 

But no proportionaf benefit has hitherto rrfiilred to the Company: on the 
contrary, the new ellibhflied Court of Juftice has pa.d fo little attention to the 
manneis of the inhabiianti. of India, and to the ufagtsof that ciaiiTry, as to oc- 
cation the molt alaiming difcoiitcnts among the natives, and great dilfatistaLlion 
among the Compiny’s own ftrvants. 

It was in f.ifi die intertH or tl'C E.a(l India Company,. that their governments 
in India Ihotild inteiferc as little as pofTihie in the domeftic or nation.i|^ quarrels 
of the Country Powers, and that they flioiiUl always endeavour to bc*in a ftate 
.-of peace and tranquility with their neighbours, But thtfc maxims of found 
•'policy they have noi adhered to; the jrovernors and ferv^mts of the E.ift India 
Company have unnecefl'irdy, and fometimes very inlqulroiifly, embroiled them* 
felves with the C-umtry Powers, and engaged m wars of a very pernieiouri and 
indefenfible nature. The wars into vvh‘ch they lately entered v/ith theMahratias, 
,and that enttrpriilng prince Hyder Ally, have been aii-ended ivitli an erirrmcsus 
expence, and have been extremely prejudicial to the iuterelhs of the Company. 
By temporary p^ins of violence and injuftice, and funir limt s difregardiiig ilieir 
ow.i treaties, they have forfeited the good opinion of the natives ; and by ex- 
citing the indignation of the Country Princeb aga nft them, greatly leflencd the 
fecurity of the pofTefTionb of the Company. 

From the danger th^t threatened the very exigence of our tn piie in that 
part of the globe, forne time previous to the contUilion of the late wo-, and the 
fatal ftroke our national credit might receive from the difloUuion of the Com- 
pany, whofe affairs were univerfaliy looked upon to be in 3 meft precarious ftaie, 
the necelTuy of applyme fpecdv and effectual remed'es w^s ♦‘ul!y a 'kr.owledgcd ; 
arid the opprefled i.ativcs of iiM-ha had at K uglh a profp(-( 5 t if relief. 

Hearing a rapid fiiccedion of Hinifters, every paity had in turn pledged them* 
•fei||t9 to c’xcrtboth their own, and the whole lorce am' power ot government 
|i>r IBis important end. Early in i7f*i, two Indian ConuT.it'ecs weie appoitiiod, 
to enquire into the mal-admindtration of the Coinpanv a alf^irn, both at riomc 
and abroad: — the one a fcle^Tf, tlie'other a feerct comintree : — the former 
compofed of the moft diflingudhcd memhtMS in opiiofuior. — fhe latter, under 
the management of the MiniUvr’s confidential friends : and both lliiTe coii iiiit- 
tees continued to fit till the prorogation of Parliament, in November 1781. 

On the 9th of April 17S2, Mr. IJenry Dnndas, the cn urnian of rhe fvciet 
committee, moved, that the repoi Is of that com niittcc Ihould be referred to 
a committee of the whole Houfe, On this occafion, in a fpccch of near thice 
hours, he entered very fully into the caufea and piogytis of the calaiintics of the 
Ealt. Amung the former, he infificd principally on the impropiiaty of tliC 
Company's prefidendes, ui undertaking ail t**cir military operations vrith a vitw 
toconqueft only — their breaches of and difregard to treaties — their peculatioa 
and fcandalous oppreffion of the natives — and the criminal relaxation that pve- 
irajled among the Direftors at home, who were ever ready to connive at the 
gioffeil mifeondu^, whenever it was attended with the Icalt temporary gain to 
the Company. 

Zo tracing the oper.ition of tlicfe canfes, he enumerated a few of the moft fla- 
grant of injuftice, treachrry and v olcncc, by which not only the Company's 
affairs h^d been brought to th^e verge of rum, biit indelible difgrace entailed on 
the Britiih name and goveuitneietin India all of which will be more particu- 
larly ftated ill the com ft of this Sketch. 

Some days afterwards Mr-Dundas brought forward two fets of propoStiona ; 
Vtue amountiiig to 45 in number, related to the general fyff cm of the Com* 
{Mfiy’a government, and the mifcondudl of tkep]:efidency of Bk)i»bay ;-*thb fe- 
cond kU oompriiiiig .^4, had for their obje£l the conduct of the Prefidency of 
Iheiti if adopted by the Honfe^ it would be neceffary to ground a 

criminal 
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criojinal prorecUtion agamft Sir Thomas Riimboia, and others concerned 
The articles were agreed to, adid in confequence he moved the Houfc ro.procerf 
by a bill of pains and penalties, againft Sir Thomas, and others, fur breached 01 
public truft and high crimes and mifdemcanors. 

Before the fccond reading of the bill of pains and penalties, it was oidered4 
that Sir Thomas Rumnold (hould be heard in his defence, againft the 
counfel, at the bar. The great variety and complicatetl nature of thfe icriminal 
allegations on which the bill was founded, made it neceifary for the accufed par« 
ty to cater into a long minute defence. Little progrefs was made therein during 
the Hiort period that remained of the feilions of 17S2 ; and the unfettled date c>f 
public affairs at the beginning of the year 1783# prevented the Houfe from takin »■ 
it up till near the middle of that fcflion. As the leafon advanced, members he* 
came daily more remifs in their attendance ; and at length, on the id of July, v 
motion was made and carried, for adjourning the further confideration of tb* 
bill to the I ft ot October, by which means the whole proceeding fell to ^ 
ground, and was never afterwards refumed 

That a bilb the refult of fuch long and laborious enquiries, a bill introAiceJi 
received, and proceeded upon by the Houle with fo much folemnity, ftiould be- 
fullered thus to fall to the ground, is a circumftance bn which we are at a loi# 
to comment. What imprcHion Sir Thomas Rumbold's defence m^de upon the * 
Houle, as no qiieftion was put thereon, we cannot pollibly determine. It would 
certainly be harlh and inequitable to prefume the party acculed was guilty br- 
caufe he acccptedofindemniiy without acquittal j aiid on the other hand, vve can- 
not pionounce him innocent, becaufe, under the circumftances related, his ac~ 
cul'ei failed to piofecutchim toconvi£tion. The proceeding itfclfhad indeed ope- 
ned as no light pun Ihmcnt ; and this conlideraiion might probably facilitate t lie 
palling of the vote by which it was terminated. But by this managcmtni, the 
public was deprived of the only intereft it had in the profecution,— tlic acquittal 
of an innocent citizen, or the example of a puniihed delinquent. Thus, however, 
cn<led the firft .-ittcmpt made by this parliament to puniih Indian delinquency. * 
Recurring to the firft fet of forty^fivc refolutions prefented by Mr, Dpndas^ on 
the 2 5ih ot April, 1782, we muftobferve, that they fet out with cltablilhingAr- 
tain principles ot jiiUice and policy, as the balls of the governrnenc of ijL • 
they then exhibit many cenfures on the Court of Diredors, and the Govtffof- 
General, for pnrfuing meafures ruinous and difgraceful to the iiitercll of boUi 
countries ; — and conclude with approving certain inltruftions IVnt in fome piei 
vious difpu:ches* from the Diredors of the Company, for promoting the attain, 
merit of peace. 

One of ihefc refolutions liowever acknowledges, that on the fuccefe of Hyder 
in the Carnatic, the GovcrnorjGeneral (Mr. Haftiugs) gai'c proof of tfic moil 
important exertions for the alliftance of Madras, the obtaining of peace, and rc*« 
gaining the friendlhip of the Nizam. 

Thcfe refolutions were fcvcrally agreed to by the Houfe, on Uu* 28th of May j 
and in addition to the general declaration of the fenfc of Parliament, Mr. Dun- 
das faid, he fliould move the Houfe to come to a fpecific refoiution for the recall 
of Mr. Haftiugs and Mr. Hornby That he was urged to take this ftep hy an 
account which had lately arrived from India of an ad of the moft il^giant violence 
and opprcllloii, and of the grolfeft breach of faith, committed by the former 
againlt Cheit Sing, the Rajah of Benarcb. He entered at large into the nature of 
that tranfaCtion, and concluded with moving the following refoiution 2 
“ That Warren Haftings, Efq- Governor General of Bengal, and Williant 
Hornby, Efq. Frefideiit of the Council at Bombay, having in fnnJry m* 

^ fiances aded in a manner repugnant to the honor and policy of thfi n ition^ 
and thereby brought great calamities on Indi%, and enofmous expences oa 
the Kaft India Company, it is the duty of the DiredoVs of the faid Company 
to pnrfue all legal and effcdtual means for the removal of the faid Oovernor- 
General and Prefident from their refpedive offices^ and to recall them ta 
Great-Britain.’* ^ 

In cpnfequence of this refoIUlbn of. the Houre of Commnnsi the Ditedor# 
took the neceifary ftep for carrying it into cfFed) 4ut as their pi oceeditrgs were 
fubjed to a general court of Proprietors, the ff-icnds of Mcr; Haftings had re« 

A 4 eciarlc 
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foiirft to that expedient, and on the jift of oaober the order of the Court of 
l)ir<rdor5,was rci'cindcd by alarpc majority. — Th^d ended the fecond parliamen- 
tary attempt to punilh li^iau delinquency. 

The fteps taken by the Seled Committee> next require our attention ; — Their 
reports, eleven in number, took a complete review of the conllitution of the 
Eaft-India Company, aiwl of the management of their aflfairs both at home and 
abroad, tn thtir political as well as commercial tranfadtions. On thefe reports 
was principally giounded the great plan afterwards introduced by Mr. Fox, 
in his bill for the better regulating the aftairs of the Eaft India Company, and 
the charges of iinpe-ichmcnt which have lince been inftituted by the Commons 
againil Mr. Hading?. 

General Smith, tlie Chairman of the Sele«5t Committee, on the i8th of April, 
prefented ten refoliitions to the Hoiife, in three of which it was dated, “ That 
Warren Hadings, and Sir Klijah Impcy, Chief Judice of the Supreme Court 
*^of 15engal, had been concerned, the one in giving, and the otlicr in receiving, 
office tenable at the plcafure of the fervants of the Company, contrary to 
th'e tiue intent of the aif of Geo. III. and that this unjnflihahle tranfa^lioa 
** between them was attended with circumdances of evil tindency and exam- 
pie.*’ — The fertfoUi lions being agieed toby the lloufe, an .iddieG was ordered 
to be prefented to the King, to recall Sir Klijah Impcy to anlwcr for his condiK^t 
ill the tranfaftion aforefaid. 

At the end of the fcllion of 17S2, it w.is fignificJ from the throne, ‘‘ That 
** the confidcration of the alf.iirs of the F.\d Indies would require to be refiimed 
as early as poflible, and to be purfual with a ferious and unremitting at- 

tLlltioM.’* 

V'anous plans were propofed, previous to the month of Ni;vembcr 17S3, when 
Mr, Fox, then Secretary of State, brought foi ward a bill for regulating the Com- 
pany the principles of this bill, and the violent debates to which it gave biith, 

are too rectnt in the public memory to need a recapitulation ^Though it 

pifled the Commons, yet the fecret influence of the Crown operated to its being 
thrown out in the Lords, where it was lejefted by a majority of nimtecn Peers. 
The confequence of this was the downfall of the Minidiy, and a general ivvo. 
lution of the Cabinet. 

Various attempts for a new bill were afterwards made by Mr. Pitt and the 
new Miniftry, but failed,^ which occafloiicd, with other difputes on privilege 
a rtiffolution of the H uife of Commons. The new Parliament and Admini- 
ftration feemed to l>c friendly to the Company, whofc interefts have been greatly 
Injured by their fervants at home and abroad. The Nabobs and K^?j.ihs, and 
natives of India, have been by turns barrafled and defpoiled under their manage- 
ment, and many parts of that fine country depopulated. 

A diverfity of opinions ftill continued concerning this famous bill ; and a pro- 
teft was entered againft it in the Houfe of Lords by five Peers. Notwithlland- 
ing, however, the regulations of this new bill, it is to be fufpefted, that they will 
priKluce no very matt.rial unkfs vigorous meafurcs be taken to enforce 

them. This bill, like former ones, may be depofited among the ai chives of the 
councils of the governments in the Kaft Indies, to lie in oblivion, or be treated 
with contempt. Merc parchment chaina cannot bind the hands of rapacity and 
violence. The eountiy is too remote for Britain to interfere on every emer- 
gency- I'hc coriupt may be bribed, the timid may be threatened into a defer- 
tion of iluir duty, vhilft the moft upright may be overpowered by violence; / 
and, if not liicneed in that country, be lint home to this, loaded with irons, to 
plead their cuife for pretended crimes charged againft them by the cmiflaries of 
the powerful dtlinqutnU, whole peculations and rapacity they endeavoured to 
rcpfeL»'but whofe riches will [ecure them a fafe retreat, and a feat in cither Houfe 
of Parliamtnt. 

The order for the recall of Mr. Haftings, in confequence of the refolutions 
wc have already Hated, were finally fnbmilted to by that gentleman he ac- 
ORrdingly fet fail from Calcutta, the 9th of February 1785 ; and on the 16th of 
June following, he arrived in London. H 

The d-hates, and very violent altercation to wh’ch the fcveral bills for the 
riguUv.'on of Indj^ gave rife— the icraoval of Minifters occaQoned thereby— 

the 
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the new cle(fHon— the Weftminfter fcrutiny, and a multiplicity of other hufincfs 
fo fully occupied the attentioiLof the Commons and the public, as to make 
them for a time forget the cafe or individuals, and particularly the ccnfdre which 
had been pafled on the condiKS of the Company’s fervantl in tlu-ir Indian depart- 
ments : — apd it was not until the 20th of June, X7S5, that Mr. Burke gave notice, 
in the Houfe of Commons, That if no other gentleman would undertake 

the bufinefs, he would at a future day make a motion jefpeding thvkcondud 
** of a gentleman juft returned from India*” 

Mr- Burke's promifed motion, however# did not take place till I he 17th of 
February, 1786, when he moved for a copy of the corrcfpondeni e which had 
pafled from January 1785, to January 1786, between VV^arren Maftings, lifq. 
and the Court of Direftors of the Eaft India Company, including his corref- 
pondence ftnee his arrival. 

This firft motion of Mr. Burke produced a very long debate, that tiirned'^?. 
chiefly, however, upon a point of order with refpedt to the rcgiihoity of the prol^ 
ccediiigs ; — we Ihall juft report the fubftance of the debate. .-An obje£lion 
darted by the Mafter of the Rolls, and fupported by Mr. Nichol*?, Mr. S. SmirtiJ ' 
Mr. Dundas, Mr. Jenkiiifoii, the T.ord Advocate of Scotland, the Solicitor 
General, Mr. Young, Sir Gregory Page Turner, Mr. Grofvenor, and Mr. Wil- 
berforce-rthat the bufinefs of the Committee was to receive charges and not to 
hear evidence ; for until the charges were received, it woulil be impoflible for 
gentlemen to know to what points the witnefs could be examined; and indeed it 
would not be lefs fo to determine, whether there was really any irrpeachablc 
matter in the different articles which might be produced as the ground for the 
impeachment of Mr. Ihiftings: and confequently it would be m-fpending the 
time of the Committee to make it lit from day to day to hear evidence btf\)rc d 
could be known whether fvich evidt-nce would in tlie end be ap;d:cab!c to the 
objciit of an impeachment of Mr. Haftings. Befides, it would rivi* lefs con- 
trary to the eftabliflied rule or order of the Houfe than of all com ts of jiiftice, 
that accufation fliould precede the evidence ; for the latter was a relative term, 
aiuHicmified that which makes evident or plain/' On the otlu r hand, Mr. 
i''ox, Mr. Buike, Mr. Sheridan, Mr. Ellis* Mr. Wyndham, and oth:^r«, main- 
tained that the Committee, fo far from being reftrained to the hire receiving 
of charges, was in fa£t a Committee of enquiry ; for it appeared frv»m the order 
of the clay, that the CommiUte was to take into conlineration the papers 
relative to India ; and by the f-imc order, witnefles were bound to attend, and 
were attending. It would, therefore, an extraordinary proceeding, if the 
chairman \e^as to quit the chair, and report to the Houle, that the Committee, 
though direc^ted to t ike papers into confider.ition, had confidercd none ; though 
ordered to examine witnefles, had examined none. If the charges ought to liave 
pre ceded the prodnd'on of evidence, the gentlemen whoadvanced fuch lipofltion 
ought to have attended to the Houfe fooner, and prevented it by their advice 
from doing fo abfiird a thing, as to order the Committee to examine witnefles, 
and take papers into conlideratlon, belore the charges, to whicli they were to 
be Tppliecl, were produced. But, in faff, when the Right Honourable Member 
( Mr. Burke ) had moved for the papers, he had, at the exprefs c efire of the 
Houfe, ftated a charge, not efpecial indeed, but a general one, as a preamble 
to each motion, and thus pointed out the particular point to which each paper 
was applicable. 

V Mr. -Burke dcchred, that, bowing to the authority of the Committee, he 
would, notwithftanding his own obje6lion to fuch a proceeding, bring forward 
his charges, at leaft fuch of them as he had prepared. The firft of them was 
produced, and read mcrtfly pro forma. 

Uponthi.sit was agreed that the chairman fhould report procrefs, and affi 
leave to fit again, for the purpofe of receiving all tl!c charges, aiul of taking them 
into coufideration at a fubfequent period. 

April 4. 

Mr Burke, in his place, charged Warren Haftings, Efq. late Governor -Genexfil 
of Bengal, with fundry High Crimes and Mifdcme.anors ; and preftnted to tne 
Houfe fevera! articles of charged High Crimes and Mifdemeanors againft the 
laid Warren Haftings, which confift of the following particulars $ 

I. With 
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I. With grofs injirfticct cruelty, and treachery againft the faith of natioits# hh 
hiring Britifh foldiers for the piirpofe of extirpating the innocent and helpl^^ 
people who inhabitcc4 the Rohillas. ^ # 

If. With uiing the authority delegated to him through the Eafl: India Coni 
nafiy» for treating the King Shaw AUiim, Emperor of Indoltan, or otherwife 
&reai l^pgnl> with the greateft cruelty, in bereaving him of coniiderabte territorjl 
and withholding forcibly that tribute, of z6 lacks of rupees, which the Company: 
engaged to pay as an aniiiiil tribute or compenfation for their holding in hi« 
name the Duannec of the rich and valuable provinces of Bengal, and Bahar> 
and Orilfa. 

III. With various inftances of extortion, and other deeds of mal-adminiltra* 
tion againft the K«ij ih of Benares. This article confifted of three different parts, 
in each of which Mr. Jlaftings was charged with a feries of the moft wanton 
ppprcirioiirt and cruelties. He gave in papers concerning the rights of the Rajah, 
expulfion, and the fundry revolutions which have been effeded by the Bri*^ 
%Uh inHaence under the controui of the late Governor-Generat in that 


Zemindaiy. 

iV. The numerous and infapportable hardfhips to which the Royal Family 
.of Oude had been reduced, iii conreqUence of their connection with the Su- 
preme Council. 

V. With having, by no Icfs than fix revolutions, brought the fertile and, 
bc-itUifnl provinces of Farruckabad to a Rate of the moft deplorable ruin. 

V[. With impoveriOiing and depopulating the whole country of Oude, and 
rendering that country, wnich was once a garden, an uninhabited defart. 

VII. With a wanton, an unjuft, and pernicious exercife of his powers, and 
thegrtMt litualion ol iriift which he occupied in India, in overturning theancient 
efliblifliments of the country, and extending an undue inQuence by couniving at 
extr.’iviganf contrads, and appointing inordinate falaries. 

VII. With receiving money againft the orders of the Company, the Adt of 
Parliament, and his own facred engagements j and applying that money to pur- 
pofes totally improper and unauthorized. 

IX. Witn having rcfigncd by proxy for the obvious purpofe of retaining his 
iitu uion, and denying the deed in pt Ton, in diredt oppolkioo loallthofe powers 
under which he adted. 

X. Accufes him of treachery to MuzufFer Jung, who had been placed under 
hjs guardianfiiip. 

XI. Charges him vvith enormous eidtravagance and bribery in various contrafts. 
With a view to enrich his dependants and favorites. 

Thcfe are the principal of Twenty Cnarges exhibited againft Mr. Haftings ; 
on moft of which he was voted deferving of Impeachment by the Honorable 
Houfe of Commons ; — the other nine are chielly connected vvith, and dependant 
Upon the foregoing. 

April 26. 


Major Scott moved for leave to bring up a petition from Warren Haftings, 
praying to be heard by himfelf againft the natter of the charges now exhi- 
bited to the Houfe againft him> and alfo a copy of thole charges j which was 
#grerd to. 

The- petition was then brought up, and rea 1 at the table. 

i\Ir. Burke then prefented other two ch«irge5 rclvtiug to a libel written by 
>Ir. Hdhngs againft the Court of Dire-'Iors — and the final abandonment of Shaw' 
Ahum, Of* concluding a treaty with the Mahratus, 

May I. • 

■^fhe Speaker, in confcquenceofthcrclbhiiionof th: Houfe, called Mr. Haftingd 
tq tile bir, who, having heem in formed of the purpofe for which he wasadmittS 
thcie, obfrrved, that he was not accuftomed to public fpcaking. and thcrcf« 
begged the Houfe would indulge him with the hearing of what he had dra®/ 
Uo in his defence. His memory was not remarkably tenacious, and as the 
tihion or coiitraduftion of the charges brought againft him required freqt^ 
rCtcrcnces to certain documents and papers necelTary to be produced, he flatUl|r 
hnnlelf that the H )ufe would eafily conceive the propriety of his 
This having been «?eadily alFcnted to, Mr. Haftings proceeded to read 
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WARREN HASTINGS, Efq. &c. 


First Day* 

WfDNj. SD<kY, Fi IIRU ARY T3. 

T H E Houfe met at ten, and by 
eleven a melFige was fent to tlie 
ComiTions, that tlie Houfe was im- 
mediately going to adjourn to Weflminlter- 
ifalJ, to proceed upon the trial of Wnrrcn 


Haftings, Efq. The mcfTagc was Immediately 
returned, tliat the Commons were ready to 
fubftantiaic their chaiges. The Lords were 
then called over by ihc Clerk, and arranged 
by Sir Ifaac Heard, Principal King at Arms, 
when upwards of two hundred pioccedcd 
in order to Weftminfter-f fall " . 


» Previous to tbc’.r Lordfliips anproach to the Hall, about eleven o'clock, her hTajcHy, 
v/.th the l>i inceffes tl.»..i eth, Augulla and M.uy, made theii appet: ai.ee in the Duke of New. 
caftie’s gallery. Her Jvlajeily was drefled In a fawn-coloured fattm, \' 0 ' hea l Teas pLanj 
with a ve.yner.derrprinklir?of diamonds. The RoyaJ boxwas graced w.th the j^echefs ok 
Cioucefier and the young i .I.'.vC. Tlte Iad.es weic all in mo.ning dreffes ; a tc-w vv.tn .ea- 
liicrs and variegated flowers in tl cir l.cad-ditis, but nething fo remai k.iole as to a.tratl pub.io 
attention. 

Mrs. titzherbert was in the Royal box. r i . ..i 

The Dukes of Cumber Cioucefier and York, and the Prince o. ^/ale5, atl:! thvir 


tiains, followed the Chancellor, and clofcd the pioceinon. ^ 

Upwards ot two hundred i.f the Commons with the Sj^aker, were m the gallery. 

The Managers, Charles Fox and all, were in full drefs. 

But a very few of the Commons were full dieired—fome of them were in^ boots. Thur 
feats were covered with green cloth — the icilofthe building \/as “ one red. 

Mr. Haftines Rood f»r foitie time— On a motion from a I’cer, itie Cnancchor aJos^, as 
■ favour, that the Prifoner fliould have a chair— And he fa. tlie whole lime— but occafionally, 

when he fpokc to his Counfcl. „ . o 

His Counfel were Mr. Law, Mr. Plomcr, Mr. iJallas.-For the Comm«is-Dr. Scott 

and Dr. Lawrence j Mefiis. Mansfield, Pig&ot, Buike, 

A party of horfe-guai ds, under the coininrind of a l icld Officer, with a Cap .am s party 
from the horfe-grenadieis, attended daily during the trial. 

A body of three hundred foot-guards alfo kepi the avenues clear, .and a confidcraWe 
number of confUblcs attended for the purpofe of taking offenders into cufteciy. ^ 

B 




The reel j wtre nrcce<ltcl by' 

Loid Chancellor' s CenilciiKn Attendants, 
two ainl twt), 

Clerk Afliflant of the Houle of Lords, and 
Clerk of thcPailiaments. 

Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. 

Cloi k of tlie Crown in the King's Brncli. 

MaftSis in Chanceiy, two an^ two. 

The Junges. 

Serjeants Adair and Hill. 

Yeoman Ufher of the filack Rod. 

Sir Francis Molyneux, Gentleman U/lier of 
the Blaclt Rod. 

'I'wo Heralds. 

The Loids Barons, iwo and two. 

The Lords JBifliops, two and two. 

• ' The Lords Vifeounts, two and two. 

• The Lords Eails, two and tv/o. 

The Louis Marquilfcs, two and two. 
The Lords Dukes, two and two.. 

The iMace-Bcarcr. 

The Lord Clianccllor, witli his train boinc. 

(All in their i^arliamentary Rolxs.) 

The Lords Spiritual I'eated ihcmfclvcs on 
their Bench, which was on the hde on which 
they entered j as they palTcil th.e throne, they 
bowwl to it, as if the King was feated in 
it. 

The Temporal Lords crofled ovci thelloufe, 
and eacli made a refpcdiful bow to the Kat of 
Majcfly. 

In this procefllon, the juniors of cioh cl'ifs 
f»f Nobility walked full j and the feniors lail 5 
of courfe the lall: held the moft honourable 
fl.'jtion. 

As foon as their Lord/hips were feated in 
the Lo\ IT Chamber, rlie Lo?d Chnnccllor 
ajhed leave for ilie Judge* to be co\ercd. 

At twelve the Court wa-> op'-ntd, and the 
.^eij.'ant at Arms, with a vtiy audible voice, 
rnadj the ufurd prccla.::. tlo:. j alter whicli, 
in old blunr Eiigi'Hj, h.^ iunai-oncd V/:ir- 
len Hafilrigi, to coiik. toith in Couit 
to five T H E >: A ?, D T n V E A r j , orbcr^’ ife 
t!ic iccoriu^nnce of then .aid tliy bail w.il 
i;e fqifeited. ' 

Mr. ’mmedliicly a;ipv^ac..l at tly; 

Ea« with his t'v i furetits, Ah. Sullivan and 
A;r. Sumner, and iiiiincdiatcly dtoyjxd on Ids 
t.ne s j when the Loid Chancellor lignificd 
that he might rife. Ke fcenial very imirm, 
and much ir.difpoied. He was drclfed in a 
plain poppy-coloured fait of cl> -tiics. 

After Mr. Haftings appeared at the Bar, a 
proclamation as follows was made : 

“ 't'-hereas Charges of High Cri«ies and 
“ Mlfdcmeaiiois have been exhibited by the 
“ Knights, Citizens, ar.d BurgelTes in Par- 
^ Trsment aiTembled, in the name of them- 
fires, and of all the Commons of Great 
Britain, again/l Warren Haflings, Iiiq. 


) 

‘i|herj agaittftth' lud arc to take notice 
« Jg *’h€ trial, and tiiey 

tt ma^’ conic forth in order to make good tlio 
“ faid CllAlgCS." 

Ptocl.imai ion being made, the Lor 4 Clian- 
ccllor rofc, and addrclfed tJic prifonei as fol- 
lows : — 

“ Waircn Hallings, 

“ Yen arc called ujion, after every cvpc- 
“ client allowance, for your defence. You 
have had bail : you have Ccunfd. Much 
“ time alfo has betn granted you — becoming 
w-L'll the circumftances of your cafe. 

“ For th,e matter in the Charges is moft 
“ momentous, and the dates are remote, 
“ fince the occurrences in thofc xhai ges al- 
“ leilged againft you aie fud to have been 
“ committee! 

Thcfe advantages you mail under ffand, 
while you feel. — You are deem them 
not an indulgence of this Houie — but flic 
“ fail claim of right — a conctflon nt nothing, 
but vvh.nt you have in common with all 
“ around yoir— what every Biidfli 
“ may alk, and every Britilh tribunal mufl 
allow, 

Condu^f your Defence, therefore, in a 
“ manner that m.ay berttyour ibation, and tl»e 
“ magnitude of the clvirgcs agaiiilb j ou.— 
“ Fdtimate rightly the high cliaiadler of tholi 
“ you havetoanfwtr — t!ie Commons of Great: 

Britain! — who, at once, peihaps, attach 
“ fikelihood to doubt — and enforce author!- 
“ ty, certainly, on accufatioo.’* 

To which Mr. Hallings made alrnofl ver- 
batim tire following anfw'er ; 

“ My Loids, 

“ I am come to this liiglt trlf^unal equally 
“ imprelfed with a confidcnccin in/ own in- 
tegrity, and in the juilice of the Couu be- 
“ foie which I ftand.” 

Thii ceremony being over, the reading 
Clerk l>cgan to 1 cad the firft char, re, and with 
the Clerk AfliltaiU, Deputy Creik o^' toe 
Crown, and another gentleman who attended 
as an additional Clerk, their I.ordJhip: got 
tlwough the reading of fevencliargj: and feven 
anfvvc rs. 

Tlie Marquis of Stafford, when it was irn- 
poffible for the Clcik to fee any longer, movc^ 
to adjourn to the Chamber of Parliament 5 
when, upon motion, the further confideracion 
of the above trial was pul off until ten o’clock 
next morning. 

Second Day. 

Thursday, February 14, 

The names of the Houfe being called over 
by Garter King at Arms and his Affiftant, 
the jiroccffion went in the fame order as the 
preceding day, and being feated in the Court, 

tfee 
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»hr umc formalities took phcensat Lheojxn- 
insj; of the bufinefs} art(T which Mi.^ail- 
wis called to the bar with his bail, 
M;. Sullivan and Mr. Sumner. 

'1 he remaining tvvilve charges and the 
anlwers weaethen re id by the Clerks attend- 
ing. It was near live o’cl'''(.k b.,forc llic 
reading was finilhed, and the concJufion of 
Mr. flalVings’ defence evidently made a deep 
imj)rc<Tion upon the ,audience. — 'fhe Lords 
inin!f.di 3 te 3 y returntd to their Houfc, and 
adjourned •. 


T H I « D Day. 

FriUAY, Feervary 15. 

The Coust being fcaied, f and .after the 
^iliiil proclamation Mr. Hatlings appearing 
:t lijs bii, the Lord Chancellor demanded 
appeared in behalf of the Coniirions to 
fiilx'iantiate the Charges. 

Mr. Burke immediately rofe, and made liis 
rib:*(Ucnce to the Couit j and every eye v.^as 
at this moment ri vetted upon him. “ lie 
/.ood forth, he Irthl, at the command of ihe 
Commons of Gi.vU Biitain, as tlic accufer 
<ii ^V.ut-cn H'ldiiigs.” 

Ml. Tiiike then flopped for above a mi- 
nute, .at tlic end of v/liicli ho rdumxd, and 
continued Ills fpetch for two liour^ anil a 
half. It was giave and icmpciate j but was 
patlieti-' r.’iJ adecruvi. Lvery cxpref.'on and 
fentir.unt v^as aj-ipuipilaie j and ihougli in 
the ptoiiiefs lie led the ignoiaiit to tbs moll 
familial acquaintance with the oii;,‘n of the 
ifimts and the evils of India, !\c ’^Vjniflied 
the moll knowing w'ith the ne'v .afpi/l 
which he gave to tlic whole, alter it Ii.id bCvii 
Ib long agitated and fo thoioughly dillufled. 
He apoilirpliizcd thetilbunal bcf/ic wiiich 
he ftooil — congiatiilaicd his corv.M) pof_ 
ftfring lb piAvcrful an inlliument < I ji.ilxc, 
.and fo aulhoiiutive a ceneftor of .^I ufe, 
and hoped that no coirupiions v. otid ever 
taint, and iio focielicj ol Ipccia! pleading and 
Old Bailey prevarication be a!jij co under- 
mine it. 


He Bated, th*t the fubjc^l matter of the 
prefent Impcicnmcnt I*iid Ijcen in a couife of 
invcBigation :md cn pnry for ncaily fourtetn 
years b.^lbu t iC Cc^v.miais of Engl md j that 
the rv.rult w.is, their having found ample 
rcafon to condildc, that Mr. HalVmgs oualit, 
in jullicc to tlu; iTullions who h.id jived under 
h.s govcrnmait in >Via, and in jullicc to the 
national charadcr, which lie aj^peared to 
luive d.fgi aced by his conduA in the exalted 
Ballon of Governor General of India, to be 
j3ut upon bis tiial. He then wont into ;i 
general view of the hiflory of Ilindoltan, 
and of its particular hiflcry as affeded by 
Engllfh enterniize and Engllfh rapine. He 
enunitiatfcd and deferibed the various r^nks of 
Engllfli fociciy in India, and carried them 
tlirougli ihclr ftvcral gradations of writer, 
fador, junior merchant, and fenior mer- 
chant, up to tlie Bate ofiTiccrb In tlie feivice. 
He puffed from this to the Indian cliaradcr, 
and drew tlie pi dure of a Banyan in tlic mofl 
forcible and glowing colouis. He next went 
into a fliort but admirably drawn liiBoiy of 
the p-oplo, religion, minncrs, and 1 evolution* 
Of the Genroo tril>es — their divifion into 
calls — the r local religion and prejudLces— 
the iirupfion and change made by the Maho- 
metan — the i\.volutiou acconiplilhed by the 
Tartar Tainci lane, and the flow but more 
poi lentous conlcqucnccs of the Englifli in- 
ic.id. In t!io courfc of his fp^cch hcwoiked 
up the paBions of tlie Court in fo powcifui 
a manner, when he deferibed the fuBerings 
of t'lc native Hindoos under the government 
of Mr. HaBings, tliat the Couit lepcatcdly 
c.alled out hear! nr . ar ! At half alitv 
two he concluded his exordium, and brought 
down the fubjed to tlic year 1756 ; at which 
&:rn, he fald, if tlicir L('idfli)})s would give 
h I j lf.ave, lie would begin to iracc the coii- 
dud of Ah. J ladings ; buc being then much 
fatigued, hcpi/ytd pcrmiifion to procc.dthe 
next day, Vv'hieh was grajited, and the Heu/e 
adjou tiled. 


'* The attendanceof tlie Houfe of Commons was this di^y very thin— ther.umbcr of Mem- 
bers, for a lew iliinuies near the clof", was 40 — tlirough the gi eater pait of tJie day, there 
were not ao prefent. — Tlic audience, tco. was compaiati /cly thin. 

There were prefent near 80 Tcmporil I’eers — and 15 Eilhops, including York and Can- 
teibuiy. , 

f There were prefent, Baron*? 54 — Birtiops 17-— Ea»-ls, Marquifles, and Vifeounts 6S-^ 
jDukes 12 — ^Judges 9— IViiKcs of the Blood 4— in all ^64, 
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F6UKTH Day, 

Saturday, February 15. 

The Court being opened with the ufual 
fblemnities *, and Mr. tHr.ibngs called to 
tile bar, 

Mr. Burke refumed his introduftory ad- 
drefs to the Court. He commenced by ob- 
ferving, that in his fpfecli of the preceding 
day, he had thought it necelHiry, for tht* prq.- 
eilion of their future judgment, to defer ibc 
at large the fuuation and manners of the 
p^ple of India, though that defer iption did 
tiot tend directly to the crimination of Mr. 
Bailings* Though he had fpoken of the 
tyranny of their Subohs, Mr. Hailings was 
no farther culpable, in tliat rofpe^, than in 
having followed their fteps with a servile 
fidelity: — he had mentioned the weak- 
nefs of fomc particular inlVitutions ; but 
there Mr. Haftings was only to blame, where 
he had abufed that weaknefs in the purfuance 
of ifiteiefted purpofes. This general ftate- 
ment, however, was nccciiary to the under- 
ftanding of the fpt'cific fads ; which, with 
their fubltantiatlon by evidence, ihould, in 
due time, be fubmitted to the Court. 

The aera, Mr. Burke obferx'cd, of Euro- 
peans iiril landing in Hindoihn, was not 
Icfs remarkable than it might have been 
glorious, if proper mcafures had been pur- 
fued 5 if the difeoveries of a more enlighten- 
ed part of the globe had been communicated 
to its innocent inhabitants ; and if the re- 
formed Chriftianity of this IQand had been 
properly inculcated. Bur this unfoitunately 
was not dene. In the place of fri<.ndly com- 
munication, the traces of European accefs 
were marked by treacb.ery and rapine. Thofe 
who firfl advariced, had undoubtedly to pafs 
/over a vail river, with the depth of which 
' they were wholly unacquainted ; but by 
frequent pradice, a bridge was laid, * over 
which the lame might pafs, and the blind 
might grope their way.’ The arts of plun- 
der n.ight Jiavc been luppofed to have reached 
the.'r height under the command of Lord 
Ciive, but \vl\?n that ncblenir.n returned to 
turopj, it appeared that he left an abundant 
fi'op of fucceflbrs behind. All tlicfc too 
were inured to the pradiccs of rapine, and 
encouraged to fuch a degree by repeated fuc- 
ctfSs that there was not a captain of a band 
c>f ragged fepoy^ vvlio did not look to the 


dcpofitlon of a Subah, and the plunder oi a 
province. 

M^. Burke then proceeded to illuflrate 
thefe general pofitions, by entering into a 
detailed account of the tranfa£lIons in In- 
dia, from 1760 to the year 1774, when Mr. 
Hayings rctuined to India in the charaftcr 
of Preliddnt of the Supreme Council. He 
dwelt at large on the feveral revolutions 
which topk place in tliat period, when, by 
the intervention of the Company’s troops, 
the Sovereignty was transferred from Sujali 
Dowlah to Mter Jaificr, and again fiom 
Mcerjafiler to his fon -in-law, Coflim Ally 
Cawn. In the latter of thefe, Mr. Haftings, 
who was t!icn Rcfidcnt at the durbar, had 
been employ y:id. Treachery, he faid, was 
found neceffary to effefluate the purpofes of 
the Englifh, and therefore the afliflance of 
Warren Haftings was etrentially requifite. 
He dwelt alfo, at length, on the oppreflion of 
Mahomed Reza Cawn, the famine which 
fucceeded, and tlie events in general which 
took place before the appointment of ihci 
Supreme Council. But t'v.ough a detail fo 
various and complicated it would be vain to 
follow him. 

On fpcaking of tlie appointment and eba- 
raftcT ot Mr. Haftings, the condudl of this 
gentleman, he faid, had been diftinguifhed 
foi an adherence, net to thcgener'.i piinciples 
which a< 5 luate mankind, but to a kind of 

GEOGRAPHICAL MORALITY 3 fct of 'prin- 

ciples fuited only to a particular climate, fo 
that what was peculation and tyranny in 
Euiope, loft both its cfllnceand its name in 
India. The nature of things changed, in the 
opinion of Mr. Haftings ; and as the fcamcn 
have a cuftom of dipping perfons crofting 
die EQ^uiNoci lAL, fo by that operation 
every one who went to India was to be un- 
BAPTizLD, and to lofe every idea of reli^^ 
gion and morality wiiich had been impvcfled 
on him in Europe. But this doflrlnc, he 
hoped, would now no longer be advanced. 
It was the duty cf a Britifh Governor to en- 
foi’ce Briti/h laws ; to corrcift the opinlotia 
and praiftices of the people, not to conform 
his opinion to their pradice } and iheir l^rd- 
Ihlps would therefore undoubtedly try Mr, 
Haftings by the laws with wluch they were 
acquainted, not by Jaws which they did not 
knew. But Mr. Haftings had pleaded the 
local eyftoms of ifmdoftan, as lequiring the 


* There were prefent, Barons 54-2-Bilhops 17 — Vifeounts, Eails, and Marquiflfes, 68—^ 
Dukes 14— Judges 9 — the Loid Chancellor, the Royal Dukes, with the Prince of Wales, 
chfed the proceftion— Total 173; being a greater number than appeared on any of tbo 
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coercion of arbitrary power* ** . He chimed the Sovereigns of the diftrl^V, as being com- 
ARBITRARY POWER. From wliom, in the traiy to the laws of Hindolfan. 
name of all t!iat was ll^range, could he deri^, He concluded a fj^eech of three hours and 
or how had he the audacity to claim, fuch a ten minutes, by an apology to the Court for 
power ? He could not have derived it from the time he had occupied. If he liad been 
the Eaft India Company, for they had none diffufe, he h.oped their Lord/hips v/ould at- 
to confer. He could not have received it tribute it folely to an anxious wjlh that 
from his Sovereign, fer the Sovereign had it juftice Ihould take placj in a caufc, the moll 
not to beftow. It could not have been given complicated and momentous, pcrliaps, that 
by either Houfe of Parliament — for it was ever was fubmitted to any Court. Helhould 
unknown to the Eritifh Conilirution’f^ now proceed, he faid, to fubftantiate tlic fc- 

Yet Mr. Hartings a^iing under tliealTump- veral charges, beginning with that corrupt 
ticnof ihla authority, had avowed his rcjL£>ion rapacity from which the delinquency had 
of Biitilh A< 5 lsof i*arliament, had gloried in fprung, and proceeding from tlience to tlie 
the fuccefs which he pretended to deiive othci branches of guilt, which would appear 
from their violation, and had on every occa- to have been produced from that ruling prin- 
f:on attempted to jullify the cxcrcifc of ar- ciple, both in the internal government of 
bitrary power in its greateft extent. Bengal, and in the other provinces, which 

[Mr. Burke being greatly exhaufted, Mr. he luidfo fignificantly called his external 
Adam read a letter to this cITe^ from Mr. resources. 

I'laflings to the Court of Diredlors.] Mr. Burke appeared to be greatly exhauHed 

Having thus avowedly aded in oppofition by the delivery of this fpecch. 
to the laws of Great Britain, he fled, but in Tiie Court adjouincdto Monday. 

vain, for flielter to other l.iws and other — 

ufages. Would he appeal to tlie Maliomedan Fifth Day. 

law for his j uftitl cation ? In the whole Monday, February iS. 

Koran there was not a fingle text which The Lords having taken their feats, Mr. 
could iuBify the powers he had aflumed. ^urks refumed his fpeech. 

Would lie app-'al to ilic Gentoo Code ? There y He faid, that tlie government of Mr. ITaf- 
the effort would alfo be vain ; a fyllcm of tings was founded in bribery and corruption $ 
flridcr juflice, cr more pure morality, there that his admlniflration was one continued 
did not cxill. It was therefore^ equal whe- feene of peculation. Nunducomar, a man of 
ther he fled for Ihclter to a Brlilfli Court of high rank, had become the accufer of Mr. 
Juflice or a Gentoo Pagoda j he in either in- Haftiiigs ; but he was foon taken off by a pro- 
flancc flood convi£led as a daring violator of fecution for felony. But Nunducomar was, 
the laws. If he appealed, indeed, to the not the only accufer ; if every thing that man 
pradlicQs of the country, it would be granted, had faid of Mr. Haftings had been fcandalouf- 
that other peculators and other tyrants had ly falfe, Bill it appearwl upon the oath of one 
cxilled before Warren Haftings j but that of the moft illuftrious Ladies, or Princeffes in 
was by no means a juftification of his con- Bengal, that Mr. Haftings h.vl received from 
dufl : on the contrary, as they did not pre- her, or her agents, a bribe of 40,000!. ttciling. 
tend to aft according to the laws, fo they This oath, and this charge of peculation, 
were punifhed by their fuperlors for afting were upon record in the archives of the Eaft- 
in oppofition to the laws. Mr. Burke here India Comi>any ; but no trace could be found - 
recited fome inftanecs where fimilar offences of any anlVer made by Mr. Haftings to a 
had been punilhed in Officers of fina^ice by charge fo injurious to his charafter. 

* When Mr. Burke’s argument led him forth agavnft arhltrary power, he called together 
all the forces of 'T ruth and Equity — not only the Genius of England, but of all Afia, cla- 
morous on his fide — The Koran — the Inftltutes of Timur — the Gentoo Code — all, at every 
idea of tyrannical ufurpation, as ftrong and ftedfaft as our Statutes at Large. — In fliort, 
faid he, “ Talk to me any where of l^owcr, and I’ll tell you of Proteftion ! Mention a 
“ Magiftrate, and the idea follows of Property ! Shew me any Government, and you are 

to fee the propofed intereft of thefe govcrntil !— Power conftituted otherwife is a mon- 
fter — that is impoffiblc !— in every fyftem, where there is any notion of the Juftice of 

** God, or the Good of Mankind ! ’ 

• To aft or think otherwife is blafjjhemy to religion, no Icfs than uproar in local order ! 
«« For Every good and perfeft gift is of Godj” — and what good gift of God to Man can 

he more perfedl, than the innate idea of Juftice and Mercy — the Law written in oui-* 
Hearts— the Primum Vivens, the Ultimum Muriens, o ( every being that has the 
B bqall of rw|fon!”\ 

J 


There 



There wa^ alto evidence, He obferved, of a 
■iribe of /{Ojogol. more, received for a judg- 
ment pronounced by Mr. Hallir.gs, In a cauie 
wherein thchalf-brotHer of a (feccatod Rajah, 
and an adopted ton of the fame Rajah, wcie 
concerned 3 they both claimed the inholLanco 
cf the dbccafed, v/hich was of imnicnfe wdue 5 
for he had died po^lflTcd of a tia£f of land 
equal in extent to all tlie northern coiintlci of 
Ingland, Yorktoire indinkd. 

The fyAem of peculation piirtoed by Mr. 
Haftings hsld met with m.*ry dtecks, from the 
integrity of Gen. Chvci ine. Col. Monton, and 
Mr. Francis ; but it had extended to far, that 
It could not be concealed fiom ihofc wlio felt 
for tliehonou’- of tiie Critifli name and for hu- 
manity. Mr. Haftinga laicw this, and hav- 
in::rearon to apprehend tliat thcenquiiy iniH- 
jtured by FarJiament into delinquencies on the 
^oaft of Coromandel, would at laft reach Ben- 
gal, he fuddenly had recourfe to an expedient 
for fcrccnitig himfclf fiom the refentment of 
his conllituents, by making them gainers by 
his peculation. Finding liimfelf on the eve 
rf detedion, he paid into the Company’s trea- 
fvry a vail topi of nxoney which he had rc- 
ceixed contrary to lawj but tlicn he faid he 
»lid not receive it for his own ufe, but for tint 
c£ the Company. However, tliere was in tliis 
inftance a circuinRance that feemed to contra- 
di<5l his aflertion, That he had received tlie 
money for the ufe of the Company it was 
this When he paid the money into the 
treafury at Calcutta, he took bonds for it ; to 
' that, in fail, the Company, to whom this 
money was faid to belong, n^ade debtor 
CO Mr. HaRings for the full amount of it. 
On his being queflioned at home by the 
Court of Diriftors, and alkcd wdiy he had 
taken bonds for money not his own, his an- 
fwer was, “ I’hat he did not know 5 he could 
not tell at that diitance of time (lefs than 
three years) ; it might be to prevent the cu- 
rious at Calcutta from being acquaihted with 
the proceedings of the Rate j that he ought 
not to be preifsd now for an account of mo- 
tives wliich he no longer resnemhered, and of 
which hv could not give any account now, as 
his papers were in Indfd.” 

Peculation flept for feme time, v/h.’IR Mr. 
HaRIngs had a majority of tljc Council againR 
him. But Gen. Clavering and Col. Monfon 
hjaving been removed by death, and Mr, Fran- 
cis, harrjRcd and tiicd of his fituatlon, Inv. 
ing rcfigned, the Council then c^fiRcd of 
only Mr. HafUngs and Mr. Wilder; and the 
former having a caRing voice, had in his own 
perton a majority in the Council ; or, in other 
' the whole CovcriiiTicnt of India v/as 

"'WRed in himfdf alone, — Then it was that he 
rtfolyed to open anew the channels of pccula* 


tion. Six provincial Councils had been cRa- 
hlilhed for the colleclion and management of 
thp public revenue j but thefe Councils he 
aboli/hed, and in their room cRablitocd one 
fingle Council, under whofc management was 
placed tlic adrijinifiration of the wiiole icve- 
nuc of the kingdoms of Bengal, Babar, and 
Orixa. This new Council he compofed en- 
tirely of hh own creatures and favourites ; but 
as it was necedary tlicy fliculd have for their 
Secretary tome native, acquainted with thi; 
laws and cuftoms 01 the country, he appoint- 
ed one who was entirely devoted to him.—— — 
This was the famous, cr ratlicr infamous 
Congo Burwant Sing. Of'lhis man tlici'c 
were not two opinions ; all the friends as well 
as the enemies of Mr. HaRings agreeing, that 
he was the moR atrocious villain that India 
ever produced. The Membcis ©f ilie n-w 
Council toon felt that tlicy were cypher^, and 
mere tools to this dcteRahR Irdlrumcnt or coi - 
ruplion. This they themftives exprelTecl m a 
letter, which Mr. Burke read, in v/hich tlicy 
faid that he dived into the ftcrcts of fami- 
lies, availed himfelf of tlicm, and had it m 
his power to lay the wliole country under 
coni». billion. Such was tiie confidential 
agent of Mr. HaRirf:s. Bcfcie that Gentle- 
man liad appointetl him Secretary to the new 
Council, he knew the public opinion of the 
man; and yet he wrote to tlie Court of Dir 
reftors, that this Congo Sing was generally 
fpoken ill of, but that he knew no harm of liim : 
He knew, Iwwever, that he was a man 
gf«at abilities, and thticfore he employed liim. 

Next in infamy to Congo Kurwant Sing, 
and fecond only to hipi in villainy, was Dc\i 
Sing ; one of the moR toccking monRcrs that 
ever Rained the page of hiRory.— This Vil- 
lain, driven on account of his infamous ad- 
miniRratlon frem one important Ration which 
he held, was able to obtain, tlirough Ids 
partner in iniquity, Congo Burwant Sing, a 
moft lucrative fituation undor the Company : 
he was admitted at a time when he was fi 
bankrui>t, and owed 2 jo,ocol. to farm tin* i«- 
venue of a very large clIltri€V. One part of jiis 
inRru€lions was, tliat he fliould not raife tli2 
rents, or impofc new ta;cc$ upon the inliaW,- 
tants j but Rich inRruflions did not weigh 
much with a man, who knew that if hebrok* 
through them, he was fure of impunity, 
through the powerful influence of Congo 
Burwant Sing. 

He tliereforc rehdvcd by plunder and rar 
pine of every fort, to make the moR of his 
bargain. He imniedinte)y raifed the rents, 
contrary tp Ills iiiRrudlions he threw the^ 
people of quality, as well as others, into pri- 
ton, and there made them give him bonds u> 
what amoi^t lie plcafed, as the purchafe of 

tlW 
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tbelr liberty.— Thcfc bond, he aftervvarda put to fatisfy him ! Thofc who could not ralfe fivt 
in force.— Firft. he put their ck'mcfne lands up money, were moft cruelly tortured: cord* 
to auftion, and they were knoclrcd down aj were drawn tight round their fingers, tiU tiw 
4ne year’s purcliale, though the ufuaJ price of Acfii of the four on each hand w.'is actually in- 
land in that country was ten. The real pur- corp-jrated, and become 4)ne felid mafs : the 
chafer was himfelf. —Next he fold the lands fingers were then feparated again by wedges of 
tliey held by leafe } next the lands given by Imn and wood driven in between them.— • 
the then Owners, or their anceftors, for the Others were tied two and two by the ft^, and 
pious and humane perpofes of providing for thrown acrofs a wooden b v* upon wiiich cliey 
the fick arid infirm; laflly, he fold even the hnng, with their feet upj)ermcfti they were 
very ground defUned for the burial of the then beat on tne foies oi the ftet, till their toe- 
owners ; and this was to them, from the na- nails dropped off. 

ture of their education and religion, the moft They were aftenvards beat about the head 
lieart-rendinp of all thdr lofibs.— 'rhis, how- tiU the blood gulhed cfut at the mouth, nofe, 
ever, was not all. — He made ufeof a fpcclesof and cars ; they were alfo flogged upon the 
fillory, which in India is mo»e dreadful than naked body with bamboo c.mcs, and prickly 
deatli, bec^iufe it drives, people from tlieir f^. bullies, and, above all, with feme poifonc us 
Tliofc wl:o have b<en dilgraced by this pillory, weeds, w’liich were of a moft cauftic nature, 
no matter wl;cilitr witli or without juft caufc, bui nt at every touch. - The ci uelty of 

ar’f, as it were, c>. communicated ; tliey are monflcr who h.ul ordered all this, had 

dilo\vn;.d bv their own tribe, my, by their contrived how to tear the mind as well as 
o^vn neareft relat-ons, and are driven into the 5 he frequently had a faflier and fon 

focicty cf the outcafts of all focicty. This tied naked to one another by the feet and 
pillory Is a 6ui:ock, witha drum on each fide, and tlien flogged till the Ikin was to.ft 

and the perfon who is once feated on it, is the flcfli ; :ir»d he had tliedeviUfti fatifi- 

evsr after difgraced and degraded, he and all faftionto know that every Mow muft hurt^ 
his pofleritv. Devi Sing had this tremendous for if one cfc.qjed the f.m, his fenfihliity wa* 
bullock walking througli the villages ; at his wounded by the knowlcdgejie Iiad that the 
anproaththe iiiliabitants all fled : and fo ge- W'>w had lalien ujjon his father : the fame 
ncral was their dclVition cf their liabltations, torture was felt by the fatlicr, when he knew 
that an Englifhman tr.:vcllc:d r c miles without ^^eiy blow th it milled lilm lud fallcti 

feeing a fire, or a li'tlit in any houfe. upon his fen. 

The poor Ryots, or hufbandmen, were The treai men t of the females could not b« 
treated in a manner that would never gain be- deferibed : <!raggcd torth from the imnoft 
lief, if it was not attefted by the records of the rcccfles of th Jr houfw, which the religion of 
Company; and Mr. Burke thouglit it necef- country had made fo many fanctumes, 
fary to apologize to their Lordfiiips for the hor- they vrerc expofed naked to public view* 

rid relation, with which he would be obliged the virgins were carried to the Court of Juf- 

to harrow up their feelings ; the worth.y Com- wlieic they might mturaUy have looked 

mifiioner Patterfon, wlio had authenticated for protc<f>!rn ; bat row they looked for it 
the particulars of this relation, hnd wlflicd in vain ; for in the face of the Mlniftcis cf 
that for the credit of human nature, he might in the fr.ee of the fped^aters, in tlio 

have drawn a veil over them ; but as he had of tlic fun, thoAe tender and modeft vlr- 

becn fent to cnouirc into them, he muft, in were brutally vioLited. Tte only diffo- 

difeharge of his duty, ftate thofe particulars, between their treatment and that of 

however ftiocking they v/cre to his feelings. nKt^>ers was, th-t the former were dif- 

The cattle and corn of the hulbandmen wei*e honoured *n tlie faceef day, the latter in th^ 

fold forlefs than .a quarter of their value, and glccmy rcccires of their dungeons. Othes 

tlieir huts redne-d to aflies 1 the unfortunate ftmJcs had the nipples of thjr breafts put 

owners were obliged to borrow from ufurers, in a cleft bamboo, and torn olT*. What mo- 

that they might dlfchargc theii bonds, which defty in all nations moft carefully conceals, 

had unjuftly and illegally been extorted from this monfter revealed to view, and confumed 

them while they were in confinement ; and by flow fires ; nay fome of the monftrous 

fuch was the determination df tlie infernal* tools of this monfler Devi Sing had, Irorrid 

fiend, Devi Sing, to have thofe bonds dif- to tell 1 carried ilieir unnatural brutality fa 

charged, that the wretched hufbandmen were far as to d|;ink in the fource of generation 

obliged to borrow money, not at 20, or 30, and life *. 

or 40, or 50, butat six HUNDRRDper cent. Here Mr. Burke dropped ht^ head upoi* 

** In this part of his fpeech Mr. Burke's defcriptlons were more vivid— more harrowing^, 
«nd moFe horrific— than human utterance on either or fancy, perhaps, ever formed be- 
fore* 
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Ms hands a few minutes ; but having reco- 
vered himfelf, faid, that the fathers and liuf- 
bands of the haplefs females were the moil 
harmiefs and indnftrious fet of men. Content 
with fcarcely fufiici^nt for the fupport of na- 
ture, they gave almoft the whole produce of 
their labour to the Eaft-India Company : 
thofe hands which had been broken by pei- 
fons under the Company’s authority, pro- 
duced to all England the comforts of their 
morning and evening tea ; for it was with the 
rent produced by their indu/lry, that the in- 
veftments were made for the tiade to China, 
where the tea which we ufe was bought. 

He then called upon their LordOiips to 
prevent the efFedls of the Divine indignation 
upon the BritiOi empire, by bringing to 
Jufiice the man who could employ fo infernal 
an agent. Thofe wretched hutbandmen 
would, with thofe (battered hands lifted up 
to Heaven, call down its vengeance upon 
their undeers : he conjured their Lordfhips 
to avert that vengeance, by punithing them 
who had fo grofbly abufed the power given 
them by this country. 


8 ] 

Mr. Burke was here taken ill j but he foon 
recovered, and was proceeding, when h« 
^vas feized with a cramp in his ftomach, and 
was di fabled fiom going on. He was foon 
rclcvcd from his pain, but was too exhauAcci 
to be able to proceed. 

Lord Derby, on a nod from the Chancellor 
and the Prince of Wales, went to Mr, 
Burke j who, yielding to his Lordlhip and 
other fiiends, agreed to defer the reA of 
his fpeech till next day. 


Sixth Day, 

Tuesday, February 19. 

After the ufual ceremeffties, Mr. Burke 
rofe and proceeded upon the remaining part of 
the charges. At the conclufion, he made a 
moA fclemn appeal to tlie honour, the dignity, 
tlic ju Alee, and the humanity of the Court, to 
enter impartially into the great caufe which 
was before them, and to determine accord- 
ingly *. 

Mr. Fox rofe, and Aated to their Loidfliips, 
that he was diicclcd by tlie Committee to 
fubmit to their Lcrdlhips, that it was tlicir 


fore. The agitation of moA people was very apparent — and Mrs. Sheridan was fo over- 
powered, that (lie fainted. 

On thefubje^ of the MiniAcrs of thefe infernal enormities, he broke out with the fincA 
animation ! 

“ My Lords,'* exclaimed Mr. Burke, “ let me for a moment quit my delegated charac- 
** ter, and fpcak entirely from my pcrfonal feelir.f.s and ccnvldiion, I am known to have had 
much experience of men and manners— in aftlvc life, and amidA occupations the moA va- 
rious ! — From that experience, I now protcA — I never knew a man who was hady fit for 
fervice that was / There is always feme difqualifying ingredient mixing and fpoiling the 
** compound ! The man feems paralytic cn that iide ’ His mufclcs there have loA their very 
“ tone, and charad^cr ! — 7 hey cannot move ! In Aiort, the accemplilhment of any thing good, 
** Is a phyfical impoffibility for fiich a man. There is decrepitude as well as diAortion — he 
COULD NOT if he would, is not ipoie certain, than he would not, if he could I" 
Shocking as are the fadls which Mr. Burke rehied, and which he fays he finds recorded in 
the account taken by Mr. Patterfon, who was appointed Commiffioner to enquire into the 
circumAanccs of this dreadful bufinefs, and of a rebellion which took place in confequence, 
Mr. Burke fays, of the abovementioned cruelties ; cur readers mu A fee that Mr. HaAIngs 
cannot be refponfible for them, unlcfs it (hall be proved that he was privy to, and counte- 

r nced the barbarities, 

* “ I charge (cried he) Warren Haftings, in the name of the Commons of England, 
here aAemblcd, with High Crimes and iVIlfdenie.'incrs * — I charge him with Fraud, Abufe, 
** Treachery, and Robbery ! — I charge him with Cruelties unheard-of, and DevaAations 
“ almoA without a name > —I charge him w*ith having fcarcely left in India — what will 
** prove Satibfadlion for his guilt T* / 

And now, (added he, in language which family hcaiing, wc almoA tremble to convey) 
** and now, (added he) I addrefs myfdf to this AlTcinbly, with the moA perfeft reliance on 
** the JuAice of this High Court. AmongA you, I fee a venerable and Religious Band, 
** whofe province and whofe duty it is— to venerate that Government which is eAabli/hed 
in piety and mercy. To them, what muA have been the principles of Mr. HaAings ? 
AmongA you, I fee the Jiffigcs of England, the Deliverers of Law founded on equal 
* JuAice. To them, what inuA have been the' Ufurpations, the Tyranny, the Extortions of 
^ Warren HaAings ? 

“ AmongA you, I defery an UluArious and virtuous train of Nobles— whofe ForefatliBrs 
" have fou^t and died for the ConAitution ! men who do even lefs honour to their Children| 

than 



( 9 ) 


htentlon to proceed article by article, to ad- 
duce evidence to fubftantiate each charge, then 
to hear the prifoner’s evidence and defe&e, 
and al'terwards to be at liberty to reply* 

The Lord Chancellor called upon Mr. Law, 
fenior Counfel for Mr. Haftings, to know 
whether this mode would be agreeable. Mr. 
Law anfwered— No 5 upon which his Lord- 
Ihip oblerved to the Committee, that as it was 
his wifh that fubftantial juAice might take 
place, he fliould be glad to know the reafons 
which induced tlie Right Hon. Manager, and 
the Committee, to call upon the Court to 
adopt that mode. 

Mr. Fox rofe, and Rated to their Lord- 
Ihips, that the mode propofed in fuch ft com- 
plicated cafe was adopted to avoid obfeurity 

to place the various queftions in fuch a 
clear point of view, that their Lord (hips might 
with the greater eafe determine faiatim 
upon the refpeftlve merits of each aiticle of 
impeachment. 

Mr. Anflruther fpoke to the fame efre£^. 

Earl Stanhope defired to know whether the 
fame cliarges were meant to be brought for- 
ward in various fhapes, and whctlier the fame 
evidence was intended to be adduced in fup- 
port of them ? 

Mr. Fox replied, that he had feen too much 
•f this profecution, not to know, that all the 
charges were made upon different grounds 
diRin^l in their nature and quaiittes, and re- 
quiring a different fyflem of evidence to fup- 
port them ; although it might fo happen in 
the progrefs of the bulinefs that the fame 
evidences might be neceflary to fubftantiate 
f Iieir charges. On his part, and on the part 
of the Committee and the Houfc, he had no 
hefitation to declare that they meant to avail 
themfclvcs of no fubterfuge j they meant to 
bring the charges plainly, clearly, and com- 
pleatly home to the prifoncr. There weie 
feveral precedents of the kind, particularly the 
impeachment of tlie Earl of Macclesheid and 
the Earl of Stafford. 

Earl Stanhope being fatisfied with this ex- 
planation— 'the Lord Chancellor dialled upon 
Mr. Law for the reafons on which he fup- 
ported his objcAion. 

Mr. Law enteied into a moft elaborate ar- 
^ment to prove that it Would be incbnfiftcnt 


with the rules of juftice to fuft^r the profecu- 
tion to proceed in the mode propofed by Mr. 
Fox. Fie cited the cafe of Arciibifliop Laud, 
and was very urgent ip prove that ailthccalbs 
in which impeaclunents had been determined 
article by article were by confent of the party 
under profecution. In the warmth of his aeal 
for Mr. Haftings, he ^Iropped a few words 
which refte^icd upon Mr. Burke, for tlie 
harlh and cruel manner inwliich he had open- 
ed the profecution. It was fimilar, he faidt 
to the proceedings againft 'Sir Walter Raleigh* 
He was going on, when 

Mr. Fox rofe and faid, lie was command- 
ed by the Committee, not to fuffer fuch 
grofs and indecent liberties to be taken^ln a 
cafe where the Commons of England were the 
profecutors. 

Mr. Law faid a few words, and fat down. 

Mr. Flomci followed him; and Mr. Dallas, 
in a very long and excellent fpeech, cnf(t 0 a- 
voured to draw the analogy between tlie prab«, 
tice of the common law in the Courts be- 
low, and that mode which ought to prevail 
in the pr-efent inftance. He combated the 
precedents whicji were drawn frem die trials 
of the Earl of Macclesfield and Loid Staf- 
ford, and aflerted, that to try each charge^ 
and determine upon it, would, as a neceftaiy 
confequence, lead to delay, conftifioii, and 
perplexity* 

Mr. Fox replied to the three Counfel in a 
fpeech that took him an hour and a half, in 
the courfe of which he attempted to confute 
every arguntent which they had urged, and' 
to fhew”, that neither the profecutors could 
eibtoin juftice, the prlfoner have a fair hearing, 
or the Court difeharge the duty which they 
owed to their country and to mankind, untefs 
the charges were fjparated, and the detwr- 
minritlon of the Houfb obtained upon each 
them. 

Mr. Fox having finiflied, the Lords imme- 
diately withdrew to their lloufc, and adjbutn- 
ed tiic Court to Friday. 


Skvinth Day* 

Friday, February zz» 

The Court was this day crouded to a 
degree beyond any thing we had hi- 


<< than tliofe Children do to them— who are here aftembled to guard that Cenftitution which 
th^ have received. From them, what rntift the Violator of all Forms and Conltitutions 
K defervei ^ 

“ With one voice they will encourage this Impeachment, wliich 1 here foiemnly maintain. 
** I Impeach, therefore, Warren Haftings, in the name of our Holy Religion, which he has 
^ difgraced.— .1 Impeach hhn In the name of the Englifh Coiiftitution, which hehas vioiacedt 
^ and broken.— 1 Impeach him in the name Indian Millions, whom he has fhorificed ib 
^ Injuftice.-^! Impeach him in the name, and by thebeft rights of Human Nature, which he 
^ has ftabbed to the heart, And I coi^urethls Highand$acredCeurttokt|iQtth$lepleadi^ 
If. hehcardhivdijar* r 1 

O diertf 


O 
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jtitet'to The expefled dcclfion of 

Che Houfe of Lords * refpeding the toim of 
proceeding, and the tjpening of the firft 
charge by Mi, Kfx,^weic the apparent 
cavfes of the ^leaeral anxiety. 

The ufual (blemnitles being over, the Lord 
Chancellor addrelTed the Committee.—— 
•• Gentlemen of th| Houfe of Commons, 
the Houfe of Lords have oidcred mo to ac- 
quaint you, that they have made the follow- 


ing Older i— To hear the wMOt ft EvldcnciJ 
“ in fupport of all the Charges of Im- 
** 1 )eachment, and thun to let tlie Dcfen- 
dant enter on his Defence.” Upon winch 
Mr. tox rofe and faid, “ My Lords, the 
Committee beg leave to retire for a lew ' 
minutes, to confult in what maimtr they 
fliall proceed.” 

The Chancellor nodded hi'i afllnt j and 
the Committee vvitliditw. They wue out 


* The Lord Chancellor had opened tliis bufinefs on the preceding day In the Houfe of Lordt, 
and in a fpttchoi tonildtiahlc length given his opinion: he was followed by the Lorda 
Stanhope, Coventry, Abingdon, Loughborough, Richmond, Stormont, Derby, Grantlcy, 
Carlide, and Puke of Noi lolk. v 

The Lord Stanhope concluded his fpeech with moving, 

7 hat the Malla^cr^ for the Commons of Great Britain be direfled neither to proceed 
«* upon the whole ot tlie Chaiges, nor upon their Accufations, Article by Article, but to 
•* proceed upon the ci iminating Allegations one by one.” — Withdrawn. 

(^el^ion was aftci-waids put, to agree with the Propolition as Hated by the Manager^ 
Ibr the Commons. 

Contents 33 Non-Contents 88 

Queftion— “ That the Managers for the Commons be directed to proceed upon the whole 
^ ot the Charges, before the Prifoner be calLd upon lor his Defence.” 

Carried in the affirm^ live without a diviiicn. 

Againft this dctei nunation, however, the following Proteft was enteied on the 
Lords* Journals 

DISSENTIENT, 

2 ft. Bccaufe we hold if to be primarily eftlntlM to the due adminiftration of juftice, that 
**>cy 'who arc to judge have a full, clear, and dillmft knowledge of every part of the queftion 
ou v/hicli they are ultimately to decide : and in a caufe ol futh magnitude, extent, and 
V4^*ctv, as the prefent, whcic Iffiie is joined on arts done at limes and places fo diftant, 
1TV3 vv.th relation to p'*ifo'is fo diffcient, as well as on ciimes lo difcn'm.nattd fiom each 
other by their natuic and .tendency, we conceive that fiich knowledge cannot bur with 
oxs’cme dhhcuUy be obtained without a feparate coufnJcratlon of tlie feveral aiiicles 
abitcfl. 

2c’. Bccaufc wc cannot wi^h equal facility, accuracy, and confidence, apply and compare 
the c 'Ivkncc adduced, ard more ef^icci dly the argumcnt€ urged by the pioftcutors on one 
suio. .md the defendant on the ochvi, if the whole chaigc be made one caufe, ao if the 
K. al articles be hcaid in the nature ol fepaiate caufes. 

BiCaUfe, admitting it to be a clear and acknowledged principle of jufticc, tint the 
f'c*'vndirt igainft a c.^nural accufation fiiould be at libcity to mike his defence in fuch form 
a^<) m.innor .is he ftiall deem moft to hia advantage ; we are of opinion, that fuch principle 
Is oiw/ true fo far foith as the ufc and opuation thereof (hall not be extended to defeat the 
of jt'ftico, or tocrcr-te difficulties and dehys equivalent to a direft defeat thereof; and, 
hecaufe we a^'e of opinion, that the propofition made by the Managers of the Houfe of 
C'.jmmons, it ft hid been agiced to, would not have dei^rived the defendant in this piofccu- 
t vn, cf the fair «n<l ailowabla Lji cfit ol fuch principle taken in its true fenfe ; inafmuch as 
I- tended onl> to ob’igo him to apply his defence fpccially and diftinflly to each of the diftindt 
ard fepiratc articles of the Impeachment, in the only mexie in which the refpetflivd mciifs 
oi the wlu-igc and of the d-.*lcncc can bo occur at Jy compared and determined, or even retainerl 
ia t>ie memory, and net to limit or reftiain him in the form and manner of conftmdling, 
rkp'j'ning, 01 eftallifiiing his defenco. • 

IH caufe, ir the cafe of the Earl of Mlddk'frx, and that of die Earl of Strafford, and 
l»thci cafes of much lefs niagnitif^e, extent, and variety, thin the prefent, this Houfe has 
<1 reeled the prococcUiigs to be according to the mode now propofed by tiio Managers on the 
peircof the CommoLS. 

^th. Becauf., e\'cn if no precedent had exifted, yet, from the new and diftipguiftiing 
ti^<.ui»flanced of th? pufc.it cafe, it would have been the duty of this Houfe to adopt fhe 
mo<{e of piocceding, wliich, founded on ilmpUcity, can enfurc pcrfpicuity, and obviate 
evDktifiwiL 
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tcfttn’inutcs 5 after whicfi they return- ferted, that It was coeval with our Conilitu* 
ed, and took their places in Court. lion, and that it was, if rightly conlider^, 

Mr. Fox then informed their Lordfhf)>s, of ftill greater importance than the common 
that the Managers appointed by the Houfe law of Engkmd, or even the written or fta- 
©f Commons to conduA the profecution, tutory laws of the Realm, He explained 
cliearfuUy fubmitted to the decilion of their this by Hating, that the Ltx et Confuitud9 
Lord/hips, confident as they were, from a Pariiamenti was fuperior to every other fpe- 
convidion of the goodr.efs of their caufe, cies of law, fince it was paramount to all-— 
that let the proceeding take almoH any it judged the Judges, and put thofe upon 
coiirfe, moft convenient and moft advan> their trial who could not be otherwife tried 
tageous to the prifoner, it was next to im- at all. Having very elaborately defined what 
poflible that they Ihould not fucceed, and the Law of Parliament was, and by a va- 
fail in their Impeachment. He faid, he felt ricty of arguments manifefted its ferious .im- 
a peculiar pride in Handing before that an- portance and great utility, lie faid, notvirith- 
e'ent tribunal in the charadler in which he Handing thefe fa^Is were matters of floto- 
tlita had the honour to appear, viz. that of ricty, and notwItliHanding that recourfe had 
one of tlie Managers of a profecution voted been had to the Law of Parliamenjt on a 
by the Reprefentatives of the People, in the number of crliical and preifin^ occafions, 
name of all the Commons of Great Britain, there were fome perfons v/bo had lately, 
Wlicn he faid, he felt a pride on the occa- thougiit proi>er to affedl; an ignorance of the 
fion, no man would fuppofe he meant any e::ii\cncQ 01 the Lex et Conj'ueiua^ 

.perfcnal vanity, but that proper pride wliich and to treat it with no fmall degree of kvtfy' 
every Britifn fubjeCl, of every degree, muH and u)ntt*mpt. Having taken occafion to 
naturally feel, in having fo Hriking an cx- affign this rcafon for his illuftration of a 
ample, that what was called the Lex et fubjeft which, he faid, could not otherwife 
Couftteiud} Puriianxntiy the imiwark of the have required a fyllablc from him to explain 
liberties, rights, and privileges, and of every to their Lordlhips, who muH necelTarily he 
tiling tli.it was dear to Englifhnicn, bad as fully fenfible of the meaning and impdr- 
jvovided fuch a means of bringing criminals tanceof the Law of Parliament as himfelf, 
of the Iiigheft order to public trial, and, if lie reminded the Court, that the pnfjfcnt tm- 
fciund guilty, to condign punilhment. He peachment was brouglit forward under cir* 
jcntercd into a difeuffion of the nature and cumftances that diHinguiHied it from every 
meaning of the et Confuctudo Pariiamenti other Impeachment, and gave it a degree of 
(tlie law and ufage of Parlian'.ent], and af- luHic and dignity tliat had not belonged td 

6th. Becaufe we conceive, that the accepting the propoC-l made by the Managers woulj ’ 
have been no Icfs confonant to good policy than to fubilnntial jiiHice, fmcc by policing 
the acknowledged right of preferring their articles as fp many fiicccffivc Impeachments, the 
Commons have an undoubted power of comjielling thjs Houfe in future Virtually to adopt 
that mode which they now recommend j and if they ihould ever be driven to Hand on this 
extreme riglit, jealoufies ip'jH unavoidably enfue between the two Houfes, whofe harmony 
Js the vital principle of nationrd profj.ierity 5 public jyOicc muH be delayed, if not defeated i 
the innocent might be liairalTed, and the guilty might efi ipe. 

7th. Becaufe many of the rcafons upon which a diircrcnt mode of condu^ling tliclr 
profecution has b^n impofed upon the Commons, ns allcclgcd in the debate u\yon this fubje^ 
appear to us of a Hill more dangerous and ajarining tendency than the meafure itielf, Ibr- 
afmuch as we ca^inot hear but with tlie urm<*H aHoniflimcnt and apprehenfion, that this 
Supreme Court of Judicature is to be concluded by the inHituted rples of the praQiee of 
inferior Courts ; and that the Law of Parliament, which we have cvei' confidercd as reCQg* 
nized and reverenced by all who refpe^led and underHc^ the laws and the conftltntionr of 
this country, has neither form, authority, nor even exiHencej a doftrine which we conceive 
to ftrike dirciHly at the root of all parliamentary proceeding by ifntx:achment, and to be, 
equally deHru^ive of the cftabliflied rights of tlie Commons, and of the criminal jurifdic- 
tion of the Pliers, and confequently to tend to the degradation of both Houfes of Pariiament^ 
to diminilh the vigour of public jul^ice^ and to fubvert the fundamental principles of the 
^onHitucion. • ' 

PoR'TLAND, D^VOKSIIIJIE, BePFORD, CARDIFF, DeRBV, 
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any fbi^jner profecutlon of a fimilar fort.*— 
Their tordihips would recollcf^, that moft 
if not aU of the ancient Impeachments had 
agitated on a fudjlcn, in a moment of 
paity rage and fury, and had been uniformly 
brought forward by the triumphant fide of 
theHoufeof Commons, viz. by thofe wlio 
took the lead therj, ajJ wcie at the head of 
the majority; In the prefent indance, far 
. diderent h.id been the origin, far different 
the completion and progrefs of the profe- 
cution. After many years of laborious in- 
vefUgation and enquiry, upon full and ma- 
ture^convidion, in a deliberate manner, and 
free from heat or indignation, or any impulfe 
of the moment. Charges of High Crimes 
and Mifdemcanoi s had been exhibited againlf 
Warren Hadipc:s, Ffq. in the Houfe of 
Commons, by thofe ■who were well known 
to forma paity ; w^eak, indeed, in pn!nt of 
weight or authority compared to th.'t party 
which was the triumphant one, and which 
did poflLfs every poffible degree of weiglit 
' and authority in that Houfe. Long ufed to 
difputcs and contods, the two parties had 
carried on a political warfare in Parliament 
with great acrimony for feme time j but fuch 
was the convi^ion produced by an invediga- 
tion of the change and a fair difcuflion of 
their consents, that to the immortal honour 
of theHoufeof Co.nmons, and to the glory 
of the country, both parties met upon the 
fubjcftj'and, forgetting all former animofi- 
ties, confented to unite in putting a perfon, 
. who appeared to them to liaws committed 
various high crimes and mifdemcanors, upon 
Ills trial before t licit Lordihlps j thereby ma- 


hifeding to India, and to all the world, tfiat 
Britifh judice never forgot nor difregarded 
th# grievances of any defeription of perfons, 
however didant their dtuacion, who were in 
any^dcgioe entitled to its protedHon. Mr, 
Fox dilated on this idea at fome length and 
fliewcd the difmteredednefs of the Houfe of 
Commons colledlively, and its Managers in 
particular, in bringing forward the ptefent 
Impeachment, fince It was not poflible for 
them to derive any benefit or advantage froiT\ 
thofe whofe wrongs they widied to redrefs, 
and the author of whofe injuries, if he (hould 
be fo found, they hoped to bring to a jud 
and merited puniihmcnt^ \ 

Having very fully diSCuffed thefe particu- 
lars, Mr. Fox proceeded to open tiie charge 
that he had been orderc\I to bring forward 
and explain to their Lor^lhips, viz. the 
Benares charge. 

He began by narrating briefly and perfpi- 
cuoiifly the hidory of the diltriA of Benares. 
It was gr:*nted, he obfeived, by the Vizir 
Sujah Dowhh, in the year 1764, to Bullwant 
Sing, to be by him fully retained, and fubjeA 
only to a tribute of ttuenty-two lacks yearly. 
On tlie deceafe of Bullwant Sing, in the 
year 1770, the grant was renewed to his fon 
Cheyt Sing, the prefent Rajah, on the fame 
terms s— it was again confirmed to him, 
though for what reafon is not known, in 
the year 1773; and to this lad grant Mr. 
Hadings was a witnefs and guarantee on the 
part of the Ead-India Company. In the 
ye«r 177';, Afoph iil Dowlah, the fon and 
fiicceflbr of Sujah Powlah, thought proper 
to make a demand on the Rajah of an ad- 


* Giving way to the overbearing power of exultation, at once invo^,imtary and leafcnable, 
from the avowed priciv' of his» prefent place and purpofes, Mr. Fox exclaimed, with becoming 
niagr.a.iimity — 

“ It is a prid», l ewever, that is not perfonal ! It is, tiiank Cod, mod noMy the reverfe 
1*^, of all that is ford *!, diminutive, equivocal, and bafe! It reaches, and it decorates, ail 
»**\my friends — all \vit!i wliom I ail — the age, and nation i— Other Impeachments, have 
; V originated with the parly then triumphant in the Houfe of Commons *. it is the obvious 
j boadof the prefent bufinefs, to have begun with thofe too truly not there predominant ; 
I ^ and I know not, on w.ilch fide admiration may mpd fondly lean— ^whether, over tliofe 


I ♦* whofe inventive ard sar op.nxl the career — or thofe wliofo ingenuous candour fo well and 
I fairly aided It to this edifying conclusion ! 


For funly it is grand ‘'’•t'.d edifying indeed, to difplay the colledive vigour of National 
Humanity, paramount overall! — to vaunt th^ dignifying, becaufe ufcful, indance, of 
two Political Parties uniting, uncxpc€ledl^ ,^41 the point of reciprocal diflnteredednefs !— • 
finely foregoing evtry fairpurpofc of allowable fclf-gratification !— dieathing thofe arms they 
** both bad wicldetl fo ably, to mutual annoyance ; and attjfcking, With a ditferent array 
<< what they decmctl, whether right or wrong was to be proved, the Common Enemy to 
'^Truth and Fecilug ! t 

' ** At fuch an cfTort, in the admiring view of furrounding NatioQS, it were impiouS, if 
«* poflible,'to be calm I— Indifference were Infenfihility — that prophaned each facred anflu- 
cnce in Mtaven and Earth !— There was no colle^live virtue fuperior— in the bidory of 
** England— in the Hidory of Man ! It fprang from motives, of all others the mod H^h 
H #ndpvre-^he pood of others andit flowed to conseqjuences, of all other?} the 
J mod gracit^g and enduring— the well-founded ArritoBATioN of ourselvxs I” 

" ^ vancp 
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Vince Sn the tribute of <ive lacks, This ex- 
tortion was fii'mly refilled by Mr, BriHow, 
then Relident at the Court of the Vizir, by 
ddire of Mr, Hallings, as guarantee of the 
late treaty. The Rajah had at th^ time 
i)een received . as tlie friencT, and folicited as 
the ally, of the Eail-India Company ; and 
on this interference, the Vizir Afoph ul Dow- 
lah thought It advlfahle to recede from his 
claim. In the fame year, 177^, the fovc- 
reignty which the Vizir polTelfod over tlio 
Rajah and his territory, together with the an- 
nual tribute, was transferred to th ; Compa- 
ny. It would be abfurd to fay, that when- 
the foverelgnty was thus transferred, its 
rights were more enlarged than when they 
appertained to the original poifcirur. It 
would be Hrange lan';»-M:<e t<» hold forth to 
the Rajah — “ you were tributary to 

the Vizir, the ;• I'paMy was your iV*cnd 
and guarantee, anl your r‘ gilts wets, tiure- 
forc fccure;— tut in changing your mailers, 
you have loll \our cl fence j— by becoming 
tributary to the Compa-.'y, you are left with- 
out a Prote.^lur —and your rights and your 
* independence have no linger an cxillence,** 
7 'hc al'furciit^ and impropriety of this lan- 
guage was 1 lanilell ; yet fuch was the fyf- 
tem exemplilj'^d in th.e conduft of Mr. 
Hallings, 

With refpe£l to the quellion on which fo 
much had bf"n fjld — ^Uicther the Rajah 
was an indv.p'^nd nt inincc, ora mere Ze- 
mindar or d'ipcndant land-holder — Mr. Fox 
faid, he Ihould no: trouble tilth' Lordrtiip^ 
with a fyliable oi argument, 'i'he former 
had been all'^rtal on the one fide, and as 
• Arongly denied i-n the other. In his opinion, 
the coiiclu^l of Mr. Haftings was equally 
unjuA in both cafes : but the truth would 
(hortly appear fi om the evidence at tlieir bar. 
Mr. ilaftitigs himfelf had contributed in 
fomc degree to eftabliih the former idea, by 
moving in Council, which had been carried 
unanimoudy, that the Rajah ihould be in- 
vclted with a right of Coinage, and with the 
execution of criminal juftice within liis ter- 
ritory ; — ^two fymbols undoubtedly of fove- 
reign authority. The Rajah, it was iinder- 
ftood alfo, by treaty, was to hold his rights 
and poffeflions— “ whilft he paid his tribute 
regularly— and paid a dut obedience to ti. 
ybvtfrtflgwfy.”-- This latter part of the fen- 
tence would require fome explanation, as It 
had been made, however untenable, a 
ground of defence by the Governor-General. 
If the' Rajah aflillcd iri the quarrels of the 
Company— if he did not moleA their friends, 
^nd fufpended all intercourfe with their enc^ 
miesr-this would probably be deemed a due 
obedience $ but it unfortunately did not ap- 


required by Mr. HaAIngs. Neither did the 
European ideas of fovereignty accord with 
the definition ccnulned in his Indian Dic- 
tionary.— By fet/ereigntyy fays Mr. IlaAinge 
in his defence deliverer to the ^ommons— I 
mean arbitrary power ! And IcA his meanr 
ing fnould be mifunderAood — ^leA he Aiould 
be thought to have fpoken of abfolute power, 
he adds, “ Wliat I mea^ by arbitrary power 
is that Ante where the will of the lovereign 
is every things and the rights of the fubjedl— • 
nothing /■’ ‘‘ I do not in general (faid Mr. 

FoaO approve of eltlier the logic or dehnir 
tions of 4'lr. HaAIngs; bu^ he certainly has 
the credit of being the fir A perfon wlio has 
givena full and fair definition of ARsiTKjtR r 

POWER. 

But how then was (he compadl between 
the Rajah and the Company to be under- 
Aood ? I'lr. HaAIngs, it appeared^ was to 
fay to the Rajah, m virtue of his arbitf^ 
power, ‘‘ Pay me the tribute— obferve yoSjp 
obedience — give me whatevec Aim 1 Aiall 
a(k — I then alfurc you that I will not afk 
for MORE !'*— But wher^ in this cafe, was* 
the compenfation, the pro quo, which 
fiiould appeal in every compa£l ? The Ra- 
jah was to pay hij tiibute, he was to obey 
every injundllon ; and in return, if he dared 
to murmu-, he v/s^s told by Mr. HaAIngs— 

“ My will, as a fovercign, is every 
TH iNo; and your nghti, as a fubjefl, are 
NOTHING !’*— This arbitrary i>ower, how- 
ever, diet not appear to be in con tempi -itiqin, 
when in granting the Rajah the privileges of , 
coinage, and of executing criminal juAIcc in 
his diftiifl, Mr. HaAings thought it nccelfaiy 
to relerve by an exprofs claufe the right of 
fining the Rajah if the coin was found to 
be bemsath a certain Aandard ! — Where ar- 
bitrary power was veAsd, fuch a refervatidn 
was fuperfiuous : if the will of the fovereigjt 
was every thing, why was the liberty of fining 
his vaffiil guarded by fuch .1 claufe ? Th# 
exception u.ndoubtcdly tended to prove, tliat 
in general the right did not cxiA. Mr. 
HaAings, how-ver, had alTumcd a contraiy 
inference in his defence*, he alledged, that 
the exception being made in that inAance, 
proved that the right cxiAcd in every other $ 
and inverting the axiom Exceptio probat 
gutam^ he contended, tli.it becaufe an cx^ 
ception was made in a particular InAance, 
the fame exception Aiould be underAood in 
all cafes whatfoever. 

There ivas one circumAancei Mr. Fox 
faid, ift this part of ^he conduct of Mr. 

. HaAings, which, if their LordAiips knew 
his cliarafler fufficiently, would Arlke th^ 
with the utmoA aAoniAiment. The lato 
Treaty afeertaining the rights of the Rajah 


proach to tliat pafiive fubmiflioa wh^h waa of Benares had been made in the year 177 
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■mi It was absolutely tlircc year? before it 
was broken by Mr. • ! ! — If fuch 

JM^ther iijftance could be addr.ccd from tlie 
.'Whole hiftory of the tr.'.nlaOtions of the 
Covt-mor-CScneral in Indi i, Mr. Tox f.id, 
lie would even confent to let liim nc’.vtfcipe 
liOiTi puni!;'.jn<-nt. In July be at 

m:id«. a ocm ■’.nd pn the Raj ih of an addi- 
tvonr.l fum of hvel'c'ifa Ot nipcca, or tiOjCcoh 
The j>r«.iCXL for th!i wa.> tlis report rcctiv«d 
©i thri wav With France bali^ abjut to 
ccMimcPce. Dot cv.'n fu(jpcr: :jt rlil . proba- 
ble nc.'cc wty to cxul, it ccu.'d noi aifoi'd a 
jMftificafjOi* of ACr. a-’i tV. Trea- 

furj”, r.y his own accoirnc, lud at that tana 
an cveipius of two croita of rupees, or up- 
wards of iwo niiliions ft-:,. ling. Nor c('uld 
tliw* C'.mpar^tive'.y tridlng fuin demanr’.jcl irc-rn 
the Rajah be meant as the comnricnccmt.nt 
»>f a gciT.ral tax on ail the dvrpt ndencio;. of 
Co iipiiiyj aa by the confslTion of Mr. 
Hallir.gj, tlnre Vi^as no other Pnncu who 
Hood in a ranilar fituatlcn, ori.m whom fuj!i 
aci^niand coujd be made. It lud the app.. tr- 
ance of haifniiCis, Mr. Fox obf;r^et^. to 
aftign motives for criminal aftiortj, wlii'.li 
were frentraily prtfumed j yet he itoed cai- 
boldtr.cd by a cotapllcaflon of pioofs to 
aver, that this cxrottion had its real fource 
ill pcrfjnal rtlentrricnt to tin* for 

hfivirg Rat i'.is r.'iksel to congratulate Sir 
ohn Cl .v'.rin-.;, w!icn It was rumoured *.!iat 
e wj.s ihicitly to be raifed to the lark uf 
Clovcrnor-Clenct-d. This clicumlfanc.; would 
.apj^ar nr/u-al an* I inofirrfue to any peru a 
,\v'50 eo lb '!cred tiiu huii.lli-uion to whirh the 
Prinus of Iridia ar; reduced j bat in the 
mind Oi T'dr. H.ifbngs was lodiricnt ti> c <- 
jcitc a r'tiic ajr, ’.vdilch. mid ro*, tcrinin-.t^ 
bet In th • luisi of *15 o!7j(d^. 

If tli„a l.Ci’dfbip:, Mr. Fex 
(lid i-.T-rfly a '^.a^sai and populir ko:»-vl \i ^e 
pi this fa' j u, on Iicirla:; thr.t thy, antorm- 
pata l.';d di-t'h. d of Ji .aitltoiily, 

and <-'C.'i?;d bi^ dofamionj, they would 

jin:i:.u::u'..ly fajipofe, that Chevt Sin ; h.icl 
jcfuRd lo jMV the laic, .nad h.id l-;»ca t^*as 
punitbr-t fo.- In', contu<.i icy. ihit v; » : In 
that cix would have been thtiraftoni •ament 
to learn, thit he Ind not orl> pud it to ihc 
|dfl ihdilajt. but lu-1 vdvr.fCvd the fanae fu.ii 
,|)n n h'T'ii:r rtqij'fit'i-a in t":q and i,?', 
the two .fucCwC iing ycar^. In each it had 
Jiten demanded in July, and paid in the 
'OvHcVa* foll.Avinr- : aiui thij delay was the 
(ols crane iaip'Ued to him by Mj f HaHinp-v, 
far this pa’X of their Uarf- 

4 lcfions.-“Vvitli iclpcMlo th^ ilxtort'on, as a 
ViEi»iaticm of ccmpact, and an ir;f-a/>ion of the 
rights of Mr. Hallirps plac- d his 

RItly on tw’O points — ikc coaevr- 
f^oepf Mr* Fraitjftb-^'nd ciie appr<;baucn of 


the Court of T>irc£lors. In the J(lrfl of tliefif 
arguments, if fuch they could be called, ^hero 
.•!ltps.ircd a fpecimen of tiiat rcQiedl which 
cvciv the rhoA corrupt are compelled ulti- 
mately to pay to the tuergies of virtue ; bur it 
was in vain that Mr. Hailings fought to lluU* 
ter hlmfvir vndc: the concurrence of Mr. 
Fiancis, as it would appear in evidence, that 
tlie latter only gave las coailnt to the applica- 
tion, as not knowing but the fum requited 
might come as a voluntary gift from the Ra- 
jah, but tl'at at the fa.r.c time, he* had abfo- 
latciy proteitcd fui,h a icquifition as a 

i.ght. — On the f.cond pl-.a, the approv.al of 
the Direclors, it w(>uid h^ idle to dwell at 
length. '1 heir app’/obar-on had been ever 
certain, wlun il,w.Ir inwrefis were in any de- 
gree pj ometed. Vroin the gcnei al knowledge 
of thir. circa. rd^unce had criginated the bid for 
lafpending the p.nvors oftsi.* Court of Dir. c- 
tois, which In; had u:x:c the honour of ]’-re- 
renting at th.a- Lotrhhipj’ bar; and anolhor 
.alio Vy'Iiicli had nirt a mo- :r favourable recep- 
tion, an.l was now a pa» t of ihc law of tlie 
lujd.— out when it was \7iicly provided that 
rat even the Royal p\id>n coukl be pleadable 
in b.ir tv) an impeajii:a;.'/t prcRirsd by the 
CoiTi'noiH, it was abfurd to avntion the im- 
pl cd apprebatbn oi a fet ot r.vnchants as a 
pj.a again d tiidr Loidlhips* procefs and dec!# 
lion. 

'1 Iv' Council, he ran 'rked, had, on a for- 
laci occ.ficn, to the Rajah of 

I 5 *naivs, lo kt‘#»p up a ibice of aooo cavaliy 
for tbvir inuuiid fvciuitv, '.'hlch wxre to be 
(». k! f'*r a ibtJcd rate, ii l.iken into the fer- 
^ 1 sA' liic Company.* Thar* v. as ro citii.imi 
1 5 u th.H ciine; the turn and l.aigu.ige 
Y'c.c idch ilio’.iUl be ufed between ajuaU, 
j: «' IS in ewiy rcfj'a’kT- a v treaty j 
an) his M,iKslv v/ah aa r».Mch pro*, 

p'ieiy . !m ’I 1 10 lovc-tigoi y of xioile Caffel, 
as Mr. li.a lri.j. f- u.v! a claim of .arbitrary 
pnvor on rlvi" ; and yet the C’o- 

V. i.i '.-Ccov.'al, f;a<!it’.g Cl oihcr efforts in- 
cffofiual TO irrliaterbe Ilriabi to rllfobedicnccj 
andth'.:, cn tlie contr.jry, t»i.> fnbmiiTjon kept 
pa^'j whii overv iniult, be rained the recom- 
mend uoiunto 1 rrr;.-.a'i:.d, .and icquired ?,coo 
civaliy fo be ibinir.icd at the expence of the 
Raj^h, .and nor at the expenceof the Corn- 
pans a M). foil, propcRd. This lequifitioti, 
cn ihj K.ij.ili jv.iiing its inipol&bility, v/ajj 
moderated to icoo. Cheyt Sing ilill declared 
that he had bat i ^oo, five hundred of which 
hj <*l>U\d tn furni.^, and to fapply iljp defi- 
c.tncy witli 500 matchlock -men, to be aJfq 
•at his expi;.ncc.-*-At the f.anc time^ he at- 
t..^apted to conclllritc ilw frkudlhip and pre^ 
tcTticn of fdr, Kaftings by a preRtit of 
^o,cool. which tb,c.Gove»nor received, as h«i 
jfierv. ards fuggcRcd, lor the ufe of the Com- 
* ‘ panyi 



t IS I 


j as If r[|ch a v-rJuntary gift was to be 
cjf}v;<iW Ifoni a ni.in v.'<;'-n out vv-itli extor- 
tion, if it v/as not ohviou/ly meant as ^ 
bribe to purchafe a refciie from future op- 
prelTion. 

• Yet with all thefe conceiTions Mr. Haft- 
ings declares, taat his patience was exhauft- 
erl ; and “ I detet mined, faid hr, totuin Ms 
crimes to the advantiigcs of the Company, by 
impoling a heavy fine on his dlfobcd*cn<.o.’* 
*— Ke accordingly makes money a pait of 
criminal jurifprudence, and of crirniir.il pu- 
Mfliment. He departs from his cho-railer of 
Chief of the executive Government in India, 
and takea up that of aciimlnnl Judge; he 
unites in him ihe three c!v.via^>crs of Jpdge, 
of Accuft r, and of'WitnU'o; and in the dc- 
iicacy of that novel fituacicn he writes a let- 
ter to tlic Rajah, demanding pcicmpti rily a 
fine cf ffty c: ^oo,oocl. and procectls 

liinuclf CO Ihnares, to enforce the rccjuifitioil ! 
— If t!ie Rai.:Ii lind with-hcLi the additional 
t»ibute required beyond th-. time ii was due, 
the intcvelt cf the fum for t'lat lime might 
liave been impofed .is a muRL ; if he vdih- 
held i;co cawdry, thi <li^cicnc3 of expcrce 
hetwaen tnern and m.ncidotk-mcn, might 
have bevn ex./^ed v/irh feme appearance cf 
P’opiiety. if his conduft had been diiobc- 
d/wP-C and contumacious, a pecuniary fine 
niiglic i'l c Is'^o ir/pofrd ft me plea of 
ju-'ticcj hj; cf ihe hirt incniioneU 

condiuii, tiij <«ini unor was aj contiiie and 
fubmliTi. j, as it he h.'d been either guilty or 
depcntl(;nt. — [I'lio following letter of Cheyt 
,Siog, whiJ.i is .narked by tire fir ongeft trait i 
oi J-dihty and Uutiony was ifiad by Mr. 
.Grey.] 

‘ I Received your letter delivered to me 
‘ by Mr, Markham, and I have undufiood 
‘ every pu ricular cf Its contents. Sir, after 
‘ the arrival of Sheakh Ally Nncky, 1 ob- 
‘ forved all tlie orders which you fent me ; 

‘ and 1 received the letter which the dcceafed 
‘ hheakh brought mo, informing me that 

* every fufjilcion was now completely re- 

* moved from your mind, and that I mult 

* cenfider y^u, as form^irly, attentive to 

* me. But 1 have not experienced from yon 
‘ the fame gcncroficies as formerly. I font 
‘ you repeatedly Utters reprefenring to your 

* confideration my unhappy ciicumfiances ; 

* but you never honoured me with any 
« reply. For this reafon I fint my Buxey 
‘ SuddAHund to your preftne.', enjoining 

* him to leprefciU to you the fitmryefs of 
^ my obedience and attachmfnt ; to lay be- 
‘ you ills paiticulars of my fituation; 
« and to Uarn the difpofiticn of your mind 

* tcw.Hrds m-r. He anivfd accordingly in 

* ycurpr^f.ncc, and fcpjwfented evu/ thing 

I 


* In a proper rjiarr-sr. 1 have never 

* in ths Anilloil degtee irom th^fi? pre ffT- 
‘ fions; and the benefits and civilicic-j 

‘ which yoir have hr'iiQuiitd me have vrveit 

* me the grtate/t f.«tii.Ta^itn ; a^tl I have 

* confidered you as the fcLrce from which 

* J d'.rived the fululm.nt cf ail my v iajcfr 

* and dclircs. It i> f:im hc v. I’-vt I 

* may he always favoured with ' dlrtc- 

* lions. In thir, ;.ianncr I coii.plircl, with 
‘ the utmoft readmef:., with tiu orcifi* you 
‘ ffot me for ilic p.iynie»it of uve l.icKs of 
‘ rupecii on account of thcexpcu.i • f thfe 
‘ war. I font fiiA oiic lack cf lupees with 
‘ an anfv/cr to your leiitr. Aftciwai'ds, 

‘ having paid to Mr. Fowi.e the fumof cne 
‘ lack and feventy thoufard rupees, I /Int a 

* leucr requcfling a further allowance of" 

* lime to enable me to make fome prepara- 

* lions. To this I rcc-ivrd no reply, it 
‘ htir.g no time for delay. Notwithfiaiiding 
‘ this, I was not a moment in.-iftcntiva td, 

‘ tins ccnccin, and as ft on as iny litivcy ar- 

* rived, I pa-d inumdlatcly the iMnair.ing 
‘ part of the fum. The remitting of this 
‘ to the army did not depend on me ; if any 
‘ delqy happened on this hrad, 1 could not 
‘ help itv If befAles the payment cf the 

* money, the remittance of it alfo to the 
‘ army had refted with me, a dtl.y cf this 

* kind fliould not have happened, i liave 
‘ onclofed in this letter a paper Ip c’f/ir-g 
‘ the particular fums w!|ich have bctn .al- 
‘ vanced, with their dn^'is. 

* With refpeft to the h.orfc, you defi’-cd 
‘ ir»c In your letter to inform you cf wh.it 
‘ number J could afford to ilation wdth ytu, 
‘ and i Rnt you a pirticular eccouiu of al£ 
^ lh.i:‘ were In my fervice, amountu-’ *; to 
‘ ) •’/“o !k/. fc, cf Vi Mch fcveral were f>a n- 

* td lit diitant places ; but 1 r^Ceiv/d ni> 
‘ anrwer lo this. Mr. Maikha.n del! voted 
‘mean order to prepare jcoo horfv. In 
‘ comp'Ipr'C'j with your wi/l.cs I ccJLilvd 
‘ ecc herf., and, as a fublHtute fir the 

* rcmalnd.';r, qoo r*inkandavx3, cf which 
‘ I fci’: y .u iniormation ; ,and 1 tcld Mr. 
‘ Maiklum tl;o/ vv re r..ad.y to go to vvliat- 
‘ ever place they ihould be fint. Ko ar.fv/ai 
‘ ho\v..v.T cam-'fiom you on this head, .»nd 
‘ I rcmiir.jd afioni»hcd at the enufo cf ' t. 

* Rcp ' tv’w 1 ;dkcd Mr. Markham aboji 
‘ .an anfircr to my letter about the liorTe, 

* but he told me he did not know the rta- 
‘ fops of no anfvv:r havliii:^ been font. J 
‘ remuncd'^iConi filed. With rcfpcM to iIk 
‘ fepoys, I received firfl an order to fbticr 
‘ two cf my companies, which I did. 1 
‘ was then defired to give a Tunkaw ibi 
‘ tiw piym-rnt of ths fepoys, tsnd likewifi 

* to p:;y ih? C- ptoia ; wh ;h ff.s been dom 

‘ cvvi-; inonUt. j 

Bxccptinj 
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* ixcefitins AixIuUah Beg qnd his attend- 
^ 'ttnes, none of my people, either depend- 
^ ants or fervants, or ethers in any fliape 
conne^ed with mp, have ever gone to 
^ Calcutta. My enemies, with a view to 

* my ruin, have made falfe r^prefentations 
^ to you. Now that, happily for me, ycu 

* have ycurfcif arijvcd at this place^ yoa 

* will bu abh to afeertain all the circum- 

* ilances relative to the hoife, to rny people 

* going to Calcutta, and the dates of the 

* receipts of the particular Aims above- 

* mentioned. You will then know whether 

* I have amu fed you with a falfc reprefenta- 
‘ tion, or nidde a jml report to you. I 
^ have given rny Auniih moil particular in- 

* junflioris, ami have taken a penalty- bond 

* from them, that they Aiall keep no thieveS 
‘ in tlv.ir diArift. \’Vhat power have they 

* to acl: otherwife ? But if ever a murder 

* or rohbeiy is conirnitt. ! in the country, I 

* Ivive been careful to iinpale or otlierwile 

* puniOi the culprit. If a I'.crfon having 

* committed a delinquency Aioulcl efcape to 

* fome other place, fo as to elude all difeo- 

* very, in that cafe I am helplefs j hut to 

* the utmoA of my power I endeavour to 

* fulAl your orders, 1 have never fwervtd 

* in the fmalleft degtee from my duty to 

* you. It remains with you to decide on 

* all thefe matters. I am in every cafe your 

* Have. “What is juA 1 have reprefented to 

* you. May your profperity increafe.’ 

Even this Icttcrj Mr. Fox obfei*vcd, the 
ID ovtrnoi -General had p:onounced tobeex- 
tiemciy offenfioe-^huz if it partook of that 
quality, it w:w» only offcnfive in humiliation 
«— and ^flriiAve in its dc-(|)ondcnce. Mr. 
Hailing* declared, that it (hewed the grow- 
ing fpirit of Independence— ithat it was a 
recrimination rather than a defence— and that 
ic breathed the language of defiance,-^! know 
iiot, faid ^^r. Fox, In whalt tones or language 
Chtlr ilehance is announced In Indief ; but if 
this he a defiance, X would merely in the fpi- 
«rit of literary curiofity wlfh to know, in 
•what terms an Indian would declare his fub- 
mlihon. 

Air. HaAings, however, was deteimincd 

• to piinifi!. Z-is refufed to Icc the unfoi tunate 
Kajah, f.nd a^lually placed him.uiidcr an ar- 
icA. It was not wholly rcocifary to recur to 
Iraiian manners and cuAoms, to es.'piain the 
force of this infult.— If wc Aij^fcd an Eu- 
ropean Chief, widiout adverting ]>artlcularly 

* to his rank, who mull be fuppofbd of fome 
confequcnce, when he paid his Sovereign a 

^ ^ihute of 240,cocl. per ann. committed to 
‘ |>rlfon, not only defiKslcd of his immediate 


power, but his Govertimeivt entirely annihl* 
lated, feme idea might be formed of the bu* 
^nefsof that day. The refeue of the unfor* 
tunate Rajah, with the maflacre both of Eu- 
ropeans and Gentoos which followed, were 
too well known to require a i>articular de- 
feription. 

On the difpropnrtion of thefuppofed crime 
to the adlual punilliment, Mr. Fox dwelt 
with much diflufenefs, yet with inAnite force. 

'1 he fine of 500,000!. he faid, w.is fo much 
beyond all bounds, that the finder of the 
on that occafion, was heavier than the loins 
of a King ; and tliat if fuch was Brttijh 
jujlicty the mifcrable Hindoo Yhotild pray that 
it might be exchanged for T urtanaK barbarity. 
— Mr. HaAings had lately been compared to 
a ccnqiieror, whofc fame filled the univerfe: 
—a charafter fo exalted as lo difpute VRrt- 
CKDENCE witli the Jecond fitrfonage in the 
kingdom* had afjjmil .tcd Wanen HaAings to 
Alexander the Great. But if any refem- 
blance were found, it could not be to Alex- . 
ander when his mercies and his vidlories 
kept an equal pace it could not be to the 
generous or forgiving conqueror ; — the likc- 
nefs mu A be meant to Alexander maddened 
after a debauch j to Alexander in petulant 
wantonnefs fetting temples on fire — to Alex- 
ander when his follies and his crimes had ex- 
cited horror and contempt fu fficlent to obfeure 
the radiance of his formtr glories. — In the 
firA points of the com}>'irifon tliere was not a 
(hade or rcfemblance 5 in the latter part of the 
parallel there was all the juAice that could be 
required. 

In an apoArophe the moA beautiful that 
can be imagined, Mr. Fox made the injured 
Cheyt Sing the uttei'er of his own complaint 
to the Houfe. — “ I was, faid he, the Scvc- 
reign of a fertile country, happy and be- 
loved ; I endeavoured to conciliate the 
“ friend^ip of all around me, and as I 
“ thought with a fuccefs which imprcflTcd 
‘‘ me with every fenfation of felicity.— This 
“ was the fituarlon of which I boaAed j but 
«* what is now the reverfe ? — I am a wretch- 
“ ed exile, dej^endent on the bounty of thofc 
“ who were my enemies, but whofe enmities 
“ are now bulled in their fympathy for my 
“ diArefles. What have I done to defervk ^ 
“ this puniihmcnt You forget,” ic- 

plicd an EngliAiman, that though a Sovc- 
reign Prince at Patna, at* Benares you wens 
but a Zemindar ; in the latter character 
** you were guilty of difobcdience, and are 
“ therefore fentenced to a judicial cxilew”— 

♦* Alas,” rejoins the wanderer, “ I was ig- 
norant of my crime. Why had 1 not«fr:« ^ 
** inAruilor to teach me the fubtletles of 


Alluding, it Is c^ald, to the ChanGcllor's having dilputed precedency in the daily {Nro« 
to tliiji trial Vi^itli die Prince of Wales. { year 
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your laws ? Though to your power I was The ardent virtuc> the fubllme geniust and 
h iyt qs an ato m In rite v iew of Omnipotence.^ that glowing enthuflafm fo eflfcntial to the 
« ydc Purely my intentions /hould have been operations of both, had, with tlie application 
^ regarded, and my ignorance not conlirued Of years, left them nothipg of information at 
as guilt.”— Mr. Fox then obferved, that pr^imt to defire. l^e eyes of Europe, he re- 
with refpeit to the malTacre which enfued on minded their Lordihips, was now fixed on their^ 
the injudicious arreil of Cheyt Sing, Mr. proceedings, and they were looked to for 
Hafiings had bceii folely culpable.— If He the min, or the rclloration of the Bri- 
went to infill on his demand with the Ha* tilh name. Difgradb attached itfdf to na- 
jah, knowing that he was not aiming at Ih- tions as to individuals. There was a time 
dependence, then was he anfwerable for his when the name of a Spaniard was infa- 
injufilce, and for all its confcqucnces. IF, to mous on account of the cruelties prac- 
adopt his own defence, he apprehended that tifed in their foreign colonies, and not avenged 
there was any fuch intention, then was he at home ; fo had we not efcaped oiir lhare 
^iky of the hi;;hcll and moil culpable im- of dil^race ; and it relied with the prefent 
jprudenco in being fo flightly attended. In decifiod, whether the name of Briton, 
'either way, a criminality muH attach Itfclf, proud and glorious as it has been, (hould be 
without the rmidlell poflibiliry of a vihdi- doomed to honour or to fcorn.’— There was 
cation. alfo another circumllance to be confidered. 

The principal points, liov/ever, on which which was, that when the Spanilh infamy 
Mr. Fox dwelt as highly criminal, were the was recorded, it was faid, that the gold and 
demand of the additional five lacki beyond the jewels brought from their fcttlcmcnts in 
Hated tribute, and the enormous penalty of South America had been the inllruments of 
500,000!. wliich was demanded, though not mediation for the offenders. Such an impu- 
deceived ; and to thefe points, he faid, the tatlon might red on their Lordihips, and 
evidence Ihould principally be dlreClcd. He fuch a llain was not eaiily erafed. To obviate 
leonciuded by enforcing very (Irongly the fie- the ihfinuation, it was only neceflary to recur 
fcclTity of punilhing the late Governor-Ge- to their own feelings and their own convic- 
heral. By impofing a difproportlonatc pu- tions. The Brltilh honour, he would repeat, 
iiilhmcnt, Mr. Hallings bad placed venial Was in their hands. The Commons had 
error on a footing with abfolute guilt. Their done their duty in bringing to their Bar ths 
lordihips Ihould take care to avcMd the op- peribn atcufed, and they were now to decide^ 
polite extreme, and to affix a puniffiment to whether by his acquittal or punifliment, the 
Ihe crimes of Mr. Hallings, equal, if poffible, infamy Ihould reft with the Nation or the 
to their enormity. They mull now become, Individual, 

he faid, cither the avengers, or the accom- Mr* Fox concluded * at a quarter pafl 
prices of his crimes. They could not now five o’clock, and the Court immediately ad- 
plead Ignorance of the faHs which had been jourUed f. 
fo plainly Hated, and which IHould be fo fully — — — — — 

proved. The affdiis of India had long been Eighth Day* 

hid ih a darknefs hoHile to enquiry, as it was Mon da y, February 25. 

friendly to guilt but by the exertions of Th6 Hail was this day not fo crowded ai 
•NE M AN, thefe clouds had Been diffipa ted. bn former days, as little was* expedled befidi 

* For individual pafiage^, fcparablc from their novelty, or their onginal importance, Ir 
Idea or diHion, Mr. Burke is the mighty rfiaHer. This Ipeccli of Mr. Fox was not f< 
diHihguilhed. It abounded, however, in diHin£llons of ics own kind, of which the beli 
was vehemence ; the worll, unnecelTary repetition of preliminary words. The sarcastk 
Reference to opidions in another place, was very artfully/ conveyed. His diftindlion 
between the Advocate’s duty, ahd his duty as a Delegate from the Commons, was admirabl; 
txa^l. He faid, 

“ The Advocate may urge whatever may ferve his caufe, and influence yuDCMEKT 
The Delegate’s allowances are limited he Ihould fuggcH nothing but what he thinks i' 
admiffible when judgmenP is pronounced.’* 

The (hott mention of Mr. Burke found ready reception with all who heard it “ If- W. 
are no longer in ihamefiil Ignorance of India; if Indl*< no longer makes u$ bluffi in thi 
** eyes of Europe; let usltnov/ and feel our obligations to him— whofc admirabli 
** refoUrtiSs of opliiion and afife^lion— whofe uqdring toll, fublime geniu^ and higfi< 
afpinhg honour, raifed him up confpicuous amopg the moH beneficent Worthies d 
^ Mankind.” 

, f The Commons prcft&t this day w$re above goo. Th^ reil of tht auditory wens veil 
nimierous* j 



^ produdlon of evidence 5 and difculHons 
ifbt fraught with much pntert^nment, rc- 
fpe^fclng what was admifTible, and the con- 
trary. It was twelve o’clock before the 
Peers were feated, and proclamation made 

tlie ufual form. 

Mr. Grey then rofc, and in a fpcech of 
iHiibh ability refumed and enforced the re- 
maining part of the ftrft charge againlt Mr. 
Hdftings, commencing where Mr. Fox had 
contluded on Friday lafl.— He adverted in 
the firft inftance to the rights of which the 
Rajah ftood pofieflfed wlien he became the 
objed of the Chief Governor’s indignatujn. 
It mattered little, he obferved, whether Cheyt 
Sing at that time was merely a Zemindar, or 
the tributary, but independent, Sovereign of 
his Diftrift. In tlic year 1773, when Afoph 
ui Dowlah had made the arbitraiy demand of 
ten lacks, Mr. Hadlngs in his letter to Mr, 
Bridow, the then Refident at Lucknow, had 
inilruded him to declare, that Cheyt Sing 
was MORK than a mere Zemindar— ‘that he 
was the Ally of the Company, and ihould 
be protected in his rights ! But when the 
. fovcrcigtity over the Rajah was transferred, 
and \^en he bec:.me tlic vaflal of the Com- 
pany, vefied of courfc with all thofe rights ; 
wlien lie had alfo been indulged with the 
fymbols of Royalty in privilege of the Mint, 
and of cheadminiOratlon of criminal juilice $ 
then Mr. Haftings fcorned to look to thofe 
rtiles which he liad compelkd the Vizier to 
obferve. The rights ol the Rajah were 
trampled upon, and his privileges degraded. 
‘ The Company had whited to conciliate the 
attachment of a Sovereign over near two 
MILLIONS bf people, .md to convert him 
into a powerful harrier between them afid 
their ehemies on tlu' quarter. But what the 
unexampl^ kniry of the Company miift 
have cfieilcd, waa rot.'tlly dellroyed by trea- 
chciy as unexampled ; and the arts of conci- 
liation which policy and humanity would 
have juilitied, were n^gieffed for the purfuits 
of Avarice Which (leflroycd its own purjxifes, 
am( iri the ptufccutlon cf a Kefentment as 
abfoluteasitwas unfounded. 

His extortion from tfie Rajah, Mr. H|| 1 . 
ingsnow attempted, Whenbther eftt fts failf^, 
tojtiftify on the princifdcs of the gRuoAi. 
'dBftblifltment. it was certain, that hy the 
' fiudal laWs, the vaifnl was compelled to at- 
tend in the wars of his Loi*d, ahd to contri- 
^ butc to €!ertain of his necefTitli-s* BUt then 
jhe length of his i^ttmdance and fhc (fuanium 
^ his contribution wer6 all ftriAly and pfe- 
plfdy defined. 1 here was not in the feudal, 
^01' in Ufiy 6th« lav/ that coUld 1^ quofied, a 
i^iigte juiltf/ a tyraifihic licence 

of eila^icn, or the vindi^ri'^ feied'iofi of afi 

Vhoft iMI^t Ifi, Ak 


his riches had raifed the avarice, 6r his poWttr 
excited the envy, of his Lord, and brought 
down on him an arbitrary punifhment. 

This extortion had again been attempted 
to be juflified by the imputation of certain 
Climes faid to have been committed. Of the 
firft was — a delay of his remittance of the ■ * 
five lacks required in addition to the Rated 
tribute. On this head, Mr. Grey obferved, 
enough had been faid by the Right Hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. Fox) who had preceded 
him in the prefent charge ; to tliat, tlierefore, 
he ihould only add, that the Rajah himfelf 
had urged, what was not denied, that the 
failure in the remifTion was in feme degrM 
owing to the Englifh Refideqt. — The next 
cliarge againlt the unfortunate Rajah was^ 
the diforders which he had fuffered to over- 
run his territory. But the wifeft Police, it 
will be confeiTcd, with the ftriWeft admini- 
firation of juRice, cannot poflibly prevent 
the offences of individuals : but furely that 
country could not be looked upon as difor- 
derly or unfafe, when it was a fa£I affeited 
aniLnot denied, that thofe who had acquired 
fortunes in the more turbulent parts of In- 
dia, made it a pradfice to retire to Benares, 
there to indulge themfelves in acknowledged 
fccurily.— With refpe^l to two other charge# 
imputed to the Rajah,— his withholding the 
cavalry, and his inclinations to rebel the 
firR, if true, was punifhed without enquiry ; 
and the fecond was fully refuted, by the 
fmall number of attendants taken by Mr. 
HaRings when he went to punifli his delin- 
quency. — [On thefe topics Mr. Grey dilated 
with infinite force of rcafoning ; but as the 
ground has been in a great degree pre-nccu- 
pied by thofe that have preceded tlie Hon- 
Gentlcman, we forbear to follow him. H# 
was alfo, at times, exceedingly fevere upon 
Mr. HaRings ; but though fuch Rrength of 
expreffion is undoubtedly juRifiable in aa 
Advocate fpeakihg from his cohviftion, our 
fenfe of propriety forbids us to follow the 
Hon. Gentleman by a literal report.] 

There was alfo, he nbferVed, another fpe- 
cics of guilt imputed to the Rajah, which 
was the fuppofed concealment of vaR trea- 
fuies. This Was Indeed a crizvous fault, 
and grievoufly h^ the Rajah been made to 
aiifwer it. This laR was the caufc, however, 

, of Mr. HaRings’ journey to Benares, which 
h.id been prodfifli^e of fuch extraordinary 
events. — He theft took up Mr. HaRings’ 
narrative of his journey, “ ^iven with a fo- 
Ivlnnity e(]fual to an oath,” which he com- 
)^wed with his dtfeftces, and points out a 
variety df Rroiig contriulifliohs. In the one^ 
Mr. HaiRin'gS decBired, that, prevkMiS to Ji fF. ^ 
departure, he^ hact eommunlUated bis jpton ^ 
opMtidhi aba Pfil« 
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mcr 5 In rlic other, he averred that he arted Governor-General to Mnjor Popham i-ni 
from ^ the cxl^ncy of tlie moment.*— After * If the reports brouj^ht to me are truoi your 
ppp^tin^ out a variety of fiiftilar inllances, * rejecting her offers for any negociations 
he obferved tliat the maxim was not lefs old ‘ with her would pon obtain you poffeffion 
tlian true — Qeos Deus vult perofre * of the fort on your own terms. 1 appre- 
p.Rxus oementat.— The fanity of the in- ‘ hend (he will contrive to defraud the cap« 
tf^lcd was difordered by tlie vice of tlie * tors of a confiderable part of the booty^ 
purfuit. — It would have been impofliblc to * by being, fuffered to retire without .exami* 
follow ‘Mr. Haffings through all his wind- * nation. “ 1 Ihoutd be very forry that your 
if he not hinjfelf afforded a clue “ officers and foldicrs loff any part of the 
to his triinfa^lions. In the midff of his con- teward to which thpy arc fo well entitled,** 

traditions, he frequently threw a light on This letter had been defended by<Mr^ 

the circuinffances, which no degree of en*. HafHngs, merely on a cavilling diftin^ion 
quiry could produce. between a public order and a confidential 

Mr. Grey then pmceeded to ffate the arreff letter. But that the letter was not conpi- 
of the Rajal^ wijth all its circumffaiitial de.ntial, was fufficieotly proved, as the 
ignominy. There was a pt>int, he obfeived, next day there was not an oMcer or private 
in fiuman r,aturc, beyond which outrage in the detachment who was unacquainted 
could not be fuffered, nor Indignity he home, with its contents ; and even if that were not 
Vet ali tills difgi ace in the eyes of hispeojile, the cafe, there was no military man whp 
.producctl .n the Rajah but a repetition of would not look on fuch a letter as a dompleat 
remonftiances, and an added degree of juffification of whatever he fhquld do in 
humiliation. He read the very affe^ling obedience to its intimation. Accordingly^ 
Itttci irom Cheyt .Sing, which concludes — the hint was not loft. The fortrefs was Air^ 
“ Vt^haievcr may be your pleafurc, do it rendered— its unfortunate inhabitants plun- 
with your own hands. — I am your Have.— dered of every thing, in violation of a ft^emn 
What occafion can there be for a guard ?’* compaA yet the foldier had an excufe to 
—Having mentioned the incfficacy of tliefe plead.— The orders of the Governor-General 
applications, he then related the circumffances were not more cruel and barbarous, than 

of the rtfeue of the Rajah, by the tumu|tu- they were peremptory and fpcciffc. Thefe 

ous force which had croffed the river from females of dignified rank were, therefore^ 

Ramnagur, and the (laughter of the Britifh (tripped of every refource in their want, and 

guard, when their counfrynten could only of every folace to their eye !— Thofe who 
arrive in time to witnefs their expiring friends, had compared Mr, Ballings to Alexander the 
For that ^rnage, he faid, and for all the Great, would here find their parallel was greatly 
horrid bufmefs which fucceeded, Mr. Hall- deficient. Alexander had fb comported liim- 
ings muff undoubtedly be anfwerable. He^felf to the wife andpaothcrof Darius, that 
wlio SOWED the seed, muff neceffarily be they fcarcely felt their lofsj— Mr, Hailings. 
looked to as the author of the harvest, on the contrary, had fo demeaned himfeJf tc 
It was tlie natural cfFeil of opprefTion to be- the wife and mother of Cheyt Sing, that the 

get refiffance \ and if the confequences l^e unfortunate Rajah felt their fufferings as the 

fatal, the opprefflir is undoubtedly guilty. — keeneff aggravation of his own. 

In i;elating the cfcape and fubfequeni cala- It was not a little reiqaikable, Mr. Grc) 
miries of the Rajah, he remarked with great obferved, that the pftenfible purpofe of Mr, 
iorce, how fat.illy the transfer of the Ibvc- Haffings, in his journey tp Benares, was tr 
rdgnty to the Company had operated againft recruit the Company’s Treafury ; but me 
his intereffs. He had paiTed from the fove- ^fooner did the occafion offer for that purpofe 
rci^ty of uninformed Barbarifin to tliat p^Kn the fetzurc of the fortrefs of Bedjeygur, 
enlightened Relb^ion j — lie liad exchangee® than the plunder pf 1 5o,cooU was confignec 
Jhe arbitrary code, as it was deemed, of to the troops. It was true, indeed, that or 

limur, |br the mild fway of Brltilli iuffice. the reprefentation of the Council, he ha< 

But wliat w;is the confequence ? lender the attempted to refume it by way of loan. Thej 
former he liad found projectiov — under knew him too well, find this ffratagem failec 
the latter , his portion was misery! of cnuife. He had then endeavoured t< 

Tlie next point of priminaliry which Mr. draw refpurpes frpm 4 country already ex 
Grey alledged againff Mr. Haffing-s, was the h.'iuffed,* when he appointed tlie minor Me 
aflault by Major Popham on the fortrefs of triparain to the empty title of Rajah, ffxpf 
where I wife and mother of the fum of 40 lacks as the annual tribute 
^ the Rajah relided, and the incitements which and named Ou (Tain Sing as the coUc6loPo 
he had oathat occaffon held forth to the.fol- the taxes, under the controul of Mr. Mark- 
diery to .plunder and rapine. In pro«)f of hani. The countiy was ,dep^ulac«;d> an< 
||us cliargc he quotetl the very wordsj of the no force could Rpdecsit produdGvp, wa 
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In yaxn th^t OiiTala SIn$ was imprironed at 
bt the year bn account of the defi- 
aofi confined until death put an 
end^to hlamifery. Kis fitccelfor could do 
Ao ^^rei 'and at the ei)d of three years, 

Nlr. Hafiings repeated his vifit, defo> 
towns add ruined villages convinced 
lAf the truth of their reports. No con- 
firiifti Mr. Grey obferved, could be more 
Itrofig than that of the ^lefcriptian given by 
Cbbyt I^Ingof the territory of Benares whilft 
his government, compared with its 
"'Ifituatlon when under the Eaft-India Com- 
pany. “ My fields,” fays the Rajah, ^ are 
cultivated, my towns and villages full of 
inhabitants, my country is a garden, and 
my RYOTS (hulbandmen) are happy. The 

V principal merchants of India, from the 
** fecurity of my government, refort to my 

.capital, and make it tlicir refidence. It 
** is the Bank of India, and contains the 
treafures of the Mahrattas, the Jaiks, the 
♦* Salks, the native and European nations. 

V The traveUer and the (Vranger, from one 
. “ end of my country to the other, lay down 

their burdens, and fleep in fecurity.” — 
■When Mr. Haftings, on the contrary, went 
through thofe diftrifis, Famine and Mifcry 
iValk:d hai^d in hand through uncultivated 
^tlds anddeferted villages. There were found 
^ly the aged and infirm, who were unable 
• io fly ; robbers, prepared to kill j and ty- 
gers, whofe ferocity marked the dcfolation of 
the fcenc.— Such was the contrail between 
the dominion of the insolent Rajah, and 
bf tlie unaflTuniing and judicious Mr. 
Hafl ngs. 

Having dwelt at confidcrablc length on 
this fubjeil, he fummed up the whole of 
this chai-ge with a degree of force which 
could only be equalled by the modefiy of his 
conclufion. 

i hope not much longer to be troublc- 
fome. I beg indulgence but for few words 
f‘ more. 

If, my Lords, in going over my appoint- 
•*,cd ground, 1 have CN'er been hurried too 
« fall, or carried too far ; — if my imagiM- 
f tion has,' agajnft my wilh, feemed at tiiB 
** over-heated as it went, and the verbJV 
ARDENS ftrayed away from the proper 
aim — let my neart be Under flood to be in- 
voluntary — let my excitements be acknow- 
^ ledged pure. I hope I may with fgll cre- 
“ dit disavlV malice. I pant for 
4* truth. But I cannot, here, look for it 
^ without emotion!* • 

' V Who can, who Ihould be unmoved, 
A when he becomes the fpe^ator of enonni- 


4- ties !-— when he is delegated to a (hcrei 
“ fcrvicc for the dctcdlion of guilt !— when 
‘4 he thinks he can trace criminality to* 
its ROOFS, as certainly as he has fyinpa-* 

“ thy for its coNSEq^ucNCRS ! 

** Think, my Lords, if you can, without 
“ rational anger, of outrage — exaftion— dc-’ 

« vaflation-r-and death !— the plunder of 
“ provinces! — the diflrefs of nations !—*al| 

“ nature blafled by the withering malignity 
« of man ! — the helplefs and the unofFcnd* 
ing— what is ufcfui, and what is honour- 
“ able— the peafant, and the prince— all pre- 
“ maturely fwept together to the grave ! 

\“ His deeds— whoever fins up to deeda 
♦‘jlike thefe — his deeds be on his head !— He, 
“Iby whom the seeds of rvin are fcatter- 
<‘\cd— hisis the harvest of iNiquXTV— • 
“uhe PENAL RESPONSIBILITY, at cacK 
‘‘ lexa£l tribun.il, here and hereafter ! 

“ Thus, my Lords, you cannot help for- 
“ giving the ftrong emotions, which youp 
“ own lionour and humanity muft feel. 

“ But there is more to be forgiven — I have 
“ much pofitlve impcrfe£lion— I have more 
comparative deficience to deplore. — I have, 
alas I taken a talk that is above my 
ftrength — and have beep forced to Follow, 

** MULTA GEMKNS LONGO INTERVALLO, 

“ after abilities fuch as no flrength, 1 know, 

CAN KEEP UP WITH 1 

However, iliank God, I have tried to 
DO MY DUTY ; and the beft of men can 
“ do no more ! If I fall, perhaps, on ai> 

“ cflimate of talents — 1 hope to rife, 
without prefumption, on the claims of 
FAIR intention ! 

** And, after all, it is not genius— it is 

* not orator y — it is not the charm of un- 
‘ expelled throws of language, nor the rapt 

* gaze after new’fublimity in ideas— No, my 
‘ Lords, it is nature I — it is truth !— 

‘ it is from duties well done — from privileges 
‘ well aifertcd — from the fteady maintenance 

* of every thing right, and from the ftrong 
‘ impeachment of all who are wrong, tlvt 
‘ ' we can fatisfy the claims of exiftence and 

‘ refponfibility !— decorate ourfclves with 
“ the only ennobling quality, worth— and 
^ tranfmit the remembrance of ourselves, 

* and the very name of our country, 

^ with common honour to our children 
As foon as Mr. Grey had concluded, the 
Committee of Managers began to adduce their 
chain of evidence on this impottant charge. 

Mr. Anflruther opened the evidence^ and 
called 

Mr. Morton, Secretary to the Eafl-India 
Company, to prove the terms of the Charter 


, • iiir. Grey was. nearly two hours in delivering his fpeech ; his manner was fliited to the 
•enefthm bfl was feryid, graceful, and impreffive. Ht was wellcole^d, without arro- 
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granted to the Company in 1696. In thi? pifled between Mr* Layir and Mr* Fox, The 
Charter ali rights belonging to the Royalty former having read, contrary to the- wilhes 
are cxprcfsly referved. of the latter, not an Extract from an Inftcu- 

Mr* Hiidfon was next called to prove tl>e ment, but the inftrument at large, Mr, 
appointment of Mr. Haftings to be Governor,. Fox “ imputed this-^wherefore, was not vili- 
General. “ ble — to delay i and urged in future inftances 

Mr. Benfon was afterwards called to prove “ of finiUar exa^Vnefe, that the Counfel Ihould 
the Aft of Parliament of 1774, and like- alledge the fpecific objeft of each evidence 
wife the Anfwer of Mr. HaAings to the Ar- ** thus additionally acjfluced 5— an allegattoi^ 
tides of Impeachment in the Comipons.— “ which will prevent trifling, by the fhameof 
The anfwer to the charge rtfpefting Benares “ voluntary f:dfehood !*’ 
occupied upwards of an hour j and after the To this Aiort fpeech, Mr. aflerted i» 
reading was flniilred, few words, what few feemed willing to deny, 

Mr. Law, on the part of tfie prifoner, the cxillence pf his right, and the propriecy 
made two objeftions to the evidence. The of his exertipg it. 

flrAwas, to copies of dijpatches being read, After foine converfation between thofe 
unlefs the originals were proved to have been Gentlcitten and the Lord Chancellor, it was 
received j and the other, to the Journals of agreed that no paper fliould be read at length, 
the Koufc of Commons being rend in evi- unlcfs a fiifficient reafon was afligned* 
dtnee — both w'hich were over-ruled by tl»e At half pa A four o'clock, the appointmenC 
Lord Chancellor. of the Benaies R^fident being the objeft, atl 

Afr. Anftruthcr informed their Lordihlps, altercation arofe about a letter written by 
that lie Aiould not trouble them any longer Mr. KaAings, which the Managers were f6r 
this day, but he intended to biing further reading, and t\ie Deftndant ag.alnA. 
evidence next day. The date of this letter was 1779— Mr. 

Mai kham’s appointn.cnt to the Refidency was 
^ jnSi. The Clianctllor feetned tp doubt the 

Ninth Day, relevancy of the letter. MelT. Fox, AnAru- 

TuEsnay, Ff.bruary 26. thcr, and Adam, fupporhd it* Mr. Taylor 

Mr. AnAruther went on with the evidence allb was going to fpeak — ^when, pn a motion 
on the Benares Charge. There was no per- from Lord Cauiden, the Lords adjourned—* 
fonal wltnefs called to give oral tcAimony. and, contrary to th«; expeftation of many 
Oflice ducumtMits were adiluced on tl\e fiib- people v/ho waited their return, the Court; 
jeft of Mr. HaAings’s ConimiA'’on, and the concluded there 

flmilar authorities of his predecefibrs, Mr. On tlieir LordArps' retuni to the Moufc td 
VerelA and Loid Clive. — Mr. Cartier had, it decide uj:>on Mr. Law's objeftion, the Lofd 
feems, no Commifflon in his appointment at Chancellor, Earl Stanhope, the Duke of Nor- 
Bengal. * folk, and Loid IlawkAiury, fcverally dcli- 

'I’here were alfo read— the CenAitution of veicd their fentiments, when it was agreed 
a Zemindar— the ConAltution of Cheyt without a divifion, “ That the evidence of- 
ISing and various Extrafts from Secret “ fvred by tlic Ccnimittoc was admiflible 
Letters to the Eaft-lndia Direftors — Minutes “ evidence, and ought to be received,** 
of Council at Calcutta — Communications, Ordered a mclfage to the Commons, that 

Converfatlons, &c. *c. the Lo:ds will proceed further upon the trla^ 

Jn the courfc oi tliefe, fomc few words of V/arren HaAings, Efq. on Thurfday nlfXL 

gance ; free in his cxpieiTion, witliout any rattle of volubility j firm in his fentiments, with 
fcarcely any difguAiiig obduracy to the Defendant. 

Mr. Grey fpoke like a man in carneA. did not pbilofophixe, agitate, and edify, fo 
powerfully as Mr. Burke j but he Aiewcd feme reading, and fOmc abAraft refleftion. He 
not only declaimed, but his fjicech had, what is lefs attainable by fo young a man, much 
good .irrangcmcnt and lucid ordei*. 

* When a letter to Cflcyi Sing was reading by the Clerk, Lord Stormont, with mucl- 
fagacity, enquii^ed, ** if thO« was any title in the Addrefs, or any Addrefs at ihs conclufior 

of the page The anfwer Rated — “ there was none.** 

The ArchbiAiop of York, on the word “ independence" occurring in one of the docu. 
fnents relative to the Zemindar, afleed the import of the word, and “ whether it referred t< 
■ ** the India Company, or to Local Sovereignty The Chancelfor boie tcAimony to thi 
propriety and importance of the queAion ; but faid, the confideration at prefent was infornjal 
* ‘ -f But very few of the Commons, not above 20 or 30, were prefent through the day.— 
There was at firA rather a full auditory j but they fcon quilted the HaH. ^ ^ ^ ^ 
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TinthDat* 

THUJISDAT9 Febrvahy 2 S. 

,^Th8 Court met at twelve o'cloek» when 
I)|i6 Lptd Chancellor informed the Managers 
of the refolution of the Houfe refpeiting the 
letter to be admitted in evidence. 

The Clerks alfo paffed tlirough a various 
fnaia of other written evidence— from the 
Confultations of the Calcutta Council— their 
Ijetters to and from the Company, public 

fecrec — fome of which, had the meaning 
ken to have kept it fecret llill, could not 
liave been better read. 

Two of the Clerks from the India Houfe 
.were at the 5ar with- their Office Books— and 
both, but particularly the Accountant, gave 
a ffiotx ttftimon/, in a mode that was very 
fenfible and well collcftcd. 

Tjjc evidence adduced, chiefly went to the 
ftcaares Rclidency, and the circumftanccs in 
Jlie appointment I of Mr. Fowke ajxl Mr. 

— the Stipends — the Cavalry — and 
the Suhlidy in lieu. 

The eloquent and convincing Account of 
the Expedition to Bena*e3, ftated to be wrlt- 
ten by Mr. Haftings, w'as the laft paper be- 
fore the Court, Muon of it was re.id, till 
the Clerk could foe to read no longer ; — at 
near half after flve o'clock, therefore, the 
Court adjourned *. 

Befides what has been mentioned, tlicre 
was little faid or done. Lord Stanhope fpoke 
p few words, and Lord Stormont, bpth veiy 
inuchin point. 

Elkvknth Day. 

P'riday, Fj-.rruary 29, 

Thr hufmefs on this day commenced ra- 
ther fooncr than uiual. At eleven o'clock the 
Peers wcic feated, and the Court had paflfed 
ffirougU tlie general forms. 

The reading of the neceflary doepments 
was tlKn refumed j the letters of Mr. H^- 
and the Rajali Cheyt Sing— tlie Mi- 


nutes of the Secret Council— tlie correTpon- 
dence of the Court of Dire^rs, and variety 
of Atlier papers were read which made matter 
of evidence on the prefent charge. On pro- 
ducing Mr. Raftings' Narrative of the Expe- 
dition to Benares, Mr. Ad.am fubmitted a** 
propofition to the Court— that as they had 
determined that the buflnefs of each day 
ffiould be printed for the ufe of tlieir Lord- 
ffiips, it would tend much to. expedition, 
without fubtrafting from the juftice of their 
proceedings, if the necelfary extrafls fronq 
the Narrative were only marked for the pur- 
pofe of being printed, without being read at 
length In the prefent inftance. 

To this . propofal no objection was made 
until Mr. Adam had nearly gone through the 
whole ftatement of tlie extracts which were 
intended to be printed. 

£ai 1 Stanhope then rofe fuddenly and faid, 
that in making the motion in their Imidfliips 
Chamber of Parliament, for the piinting of 
the papers of each day, i<- v/as not his Inten- 
tion that any fliould be printed but fuch as 
had been previoufly read. In his opinion, 
the ends of fubftantial juftice would not be 
anfwcrwd by paffing over the papers in the 
manner now propofed. 

This objedlion brought on a yariety of ob- 
feryations from the Lord Chancellor, Earls 
Camden, Fitzwilliam, and feveral other Peers ; 
but Lord Stanhope adhering to his original 
opinion, it was agreoi, that to avoid the in- 
convenience of a temporary adjournment, the 
extracts fhould be read at length according to 
his defire . 

When thefe were concluded, a vaiiety of 
accounts were produced, tending to /hew the 
ftatc of the eftabli/hment in Benares, after tl^e 
expulflon of Cheyt Sing, and of the extrava- 
. gance of tl'»e annual tribute dcinandcd by Mr. 
Haftings of roRTY-NiNE jacks, when the 
country, in its i^oft profperpps ftate, had 
never produced inore tl^n forty-eour, and 


* The Hail this day had not muph re/bit— there being but very few Members of tlic Houfe 
pf Comnmus prefent — never more than twenty, and latterly but threp— -and pf Peere/Tes, from 
feven, till they dropped to three alfo. 

f The Papers read w^ di/Terent Mjputes pf Proceedings with Ct^t Sing-*-of the country 
jpid vrafte— the Bengal difpatches— and then the appointment of Mr. William Markham to 
theRcfidency of Benarps. 

On this fubje^, the rcafons of Mr, Haftipgs for this apjjbintment were read* If the 
. grounds of the appointment were creditable to Mr. Marlth{||ih«tfte reafens given by Mr. Haft- 
ings were ftill more fo, to his pwn underftanding, and were enforccjl with all the ftreegth of 
.ftne writing* ^ 

Mr. Fowke. was removed-* but the honourable manner In which that removal wat^ exprefled 
. . by Mr. Haftings, was moro ftattering chan the office it^f. His /alary too was continued for 
|bree nmntlis — amounting to .yfoa rupees. 

The coiiclu/ion of tliCAvrixten evidence confifted of the detail of tlie prize money — JeM^ 
Jrixn Colonel Champion— and a, pifturc, before frm Mr. Haftings, of the devafhitloit 
epuntry of Bewesj 

' ' ' ■ * m 



thefc ottly under the preflure of fcvere exac- 
tion. 

The written evidence being concluded, the 
Managers proceeded to enforce it in paFticuhr 
parts by oral teftimony. 

Mr. Adam conne^ed and explained tlie 
‘ 'above evidence. 

At half palt tiiree, the lirfl evidence called 
Vvas 

J. STABLES, Efq. 

Examined by Mr. Adam. 

Tltis gentleman was feeond in Council.-^ 
Iking fwom, he ftated that- he went to India 
in 1759, and that in 1764 he was an ofHoer 
in the army fent to Benares ; that he had fre- 
quent oppoitunities of feeing Bulwant Sing; 
chat he looked upon him as a very confider- 
abte perfoD) and that jn the end of the year 
1763, or beginning of 1764, a ncgoclacton 
was fet on foot to detadi him from the Vi- 
zier, to whom he was tributary, and to en- 
gage him in the Englhh InterelL 1 hat tlie 
country of Benares wa^ fall of pc'ople, and in 
high cultivation ; that Bulwant Sing was 
treated by liis fubjeds with marks of afUc- 
' tion very different from the attention ihewn 
to a mete Aumccl or Colledor ; that Be- 
nares was the reBdence of a wealthy commu- 
nity of the religious order ; and tliat the army 
in which helervcd were not permitted to en- 
ter the place. 

He was crofs-examined by Mr. Plummer. 

'rhe next witnefs called by tlie Managers 

was 

FOX CALCRAFT, Efq. 

Examined by Mr. G i e y. 

Mr. Calcraft Bated that he was Aid du 
Camp to Major Popham, in tlie detachment 
chat took the Fort of Bedjeygur ;-»tliat the 
treafures found in tlia Fort were divided as 
plunder among the army, which he under- 
Hood to be done under the authority of a let- 
ter from Mr. HaBitigs ; that the plunder was 
divided the day after the feizurei and amount- 
ed to z 3 lacks of rupees ; that each kpoy had 
100 rupees ; that lie was difpatched with the 
intelligence to Mr. Hadings, then at Chunar, 
40 or 50 miles didanc, wlio expreffed vdie- 
ment diffatisfad^ion at the divifion of the 
plunder among the foldiery at a time when 
the Company wanted the money; that he 
^ reprefent^ to Mr. Hadings the letter he had 
^ Written to Major Popham« as giving an au- 
thority to the divirion.-^This«Mr. Hadings 
denied, fuid the letter was nrivate, and gave 
no authority; that in all the proceedings of 
the war eveiV off.cer had fubmixted to his 
advice^ and that it was wrohg to proceed to 
Che divifioh, which he called a fcramhlc on 
,^,;^countof its precipitancy, without his con- 
currence) he being fo neat. That in anfwcr 
this, he raid to Mr« Hadings, that the 


letter could not be a private ofte,- as d ebii^ 
tained public matter ; and that the caufe ei 
the precipitancy was, chat in the cafe of the 
Rohillas the troops had never received cheid 
booty. Mr. Hading* afked if it would He 
poffible to make the oBicers refund, and that 
if they would do fo he would ufc his iir- 
duence with the Board to procure tor tivem 
the money afterwaixlsi ^ This he told him he 
thoQglit ini]>oiriblc, as it was alioady toib 
generally diHufkd. He f.ud he brought a 
fworri as a prefent from the officers to Mr* 
Hadings, and feme crnametual j^Unc to Nfrs* 
Hadings, but he knew not whetlier tliey ui- 
timately remained with them, as lie chfUv^red 
them to Mr. Markham ; He bttiieveff they 
never did receive them, but he never heaed 
what became of them. . 

The above gentleman, extraerdinwy as it 
may feem, was brougiit by rhe Pmfecutors* 
His ideas and account of the general antipa- 
thy to RtFUNDiNo, occailoned m^ich en- 
tertainment. The Chancellor could not help 
fmiling. 

Mr. Calcraft was crofs-examined by Mr* 
Dallas. 

'I'he third wicnefs called was • 

Mr. BENM. 

Examined by Mr. Ansiruthe*. 

^ Hedepofed, that Duibjah Sing was con- 
fined in A hoqfe belonging to the Rajah of 
Benares ; that he had a ol fix acres to 
walk in ; that ail the gua dj wt/c on tlwout- 
fide, and walked a.'ound it. lhat i>if,r/vs* 
— but which he did not further explain — 
was the caufe of his death j rliat it was not ' 
occafioned by any cruelty. ■ That h? could 
not recolleA that tlic Hew Mrnider, jagger 
Deo Seo, or any pjrfon for him, had ever 
complained to tlij Ihiti/h officers r!i.it the 
revenue was infuffi.cicnt to tlio dem.inds ; and 
that in particular, he could not piocure the 
fix lacks dedined f^or the nialnienance 01 t)ic 
Rajah. That the anc.irs of liU coJlei.lion of 
the revenues were fubmitted to arbiiratiriii* 
That that arbitrator was Ai ♦ Elrain C.^vvn, 
againd whom no word of bhime }><id ever 
been uttered I'j' any one. 'i hat one lack, 
50,000 rupees, were awarded to be due from 
Dorbijah Sing. That In the years 85, 8.j, 
85, and 36 , the country of Benares was in 
high cultivation, and wdl peopled. 

As this gentleman was proceeding in his 
evidence, which did not il*cm to f.itisfy rhe 
Managcis, a queftlon was propoftd, tvndii^g 
to convey, that he gave another accounl before 
the Houfe ot Commons. 

Mr. Law took an cbjedlion to this quef- 
ticn, as being contrary to the pra^Hce of tl^ 
Courts for profecutors 10 arraign the credibi- 
lity of the witneffes tliey had themdlvtes 
called ; nor was it proper chat they ffiould go 
^ ittio 
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' a newtnquiry after the crofs-examination 
concinded. 

,Mri Fox faid the learned genlleman was 
-idsiftafcen as to the pra^lce of that High Court. 
‘ ^in the caio of Lord 4^ovat, w^hcre a witnefs 
','Wa9 apparently unwilling to anfwcr a quef- 
tion to the extent which t!>e Manav^ers knew 
he could anfwer it, t!uy chlniid the right, 
► and tlwjy were perryitted to refrerti Ills mc- 
‘,tnoi7 by aiking him wlrit he faid before. 

' Mr. Adam contended that the prafrice of 
the Courts below was invaiiahly to allow of 
Icadihg qucftlons in the cafe ct unwdling 
Witnefles, which it was the misfortune of 
this profecution to b ivc j for the witneffes 
•whom they had :o adduce in the coin To of the 
trial flood in fucli a relation to the prifoncr, 
as would mal'.e it cxtreintly dimeuit for the 
CounfeJ to come at the trutli, if the Mana- 
gers were deprived cf the means of exrradling 
it, which was invariably purfued in the 
Courts. ^ 

The qucftlon being put by the Court, and 
aniwered in the aflirmative, Mr. Anftiuther 
read -from the minutes a qutltion and anfwei', 
purporting that h'ravy complaiiiita were made 
by the Minifter, that ths revenues were not 
fufficiently abundant — and he dc fired to know 
Whether this queflion w^as not put, and this 
anfwer given. 

Mr. Law renewed his objo^.ion, and a 
pretty long debate took place, winch occu- 
pied the remainder of the day, and pre- 
yented the Court from concluding on tliis 
tharge. 

Mr. Law faid, it was contrary to all pre- 
, cedent in every Court of Judicatu?* lor pro- 
secutors lirfl to examine their witneifcs, to 
fufler them to be ciofs-cxaniined, and then 
rinding ilit; evidence not exai>ly what tiity 
expefted^ or whnt they wiftitd it to be — to 
make an attempt to blalt the ciiaradter of 
their cv/n witnelles, and to tajte from them 
all credibility, 'xlus was a thing unticard 
of in ji?dicature, and he trufted that their 
Lordfhips would not allow of a prac'lice fo 
new and prrpoflcrous. He flat:d the matter 
in vatio'.s ways, and argued that it was fun- 
idaincntaily improper. 

Mr. Fluinmcr r< Ic to anfwer Mr. Adam 
•— Wliich be did. in vtry flrorg and powertiil 
terms. He requefl'-d t!ic Coint to advert 
to the novelty of th::. attempt — an attempt, 
'he belkvi'd, bifore untt ’ud in any Cou’t ci 
Judicature v/hatcvei. A p:'.rty call their 
own witnefs— they ex.imiriJ him intlieivcwn 
way — lie is th(.n crofs-exaniiutft by the ether 
.party ^ iind wbxnthe Frtfecutors hnd tlwihe 
^^dpes not turn cut the evidence they wilh — 
endeavour to deflroy the tortimony they 
tbcrtifelvcs brought, and impeach his cre- 
;|^^ity« The precfdent was indeed rc\y I 
vtfhithcr would % lead ? Every gentlui^on 


brought upon this, br after ftils, upbri aHy 
other caufe, woqld rind his charaftcr taken 
away, his veracity called in queflion, and his 
<^th difputcd, becaufe he did not anfwer the 
expectation of chofe who brought him. He 
believed more honounible wUnefles, or names 
more rcfpe^tablc, were not likely to be called 
on any future trial : and he trufled their 
Lordriiips would not be told by the Managers, 
however high they might hold themfelves, that 
you jhall make a r-ule ft*r us. Ours is a 
peculiar cafe — v/e are to force out truth, and 
by violence mull we come at it. But, my 
Lords, concluded Mr. Plummer — if to do d 
little rigktf you o-r to tli\a ^reat 
coniider wliat a precedent you eflabillh $ what 
highroads you lay open toenor. If you de- 
termine this attempt in the Managers to be 
law, you argue againfl all other cafes that 
we know of ; and if you. make a new RuUy as 
they would have you — future Courts in their 
turn, wili leave ot adopt it at their pleafure.” 

Mr. Fox faid, the two learned Ccntlemeil 
had fpokcii very ingeniouAy ; but it unfortu- 
nately happen^, that they had totally and 
coinpicatly mifrcprcflnted or mifunderflood 
tlii cafe, 'i'liey h.td made the whole of their 
argument on the aiTumed la£t, that the Ma- 
nagers were dcfirous to blaft the eharafters of 
the witnefs. No fuch thing was intended 
nor tried. He revolted at tlie idea of im- 
peaching tlie chaiiidters of the witnclTcs he 
brought to t)»e bar. . The Managers felt that 
they were rdponlible for their conduA, and 
they djfdaimd to b ing witnclTes tb the bar of 
that higli tribunal, whom they previoufly knew 
to be improper, and unfit to be credited. It 
ib h.ippencd, that, lolicitows only of producihg 
ti-utli, they had cmleavourvd to do that which 
evety Court invariably praftifed in the cafe of 
an adverfe witnefs. 'Ihcy had endeavoured 
to refteih his memory by a le.iding queflion. 
Nov/, though on this, as well as on all quef- 
tions, he mull enter his proteft againfl the 
idea, that that High Ccurt was to be guided 
by the pra6ticc of the Courts below; con- 
tending as he flld, that their Lordihip^ were 
to beguulcd by thofc lulcsonly cf which he 
acknowledged, lire propriety ; y-.t fiill he was 
ready to put Ins ignorance againfl the legal 
knowledge cf »hc kaincd Counfll, and .to 
a:Mtc with them, that it was the^ conflau/ 
practice of the Courts to futfer leading quef- 
tions to bc^uc to unwilling Witnelles, and 
that tills was not cci'kfjc'ei'ed us an im)x;aoli- 
iiicnt cf their credibility.- Even in cafes of 
iliti and death, it was common to fay. to a 
witni fs, This was net what you faid befo d 
the Magiflratc> ; and that fuch refrefi;- 
ment of recollcftion was plopcr, and co^^tr* 
butid to tiioprodu^ion of truth. 7 his w;e 
all that they denied in this inftance.. «3Fhe 
wdaUs nd^ht have improved his kiu)wledge 
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by exercifing his memory on the point iince 
his examination before the Committee, and 
it would be no attack on his character, if^on 
a more precife recolledion his evidence might 
be different now from wliat it was then. 

Mr. Michael Angelo Taylor and Mr. 
Burke concluded the debate with a few 
words ; and it being pall fix o'clock, and quite 
dark, the Lords adjourned to their own Cham- 
ber, where they refolved to put a quellion on 
the point in difpute to the Judges ; and ad- 
journed the Court* to Thurfday the loth 
of April. 

Twelfth Day. 

Thursuay, April. lO. 

About half after twelve o'clock the 
Court met, and being opened with the 
ufual folemnities, and the prifoner brought 
to tlie bar, 

The Lord Chancellor informed the Hon. 
the Managers for the Houfe of Commons, 
that he was directed by their Lordlhips to 
inform them, tliat “ when a witnefs, pro- 
duced and examined, difclaimed all know- 
ledge of any matter fo interrogated, it is not 
competent for the Managers to purfue fuch 
examination by propofmg a quellion, con- 
taining the particulars of an anfwer fup- 
pofed to have been made by fuch witnefs in 
any other place, and demanding of him whe- 
ther the particulars fo fuggefted were not the 
anfwer he had made." Therefore he in- 
formed the Managers, that the laft qucftlon 
put to Mr. Benn was incompetent. 

Mr. Fox requeued that they might be 
'permitted to withdraw, and accordingly the 
Managers withdrew for fome time. 

On their return Mr. Fox addrelTed the 
Court in a (hort fpeech, of which the fol- 
lowing is the purport : 

The Hon. Gentleman faid, it was with 
great concern that he had to inform their 
Lordlhips, that the Managers could not ac- 
quielce in the refolution which the noble and 
learned Lord had communicated to them, 
without exprelTing their dire^l and pofitive 
diifent from the principle upon which it was 
made. Bound as they were to profecute the 
charges exhibited againll Warren Ballings 
with vigour, they Ihould in confequence of 
this refolution have felt It their duty to re- 
turn to the Houfe of Comilions, and refer 
the decifion to them ; but that folicitous as 
they were of profecuting the charges with dif- 
patch as w<dl as vigour, they had refolved 
for the time to acquiefee, but to acquiefee 
under a folemn protell> which he now made. 

^ ih acquiefeing, however, they begged leave 
to fay, that th^ fhpul^ ihainuin their elaim 

* The Coromutu thU day role firom twenty 
tiigheft. 


to fubmit the fame tort of ({uelHoil, if Id 
the further profecution of the charges it 
Ihould be found necelTary to the conlideratioil 
of their Lordlhips,^ and they Ihould alfo 
fubmit it to their deliberation in another 
way. They felt it to be of the mod ferioua 
importance, not fo much on account of the 
particular quedion oi^ which the refolution 
had been made, as it tnight apply equally to 
other qiiedions of more intered, and they 
did not know but that fuch redraint might 
feriou/ly adeA the courfe of public judice* 
It was to be obferved, that trial by impeach- 
ment mud necelTarily in its nature be diredl- 
ed only againd men of conliderable rank and 
influence; and it was therefore to be ex- 
pelled that the witnelTes to be examined 
would be involuntary witnefles — ^men who 
had cither been accomplices in the crimes, or 
who owed gratitude to the prifoner, •vCA 
that it would require all the powers of tiie 
Court to extrafi the truth, which it was the 
common wilh and duty both of the profecu- 
tors and the Court to obtain. Men of great 
confideration, when under trial, would na- 
turally poflefs proportionate influence— -the 
influence both of intimidation and of hope— 
and, what was dill more likely to be the 
cafe, the influence of gratitude. This was 
particularly applicable to the prefent trial* 
The prifoner, by the nature of his fltuatlon, 
had neceflarily attached to his intereds many 
whom he had protedled by his powei^ and 
raifed to opulence by his favour. Many 
perfons were involved in the crimes witli 
which he dood charged by the Houfe of 
Commons, and who, by their lituations, 
were the bed able to give information ; and 
therefore, in the examination of all fuchr 
perfons, it became eflential to the ends of 
public judice, that quedions of the nature 
of that upon which the refolution had been 
made Ihould be countenanced.— They ac- 
qulefced the more readily for the time in the 
decifion, from the confidence which they had 
in their Lordlhips love of and zeal for juf- 
tice, that when they came to refled that 
fuch quedions were indifpenfible, they Would 
be countenanced by that High Court. They 
were more ready aUb to acquiefee, becaulb, 
tliough by their refolution it might be denied 
to the Managers for the Commons to put 
fuch quedions, aright, however, which they 
would never give up, they were lenlible that 
it could iv>t poflibjy be denied to the pri- 
foncr, or to the Counfel for the prifoner, t6 
put fuch quedions if they Ihould think them 
necelTary 5 and becaufe they knew alfo, t»}al 
it mud be in the power of the Court, Whofo 
duty and whofe anxious wifli they knew it 

to flxty* The thermor^e^r dood th|re at the 
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waft be to fearch for the truth of every part 
of the body of matter brouglit before them 
in the charges, to aik fuch quellions as oc- 
curred to them to be ticccflary of thia kind. 
For thefe reafons, and alfo from an tarneft 
dedre of proceeding with all poflibie dif- 
patch and vigour, they had refolved to fuh- 
mit for the momevt, that the queftion of 
right fhould be waved ; at the fame time 
they could not help expreffing their furpiize, 
that their Lordlhips, who in the outfet had 
declared that in tliis High Court they were 
to be directed and governed by the forms 
and praAice of the Courts below, thould in 
this particular inftance think it nccedary or 
expedient to depart from the known, con- 
ftant, and uniform pradicc of every inferior 
Court of Law in the kingdom. 

On this Mr. Benn was called again to the 
Bar, on his further examination. 

Mr. BENN. 

Examined by Mr. Fox. 

Mr. Benn Aated, that he had not Teen his 
depofition fince he gave it in the Houfe of 
Commons ; that he wifhed to be indulged 
with a light of it, to refrclh his memory.— 
This was permitted to him.— He then went 
into comments and explanations of it. He 
iaid, his communications with the Rajah 
were not official : that, of courfe, the Rajah 
never complained to him of ill-treatment. 
That he was only affiltant to the Relident of 
Benares, appointed in J anuai y 1781. That 
the confinement of Durbejah Sing was in 
two ways firft, the guard was placed at 
the outfide of the garden ^ fecondly, on the 
infide, and fome in the houfe j but that he 
fuRained no other hardlhip, than in being for 
two days deprived of his boucca, viz. fmoak- 
ing. Did not know whether his confine- 
ment came from Government at large, or 
the Governor-General. That his papers 
were fe zed — his jaghire fequeRered, That 
it was generally underRood there was a de- 
ficiency in his accounts ; and that Culbully 
Ben, a farmer, had paid him monies, for 
, which he had net accounted. 

Mr. Burke here took up the examination. 

That the country of Benares paid as much 
as it could well afford to Goven^ment $ that 
it would not take care of itfelf,** as Mr. 
Burke demanded, but required fome atten- 
tion. That the article of Saltpetre, in that 
country, was of the nature of a Royalty in 
this, and was generally in the kamts of fome 
great Zemindar. That the Opium pro- 
* 4 uced about 470 cheRs in a year. 

0 Mr. Burke attempted to deduce from his 
examination, that the refources of the coun- 
try wens not e^tufi to the fun demanded 
mnuallf* . ^ 


CroR-examined by Mr. Law. 

^That the great refource of the coonti-y wai 
—ITS RELIGION : that a number of Pil- 
grims came there, and expended large Aims 
in travelling and gifts. To thefe the Salt- 
petre and Opium were to be added. And 
concluded by faying, that the money, 
lacks of rupees, awarded to Government by 
Aly Ebraim Cawn, was never paid. That 
another improvement had been propofed by ^ 
Mr. HaRings— the cultivation of fugar— 
which it was proved grew there with 
fuccefs. ^ 

Mr. Adam then rofe, to produce fome 
written evidence “ Country Correfpond- 
ence, and Minutes of the Secret Commit- 
tee '."—and fccrct indeed they were, as they 
confiRed of one continued Rring of Indian 
names, whofe founds occaficnaily excited 
the wonder of many of the ladies. I hey 
were read with great perfeverance and aRo- 
niihing gravity by the Clerk. 

Thefe being finlRied, the laR evidence in 
fupport of the charge was called in. 

Colonel GARDNER. 

Examined by Mr. Grey. 

He depofed, that he knew the country of 
Benares perfedlly. I'hat property was weU 
protedfed there. One only inRance of cru- 
elty he knew— that of a Cadet being wound- 
ed by the people of the country. That he 
had played at Chefs with Cheyt Sing, and 
walked with him in his garden, but never 
faw any violence in his temper. That he 
thought Mr. HaRings might have been cut 
off, had the Rajah wifhed it. Tliat wliea 
Cheyt Sing was arrcRed, the infurrcdlion 
feemed of the inRant, and not premeditated. 
Thought that money might have been ob- 
tained from him without bloedfhed. That 
an indireft application had been made to 
Mr. Markham, who wondered how in- 
terceffion could be made for a murderer.** 
Obferved no perfonal ahimofity on the part 
of Mr. HaRings againR him j but thought 
he was thus fuddcnly arreRed, for carrying 
on a Secret Correfpondence with the enemy. 
That arreRin^ was certainly an infult, as it 
was in all countries ; and imagined it might . 
have been done without. ^ 

Crofs-examined by Mr. Plummer. 

Thought ipuch of the violence proceeded 
from Cheyt Sing's brother, Sujah Sing, who 
commanded almoR entirely 3— a man of 
much violence of difpofition.— This evi- 
dence was finifhed by being afked— that 
•s he had declared his opinion of many per- 
Tons in the courfe of his evidence— 
his opinion was of Mr. HaRings ? To 
which he replied. That a more dmiahie pri^ 
ehmrsOir he had never known, than 

thiT 
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Hiat borne by Mr. Haftfngs ; and it was fo 
univefTally acknowledged *. 


THtRTE£NTH Day. 

Friday, April n. 

This day the Court being aflfembled, Mr. 
Anilruther began to fum up tlie whole of 
She evidence on the firft charge. He en- 
tered very fully, in a fpcech of three hours 
and a half in length, into the hiflory of the 
traitfafWons between Mr. Haftings and the 
Rajah of Benares ; but unlefs we were at 
liberty to follow him through tlie whole of 
the detail, it would be impoiTiblc for us to 
convey any idea of the happinefs with which 
he elucidate^ the whole of this complicated 
bufinefs. From the Aril fuppofed ferso. 
KAL affront offered to Mr. Haftings by the 
Rajah, to the exile of that unfortunate 
Prince, and the confinement and death of 
Doorgbidjee Sing, he was highly luminous 
and impreflive. In adverting to the rights 
of Bulwant Sing, and his fon Cheyt Sing, 
as diferiminated by the Governor-General, 
Mr. Anflruther was peculiarly happy. The 
former was a Zemindar, according to Mr. 
Hafiings, becaufe he paid tribute this 
had been made by that gentleman the fpeci- 
fic difiin£iion between a Zemindar, or land- 
holder, and an Aumeel, or colle^orj yet 
when his indignation was roufed againfi 
Cheyt Sing, his payment of tribute was the 
very reafon affigned why he fhould kot be 
regarded as a Zemindar ! 

Mr. Anflruther then took notice of the 
different arguments which had fallen from 
tlie advocates of Mr. Haflings, in reply to 
' the particulars of this charge. It had been 
urged, that the whole of his condud in 
India, though repugnant^ perhaps, to parti- 
cular flatutes, was flrlAly confonant to the 
unifonnpraflice in Afia. ** Would it have 
been borne,*’ alked Mr, Anftnither, “ in 
the Roman government, even at its mod 
degenerate period, in a Provincial Governor, 
on his trial for opprefTion, to have protcfled 
agaiiifl that fyllem of jurifprudence which 
he had violated— to have exclaimed, “ Try 
me not by your mild inftitutes— try me 
** not by the code of Jui'linian — for thefe 
accord not with the fyftem I have pur- 
•* fuedj— try me, on the contrary, by the 
prances of a Nero and a Caligula, and 
** by thofe fhall my journal of defolation 


** be fully juftified.’^— Yet this was pro. 
cifely *held forth by Mr. Hafling:s— “ Try 
me not,” faid he, “ by the Britifh laws $ 
fubje£l me not to ^the code of Aliatic ju^- 
tice; but try me by the pra^icesof CofTim 
All Cawn and Aliverdi Cawn, for their 
perfidy of opprefTion will find an ample 
flora of pre>:edent !” 

He concluded by afVuring their Lordfhips, 
that no pains had been fpared by the Com- 
mittee to bring forward tliofe parts only of 
the evidence on this charge, which went di- 
reflly to prove thofe fa^s on which tlie 
charge liad been originally founded. 

Mr. Benn and Colonel Gardner were then 
called in, and afked a few que/lions by the 
Earl of Suffolk, refpedling chiefly the firft 
infults offered to tlie Rajih of Benares^ at 
the time ol his arrefl, and the treatment of 
Doorgbidjee Sing during the time of his im- 
prifonmcnt. "fo a queflion, “ Whether, ac- 
coiding to the cuftoms of the nation, it was 
not a levcrc infult to deprive Doorgbidjet 
whilil confined of hi:? houcca^ or tobacco- 
pipe?” Mr. Benn replied, “ That it was 
not more than taking from an Euglifh gen- 
tleman his fnuff-box'' 

Mr. Burke tlien ftid, that before the bufi* 
nefs was finally fubmitted to the juflice of 
their Lordfhips, he found it neceffary to 
trouble their Lordfhips with a few words on 
the nature of the evidence which had been 
produced. It was to be recollefted, that 
fome of thofe men who had been called feo 
their bar had been the inilruments of that 
tyranny which was now arraigned. Thofo 
who were deputed to opprefs, were therefore 
to be treated with caution, when they fpoke 
of the mcafure of the oppi^flion. It was 
eafily to be feen, that thofe who had in- 
fiifl^ the injuflice, would not ufe the harfh- 
e(l terms when fpeaking of its meafure and 
its race. Of this nature appeared to be the 
evidence of tliat perfon who had fpoken of 
the privation of the boucca^ during the im- 
prifonment of Doorgbidjee Sing. To fome 
of their Lordfhips, happy in 4arge fortunes, 
and nurfed in the lap of indolence, fuch cir- 
cumflances might appear trifling ; but to tlie 
wretched prifoner, deprived of every com- 
fort, the fmalleft alleviation of his mifery 
was of importance, and left a vatuum in the 
forlorn refidue of his enjoyments.^ Jt was 
equal in that cafe what the objeft might bo 


* In the courfe of tlie day various Lords put difFerenf queftions— Lords Fltswilliam, 
Derby, Kinnaird, Stanhope, Ihirtchefler, Coventry, and, others. 

The Prince of Wales, the Duke of York, and the Dukes of GJoucefterOod Cumbertandi 
were all prefent. ’ 

The Commons were few In number indeed— lefs than on any former occafion ) and the 
audience leflbned fo continually from time to time, chat at laft fcarcely any hearers but tliofe 
who were obliged to hear were left in the Court. .7 
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» i < rB e n a fAa^T-'box.oi' a tobacco-box became ' 
ifnatters of moment. Their Lordlhips might 
fkve heard of a prifoner In the BaOilc, whofe 
IbUtude and mlfery found a reTpite in the 
play of a Spider^ whic^ he had grained in 
feme degree of familiarity. In that iingle 
enjoyment he bore his forrows witliout re- 
pining j but the circumAance being difeo- 
▼•red by his keeper, lhat inliumanity which 
erulhcd the fpidery plunged the otlier vidim 
into a defpair whi^ terminated his exilt- 
cnce* 

With lefpcA to the treatment of Cheyt 
Sing, on his arreA, it was only neceflaiy, 
Mr. Burke obferved, to caA a brief retrofpeft 
to the circumAanccs. The Rajah had been 
pppreiTed, until he could find no refuge, and 
degraded in the eyes of his people, beyond 
the reach of human confolatlon. — He had 
returned to his clofet, to addrefs himfelf to 
the Divinity— rthe Common Father of All. 
He was there fuifered to be infulted by a 
Cbubdar, a wretch of the meaneA clafs. 'I'hofe 
who had permitted this deed, had forgotten 
tile maxim, ^odrti facra mifer . — If they 
>had not remembered the reverence due to a 
Prince and PricA, they fhould have known 
that there was a facrednefs in mifery, and 
liave refpeAed his wretchednefs, even when 
they overlooked his rank. In revenging this 
infult, his fubjefis had merely done their 
duty* They had done what every Brltifh 
lubjeft, it was to be hoped, would do, if they 
faw their Sovereign fo degraded. To fay the 
.Rajah, who was a Commander, a Prince, 
tiiould not be difgraced, from being arreAed 
by one who had formerly been his fervant, 
find at the hour of his devotions, was ridi- 
fulous. And for what reafon ? Why, be- 
fsaufe he was not a Br^min — or a PcieA. A 
ycry admirable reafon indeed ! — “ Suppofe, 
(faid the orator, and with an audacity tliat 
was felicitous)— fuppofe a Lord Chancellor 
himfelf — be found at bis devotions, the 
Keeper of his MajeAy's confcicnce — and 
great as he muA be — fuppofe he fhould be 
thug taken away, would it remove the in- 
dignity that he was not a £i/hop ? No : — 
ghe ix)rd Chancellor would know, and feel 
fhe difgrace : He would think of the devo- 
tion he had loA| and he would not care whe- 
ther he was a Bifhop or no.'* 

The whole Court was in a roar of laughter 
at this nover flight^ The Lprfi Chancellor, 
however, kept his gravity. 

This laA' fpeech more thap tompenfated 
^x XM^ iegdium of the day, which certainly had 
been — “ earbone noianduSf** amongA the 

fuiiiar 

had but a thin attendance. 

THq broke up at htif paA four 


Foortbekth Dat* 
Tuesi>ay, AraiL 15. 

Second c a r g E; 

KXLAT2VE TO 

The BEGUMS, or PRINCESSES of OUDE. 

The Court being feated, 

Mr. Adam informed their Lordfhips, that 
he was commanded by the Commons to lay 
before them the particulars of the fccond ar- 
ticle of impeachment prefented againA War- 
ren HaAings, Efq. Confcioiis as he was of 
his want of abilities to dilqliarge fo arduous 
a talk, he had not prefomed to folicit it ; it 
was alTigncd to him by thofe whofe com- 
mands it was his duty to Obey 5 and though 
fo fpiendid a difplay cf talents had been made 
elfcwhcre upon the fame AibjeiA, as might 
fiightcn any man from purfuing it, yet re- 
lying upon the indulgence of the Court, he 
would venture, in obedience to his orders, to 
enter upon the fubjcdl, in treating of which 
he had the goodnefs of his cAufe and his zeal 
only to fupport him. 

The various articles of the fecond charge 
might be reduced under nine or ten heads, 
containing as many general pofitions, and 
the grounds of allegations of guilt againA the 
prifoner — FiiA, that Oudew.as a great, rich, 
and fiouriAung country — that the Begums, 
the mother and grandmother of the reigning 
Nabob of Oudu, were ladies of high birth 
and quality — that they were legrdJy in pof- 
felfion of great eOates, both real and per- 
fonal — that the property of them was legally 
veiled in thefe PrincelTcs — that the EaA-In- 
dia Compan> had guaranteed the poflelTion 
of them— that it was the bounden duly of 
Mr. HaAings to maintain the PrincelTes in the 
undJAiirbed pofleiljon of their property fo 
parantecd — that, on tlic contrary, he had 
invaded it, and even compelled their cwii 
neareA relation to fpoil them of it— that, 
with Iris knowledge, the PrincelTes and their 
families were treated with the greateA indig- 
nity, and reduced to the greateA diArefs— 
that, for the purpofe of giving a colour to his 
own unwarrantable proceedings, he had, by 
means of affidavits taken by the Chief Judge 
of India, Sir Elijah Impey, to the great dif- 
credit of juAicc, and of his fituation. Han- 
dled ibc Begi^ms, as the abettors of the re- 
bellion of Cheyt Sing, &c — and finally, his 
motives in the whole of the proceedings re- 
lative to the country of Oude, were founded 
i|i avarice and corruption. 

Upon thefe different heads, he begged 
leave to Aate to their Lordlhips the dlfferei^ 
pbfervations that occurred to him, and 
which, he truAed, would place the guilt of 
fhe piifoi^ fo fuch a point of view, that 
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Judges of Infinitely lefs dlfcemment than aflual Itatc of that Prince and his tenf- 
their Lordfiiips poirefied could not but be tory. 

Itruck with it. The Princeflcs of Oude, as he had dated 


That Oude was a country of confiderable before, were ladies of high birth and qua- 
extent, would appear from this fad, with lity. The Elder Beg^m, or grandmother of 
whict) their Lordfnips were well acquainted ; the reigning Prince, was the daughter of a 
that it was in length 360 miles, and in perfon of ancient and illudrious lineage, 
breadth X So j fo that it was nearly as long as who was of fufiicient power and confe- 
England, and as broad as this kingdom, quince to be able to dlfpuce the high office 
from the ifle of Anglefvja to the mouth of the of Vizier of the Moguf empire with tlie NI- 


H umber: it exceeded Ireland in length by 
70 miles, and was rather broader than any 
part of that ifiand. It was wealthy, becaufe 
it produced in fome parts various articles for 
trade and manufadlurcs, which were carried 
on to a very confiderable extent; and in 
other parts it was rich in tillage. Before its 
connexion wiOi the Eall-India Company, it 
was able to defiay the expenccs of all its 
efiablifiiments, without letting any run into 
arrear ; and the fize of thofe efiablhhmenrs 
might be collected from this, that when a re- 
dudlion in the army took place in Oude, the 
number of men fiill kept in pay amounted to 
36,000 rank and file. 

Thus was tlie country rich and fiourilh- 
ing, while the Provinces were fewci in num- 
ber tlian tiiey afiei wards became by the ac- 
ceffion of Douab, and the conquell of Ro. 
hilcund, or the country of the Rohillas ; but 
this increafe of dominion did not bring in- 
creafe of wealth to the Nabob of Oude; on 
the contrary, his finances fell into diforder, 
he became afioniihingly embarrafled, and his 
country was ruined. 

The origin of his connexion with the £n- 
glilh was the Rohilla war. That war the 
. Houfe of Commons in its wifdom had not 
thought proper to make the ground of a 
cliarge againR the prifoner, and therefore he 
would not urge it againil him as fuch : but 
he inuft make mention of it, for the purpofe 
of /hewing the origin of our connexion witJi 
the Nabob Vizier. When Sujah ul Dowlah 
formed the defign of adding Rohilcund to 
his dominion, he entered into a treaty with 
Mr. Hafiings for the avowed purpofe of ex^ 
terminating the Rohillas; and the price of 
our affillance was Ripulated at 40 lacks of 
rupees, or 400,000!. The fun that favir tlie 
beginning and completion of this infamous 
bargain had rifen in avarice ; its meridian 
'was in cruelty^ and its fetting in blood. From 
fuch a connexion nothing goed could be cx- 
pedhd ; and, accordingly, from that day for- 
ward the Vizier began to run into debts, 
which daily increafed, but were never fuf- 
fered to dimini/h. His embarra/rment> dif- 


znm of the Carnatic, and was at laft ho- 
noured by the Great Mogul with the title 
and office of Captain General of the Empirt, 
Her father gave her in marriage to Suto 
Jung, a man of very noble birth, who left to 
his fon Sujah ul Dowlah the dignity of Vizier, 
and from him it defeended to Afoph ul Dow- 
lah, Sujah' s fon, who now reigns over tf^ 
territories of Oude. The younger Beguiti, 
or Princefs’s niorlier, was net of birth fo 
illufiricus as the ioimer, but Rill /he was 
nobly born, and became the wife of Sujah ul 
Dowlah, and bore to him the reigning Na- 
bob Vizier.— Fpom this ffiort hiftory it ap- 
peared, that thefe ladies were of high rank, 
and intitlcd to great refpe£t, and to gredt 
e/lablifliments. I’hcy accordingly enjoyed 
both. — 7 'hat the e/tates which they po/ieiled 
belonged to them in propriety^ and wci*c not 
held by them in truft, /hould, Mr, Adam 
faid, be proved to the entire fatisfa^ion of 
their Lord/hips. The bare pojfcjjion of tfic 
perfonal efiates or treafures which they had 
in their palaces, was a proof of the propriety ; 
for as thofe treafures were depofited In the 
Zenana, 01 palace facred to the refidened 
of the ladies of the Court, it was Impof- 
fible that, according to the law of thd 
country, any huimn creature of the jidr& 
kind, cxcepc a hu/band, fon, or brother, coi^Id 
fet his foot within the gates of it : No coiln- 
jiulfory proccls, therefore, could be fenred 
or executed in the Zenana, and no onecoitld 
enter it to take away the rrcafurc. Woiiild 
not, then, their Lord/lilp> admit, that t!he 
*trcafure which no one could take from thin 
was really tlie property of the Prince/fti^? 
But the proof of the property did not 
upon thefe points* only, ilrong as it was* 
By the laws of the Koran, the Nabob was 
not reilrained from giving e/fates, both real 
and perfonal, in full property, to his motlier 
and grandmother ; and what one Nabob had 
given, another was pleafed to confirm.-— 
The younger Princefs had lent hCr fon 26 
lacks of nyjees, for which he gave her his 
bonds: here was xvidkntia rei that the 
money fo lent was not the property of the 


abled him from fulfilling his pecuniary en- 
gagements with the Engli/h, and gave them 
g presence for meddling with, the internal go- 
vernment of his country, and reducing him, 
at it were^ to a cypher. Such wat the 


boi'rowtr, but of the lender ; for no mixi 
borrows his own money, and binds himfclf 
to repay it. The Nabob's affairs g^wing 
Rill more and more en](f>arra/red, that Prince 
was /till preffing his mother for money, and 
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taiying claim to part of her treafures, as the 
property^of the crown, which h s deceased 
father could not will away. His mother, to 
. relieve liis diftrwlfts, and to fecui^ to herftlf 
the peaceable enjoyment of a pait, at Jeait, 
of her fortune, entered into a treaty with 
her fon, to which the EngliHt were parties 
and guarantees ; for without their guarantee 
Ihe would conclude nothing. By this m aty 
fte agreed to caneef her fon’s bond for the 
%6 lacks (he had already lent, and further, 
-to pay 30 lacks more, or 300,000!. making 
in the whole 560,0001. derling. In conli- 
deration of this immenfe fum given to the 
Nabob, that Prince rcleafed all claim to the 
landed and remaining part of the perfonal 
eilates, left by his father, Sujah ul Dowlah, 
to the Piinccfs his widow. The full enjoy- 
ment and poiTeflion of the eftates fo con- 
firmed to the Pegum, by the Nabob her fon, 
were guaranteed to her by Mr. Haftings. 
Whatever therefore might have been her title 
to this property before, her right under this 
treaty and this guarantee became as legal, ;is 
Arcng, and as binding, as the laws of in- 
dia and the laws of nations could poffihly 
make it.— The property of the elder Begum, 
or Princefs, grandmother to the Nabob, 
ftood exa^ly in a fimilar predicament, and 
on a fimilar foundation. She enjoyrd her 
c(lat('$ under a folemn treaty, and a folemn 
l^arantee on the part of the Englilh Go- 
vernment. But nothing legal, nothing fa- 
fred, could rcfift the lawlefs rapacity of Mr. 
HaOings, as^ thefe Princefles foon expe- 
rienced, 

As the repreftntative of the government 
that had guaranteed the treaties which fe- 
evred to theie ladies their property, it was 
hL< duly to interpofe his authority and in- 
finence In their behalf, if any attempt was 
OiLde to fjioil them of their fortune, in vio- 
laQon of the treaties s as a man, he was 
boimd b/every obligation of friendfhip and 
geiWofity to I?< 'he declared proteflor of the 
yopnger Princefs : that lady, in a letter which • 
iht wrote to him, and which would not dtf- 
crjdit the genius of an Elizabeth, or the 
abilities of a Cecil, Bated, that when 
Sujah ul Dowlah was in his lall moments, 
Ihe approached hi» bed, and lamenting the 
misfortunes which were likely to befai her 
and his young ciiildren, who were going to 
be deprived of th ir only fupport, he bid 
her not to afBifI herfelf fo much for his lofs j 
he would leave her a generous and firm 
friend and fupporter in the peifoti of Mr. 
HaBings, whg would be a father to his 
eh||dren. This letter was written at a time 
wb^ tMir fon Afoph ul Dowlah was endea- 
vouring to fpoll her and his grand-mother 
oi their property. Mri^ Haftings was mvved 


at the perufal of it, and wrote to the Nabob 
in behalf of his parents. In this letter he 
was clear and explicit upon the obGgatlon 
that children were under to honour and re- 
fjjcifl their parents, and the duty which na- 
ture itfclf dictated to all relations, to love 
and alTiB one another : tliat duty, he faid', 
was enjoined, not merely by tlie laws of this 
or of that country, but by thofc of all na- 
tions } it was proclaimed by the voice of 
nature itfelf. Here Mr. Adam obferved, 
that when Mr. HaBings was fpeaking the 
language of nature, no man could fpeak it 
more forcibly, or deliver it more intelligibly ; 
but when he was endeavoring to palliate 
affions of his own, which the laws neither 
of Cod nor man could warrant, his Bile 
was ambiguous and his lai jage obfeure, 
felting all fair conBruclion at defiance, under 
tlie fltew of fplendid high -founding but un- 
meaning difticn. When the prifoner wrote 
that letter, had he changed his nature ? or 
could tlie man who afterwards compelkd 
the fon to become his inBrument to rob his 
parents, have dilated fo humane a letter ? 
Pards bred pards, tygers begat tygers, and 
the dove never was hatched under the vul- 
ture's wing ; nature might fleep for a while, 
hut muB he nature Bill : and therefore, tho* 
the priibncr had for a time put on the fem- 
blance, and adopted the language, of huma- 
nity, it was only for a time $ he foon threvf 
off the mnfk, and difplayed the fame horrid 
difpolnion that di^>ated the treaty for the 
exurminarion of the Rohillas, and the fame 
barbailty th.it marlted the progrefs of that 
abominable war. 

Mr, HaBings C'cpc^Vcd tliat the country of 
Oude, cxhauBcd as it was by tlie immenfe 
foi tunes that had found their way fiom it 
into Great- Britain, by the extravagant mi- 
lit,iry cilublifhments that were kept up in it, 
and by tlie lubfidies paid to the Company, 
(hould be as full of wealth and refources as 
it was before its connexion with the En^- ' 
ghfh, when its revenue, exclufive of that of 
the Douab and Rohilcund, exceeded three 
crores, or thrf. s millions sterling, 
a-year. That revenue, when the Nabob's 
dominions were Icfs extenfive, defrayed all 
the exigences of government, and the Bate 
was not a rupee in debt t but fuch had been 
the drain of wealth from Oude after its 
conneflion with* the Company, that though 
the produce of the Douab and of Rohilcund 
was by theconqueB of thofe countries added 
to tlie revenue of Oude, the whole was in- 
fufficient to the chai^ of its eBablKhments, 
and the Nabob was- plunged in debt, front 
which he faw no rcfource of extricating him- 
Icif : but Mr. HgBings, more qiiick-fighted, 
pr lels ficrppuioui than (he I'rifiee, faw 9 
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great refourcc !n the real and i^erfonal e(lates 
of the Begums, and inlinuated to him, that 
if he would feize them, he would be able 
relieve himfclf from his cmbarralTments, and 
pay off a confiderable part of his debt to 
the Company. The Nabob was (liocked^ at 
the infinuation ; as a son, he felt a degree of 
horror at the idea of becoming the plundeier 
of his parents ; and as a man ok honou* , 
he could not bring hinifelf to violate a treaty 
which he Jiimfelf had made, and confirmed 
with an oath, and for which the Princeires 
had given a valuable contiderat'on. The 
fentiments of that Prince on the occafion 
were very ftrongly exprefled by Mr. Middle- 
ton, the Englifh Refldent at his Court, in 
thefe words, in a letter from Lucknow, da- 
ted the 6th of December, 1781 ; in another, 
dated the following day ; and in a third, da- 
ted tlie 9th of the fame montli : — 

“ Finding the Nabob wavering in his de- 
termination about the refumption of the 
“ jaghires (the landed eftatts of his parents), 

** I this day in prefence of, and with the 
“ Milliner's concurrence, ordered the ne- 
“ cefTary perwannalis to be written to the 
^ fevcral Aumeels for that ptirpofc ; and it 
was my firm icfolution to have dlfpatched 
“ them this evening, with proper people to 
fee them pundlually and implicitly 
** carried into execution ; but before they 
were all tranferibed, 1 received a mefiage 
from the Nabob, who had been informed 
by the Minifler of the refolution I had 
** taken, entreating that I would withhold 
•* the perwannalis until lo-morrow mcming, 
wlien he would attend me, and alFord me 
** fatisfadlion on this point. As the lofs of 
a few hours in the difpatch of the per- 
" wannahs appeared of little moment, and 
as it is polTible the Nabob, feeing that the 
“ bufinefs will at all events be done, 
** may make it an a£l ^of his own, I have 
confented to indulge him in his requefls } 
but be the refiilt of our interview what- 
“ ever it may, notlimg lhall prevent the or- 
« ders being ilfucd to-morrow, eitlier by him 
or myfelf, with the concurrence of the 
« Minifiers. Your pleafure with refpeft to 
« the Begums 1 have learned from Sir Elijah 
linpeyj and the meafure heretofore jjio- 
** pofed wUl foon follow the refumption of 
“ the jaghires. From both, or indeed from 
«* the former alone, I have no doubt of the 
complete liquidation of the Company's 
balance.** 

Dec. 7, 1781.-^“ I had the honour to 
addrefs you yeilerday, informing you of 
** the ileps 1 had taken in regard to the rc- 
** fumption of the jaghires. This morning 
** the Vizier came to me, according to his 
^ agreement, But feemlngly without anf 


^ Intention or defire to yield me fatlsfaiSllo* 

“ on the fubje^l under decifion j for after a 
great deal of converfation, confiding on 
his part of trifling fvafion, and puerile 
excufes for withholding his aiTcnt to the 
^ meafure, though at the fame time profef* 
fing the mod implicit fubniiflion to your 
“ wifiies, I found myfelf without any other 
“ refourcc than the one of employing that 
“ cxclufivc authority with which 1 cenAder 
“ your indrudlions to veft me ; I therefore 
declared to the Nabob, in prefence of the 
“ Minider and Mr. Johnfon, who I defired 
“ might bear witnefs of the converfation^ 
“ that 1 condrued his reje^lion of the mca- 
“ fure propofed as a breach of his folemn 
“ promife to you, and an unwillingncft to 
yield that alTidance which was evidently 
in his power, towards liquidating his 
** heavy accumulating debt to the Company ; 

and that 1 mud, in confequence, deter- 
“ mine, in my own jiidificaiion, to ilfue 
“ Immediately the perwannahs, which had 
only been withheld in the fanguine hope 
that he would be prevailed upon to make 
“ that his own adl, which nothing but the 
moft urgent neceflity could force me to 
« make mine. He left me without any re- 
“ ply ; but afterwards fent for his Minider, 
and authorized him to give me hopes that 
w my requifition would be complied with} 
“ on whicli I exprefled my fatisfa^lion, but 
« declared that J^ould admit of no further 
“ delays j and unlefs I received his ExceN 
** lency's formal acquiefcence before the 
“ evening, 1 fiiould then mod aflu redly iflue 
“ my p'vTwannahs ; which I have accord- 
ingly done, not having had any afliiranccs 
“ from liis Excellency that could juftify a 
** further fufpenfion. I fliall, as foon as 
“ poflible, infiirm you of the eflfeft of the 
perwannalis, which, in many parts, I ant 
apprehenfive it will be found nece^ary to 
enforce with military aid. I am not, 
however, entirely without hopes, that the 
“ Nabob, when he fees the inefficacy of 
** further oppofition, may alter his condudi, 
and pi event the confufion and difagreeable 
“ confequences which would be too likely to 
refuit from the profecution of a meafure 
“ of fuch importance without his concur- 
rence. His Excellency talks of going to 
Fyzabad (the refidence of his mother and 
« grandmother) for the purpofe heretofore 
mentioned, sn tlijree or four days. 1 wifii 
he may be ferious in his intention, and 
“ you may red aflured I (hall fpare no paint 
** to keep him to it.’* ^ .>t 

Dec. q, 1781.—“ I had the honouf to 
“ addrefs you on the 7th ind. informing you 
of the converfation which had pafled be- 
** twgon the Nabob and nrtt, on the fubje^ 



t tlM 


[ 3 

of refuming the jaghlres, and the (leps I 
had taken in confequence. His Excellen- 
cy appeared to be very much hurt and 
incenfed at the n^afure, and loudly com- 
plains of the ti^achery of his Minlflers^ 
firft, in giving you any hopes that fuch a 
tncjafure would be adopted j and, fticondly. 
In tlicir promifing me their whole iuj>port 
in carrying it titrough : but, as I appte- 
** fiei:)dc;d, rather than lufFer it to appear that 
the point had been carried in oppol'itionto 
•* bis will, he at length yielded a notuiHal 
** accfuiefcence, and has this clay iiTued his 
•* ovs/n perwannahs to that efteft } declaring, 

** at the fame time, both to me and his 
^ Minhlcrs, that it is an act of com- 

^ F»TLSlON.” 

Thus their Lordfliips would Ice, that 
thou gh this Prince had a regard for his cha- 
raAt:r as a Ibn, a man, and a Prince, and 
fi.lt a horror at tlie idea of violating an oath, 
Mr. Hailings was above all fuch trifi »s 
of confidcratlon, and was not fatished till 
lie FORCJED this unfortunate Prince to break 
tliro'ogh all the ties of nature and religion, 
and Tob thofe of the means of fuppoiting 
life from whom he derived his exigence. 

In the remaining part of Mr. Adam’s 
fpeet:h he Hated the hard/hips and diflrefs 
Which the other children and wives of his 
fethcarwere made to endure by the Nabob. 
Such was their want of food, the PrincelTes 
who had iiithcrto fupporttd them being 
lundered, that the brothers of the Nabob 
egged that they might be fuffered to go 
forth into the world, ,to earn thtir bread by 
their dtaily labour j and the women, who in 
India think the fight of a man, not Uieir huf- 
band or near relation, a downright pollution, 
expiabde only by death, were become fo out- 
rageous for food, chat they forced their way 
out cf the Zenana, but were beat back with 
blu dgsons by the fepoys. 

He could not fay that all thefe cruelties 
were committed by the exprefs order of Mr. 
Haftiiigs ; but they were perpetrated by the 
order of the Engliih Refident, who was the 
mere creature of Mr. Haftings, who aded 
under his authority, and who, with the 
luiqwledge of the Governor-General, had 
qagroned the adminiflration of every de- 
pattment in the Hate of Oude, civil, milita- 
ry, judicial, and of finance, and left the 
i^aboib but a fhadow of power: he knew 
alfo, that when all thefe p|rticulars were 
afterv/ards communicated to Mr. HaHings, 
he did not take one iingle Hep towards pu- 
tt nilhitig thofe who had afled with fo much 
^rl^^irity. 

lA the narrative which Mr. HaHings drew 
of this whole tranfa,dion he had rAtsirxsD 
datcs| ip order to impute guilt to the Be* 
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gums, which could not be Imputed to them 
if the true dates were fet down. 

• While the latter affertion was made by 
Mr. Adam, that temper which had marked, 
and fo meritoriously marked, the deportment 
of Mr. HaHings, left him for a moment, 
and acrofs his box, to a gentleman in it, he 
whifpertd, that the allertion was falfe I” 

At thefe words Mr. Adam grew more 
impetuous. 

“ What, faid he, fhall I hear, my Lords, , 
** and b(;ar, that my affertion fhall be con- 
tradided ? Shall 1, who Hand here as 
the delegated Manager of Commons, 
be told that I am advancing what is un- 
** true ? In the fituation in which 1 Hand— ■ 
and from that degraded man at your bar, 

“ loaded with crimes,^ and groaning under 
“ his enormities — 1 will not bear it. — To 
“ your Lordfliips I appeal for protxc- 
“ TioN !” — [Here various perfons in the 
Court rofe up — and a brother Manager 
touching Mr. Adam, he recovered himfelf, 
and went on more calmly.]— No, my 
“ Lords, my afTertions will prove*to be true s 
“ I will trace the guilt of Mr, HaHings — • 

“ from the firH attempts at expedience— 
from the trial of a meulurc, and the fear 
of its failuie, to the joy at its execution, 

^ and the triumph at its fuccefs:— I will 
fhew him to you, lalfifyiiig his truH— 

“ defrauding the EaH-lndia Company I 
“ will piove him guilty of forokry and 

MUR PER !” Mr. HaHings no longer 

ihewed any emotion. 

After various quotations from Latin Au- 
thors, by which Mr. Adam attempted to 
enforce his fpeech, and which he quoted and 
intermixed fo rapidly with Englifh, that it 
was almoH impofHblc to diftinguifh the 
“ dead from the Jlvine,” he proceeded to 
that part of the Begum Charge which brought 
in the name of Sir Elijah Impey. 

“ If I refpeft the Law, faid Mr. Adam, 
of which I am a Member ; if I revere its 
dodrines, or am proud of the profefTion 
— how muH I, and how muH every lover 
of the 'Laws or ConHitution, around me, 
•* feel, when we refleft upon fuch a man— 
fuch a lawyer, and fuch a being in tlye' 
charafler of a Judge, as is Sir Elijah Im- 
pey ! throwing afide the unfullied cr- 
^ mine, and the facred dignity of his pro- 
feHion, to go on the common errands of a 
CommilBoner ; to take the affidavit of 
every man who would make one; and 
4.hus, on ex parte evidence, fworn with 
^ fuch fpeed as left truth out of the quef- 
tion — and given in a corner— in the houfu- 
of Mr. Middleton, where, every dung that 
can create fufpicion, might be egpeffed 
4*’ be found-*thus to ddtroy thefe vuetche^ 
^ BeguiM 1” ' 



f S3 3 


After fpeaklng ^hrcc hours and a .quarter 
Adam drew towards the concluuon^ 
which he pointed as follows : 

“ If what once drew attention at tills B.lh, 
in the pOrfon of Lord Lovar : if then — the 
fame fumtnary mode of proceeding which 
Mr. Waitings chofe in India, liad heen 
“ ado]>tcd — what would your Lord/liips 
have thought — or, what would future 
“ times liavc faid of our memories ?— If that 
Loid Lovat, inftead of being brought to 
a fair and honourable trial, had been in> 
Hantly dellroyed by hiji conqueror— « the 
‘‘ great Duke of Cumberland — would not 
** youi Lordlhips, with one voice, havepro- 
^ nounced It unneceflary and inhuman de- 
ftrud-tion ? Not lefs fo was the conduA of 
mV. Haltings againll the PrincelTes of 
Oude : — unfortunate in having no Law 
but the Will of their Conqueior: — and 
whofo Will had no Feeling for its 
guide !'* 

“ At the clofe of his own written Dc- 
fence,'* faid Mr. Adam, “ rJr. Kaftings 
has taken up an addrefs limilar to that of 
the Earl of Stralford ; — He tells you, that 
he was lent young to India, and almolt 
unacquainted with Its nature and its man- 
neis that in the moll trying lituations, 
** he was forced to be his own guide 5 his 
own Politician; his own General j his 
own Divine ; and his own Judge ! 
That in duties fo numerous and fo coni- 
plicated, the bell aluliiies might err ; his 
talents have not that boaft ; and therefore 
“ Hiould his errors, if fuch vveie found, 
“ meet the pardon of his country. 

“ If a plea fimllar to the Bari of Strafford 
be taken up by Mr. HaHings — then will I 
adopt the anfwer of one of the greatell 
men this nation has ever had to boaft — I 
mean Mr. Pym, — He fays— and with 
“ juftice he urges it— Wealk not for pm- 
ternatural abilities, nor expedl them : but 
here, there is tranfgreftion againft every 
“ rule : The light of Nature: The light of 
Rcafon: The light of com-mon Huma- 
1 ** nity : all might have led him into a better 
I path ; but wilfully, he chofe to ftray from 
I the fafe road, and if danger Ihould await 
him, it is his own feeking.” 

^ Mr. Adam then addrelTed bimfelf to the 
Lords, and adjured them, in the different 
capacities of Judges, Fathers, Sons, Peers, 
Bnglilhmen ai^ Men, to find Mr, Haftings 
guilty *. 

Mr. Pelham would now have continued 


the Charge; but the Court finding that it 
was four o'clock, adjourned. 


Fifteenth Day^ 

Wednesday, April i6. 

Mr. Pelham informed their Lordfhlpe^ 
that it had fallen to his lot to make fome ^ 
obfervations upon the anfwer delivered by- 
Mr. Haftings to the Second Charge. And 
here he lamented their Lordfhips* rigid adhe^^ 
rcnce to a refolution, which introduced a 
pradlicc fo very different from that which 
prevailed in the Courts below, and which 
obliged him to rake notice of this anfwer be- 
fore any evidence had been brought by the 
accufed in fupport of it. The Managers la- 
bourer! under difficulties unknown to any 
former Committee of Managers ; and thofe 
difficulties were increafed by the number of 
friends by whom the prifoner was counte- 
nanced and protcdled. True friends, who 
wllhed for the honourable acquittal of the 
objeft of their fricndfliip, would require that 
every fource of evidence fhould be explored, 
and laid open to the judges ; for by fuch 
means only could anHONouRAr.LE acqui t- 
tal be produced. But thofe who confidcred 
not the HONOUR of their friend, but the im- 
punity of his PERSON, and the preserva- 
tion of his ill-acquired wealth, would 
wifii to keep back every particle of evi- 
dence that might throw light upon the caufe. 
Againft fuch friends of Mr. Haftings the 
Managers had to contend ; and from, the 
mouths of fuch men were they to endeavour 
to draw forth truth. 

Haviiyprcmifed this, he obferved, that 
the defence fet up to the fecond charge by* 
Mr, Haftings himfelf and his friends, both ■ 
in Parliament and out of it, refted en- 
tirely upon the plea of necessity.— 
The fciziire of the treafures and jaghires 
of the Begums could not be defended 
by fuch a plea; becaufe the prifoner was 
not obliged by neceflity to commit, this 
a€l of injuftlce : on the centrary, that ne- 
ceffity, whatever might be its degree upon 
which he refted his defence, was the confe- 
quence of his own malverfation, and there- 
fore it ill became him to urge one crime by 
way of juftifying another. The great fource 
of all the evils that had befallen the county 
of Oude, was in the refolution the Govemeyr- 
General had formed to make the Nabob take 
the temporary brigade into his pay : to this 
meafure might be afcribed and traced all the 
fubfequent calamities and diftrefibs of that 


* Mr. Adam was up three hours and an half, and ^a$ heard with great attention, tie 
many parts he deferved it. In parts there was a violence liberal men do not love. 

The Commons were more numerous than ufuaL The female part of the audience were Ui 
greater numbers than have lately been feen. 

F eountry 



iountry and its Sovereign. The fums ne- 
telfary for the fupport ol fuc!i a body of 
troops were too great for the trcafury of 
Oude to bear ; and the iconfcquence of their 
being kept up was, that the Nabob was 
^aily contra^fing debts, which he had no 
profpetl that he would ever be able to dif- 
charge. The Prince was fully aware of 
this, and frequently Endeavoured to get rid 
of the expence by fending away the biigadcj 
but he found he was not the niarier of Iiis 
own treafure, or the fovereign of his domi- 
nions ; for Mr. Fallings Iiad camld it to 
be fignlded to him, that tlie Council at 
Calcutta, and not the Nabob, lliould judge 
of the expediency of wlthdi awing the brl^ 
fade. It was evident, tlicrefore, that as the 
fieceflity which Mr. XIaltings urged in liis 
defence was founilccl in the difordcred llate 
of the Nabob’s finances, and as that dlfor- 
dered ftate was produced by Atr. Hafeings 
himfelf, the neceifity which he pleaded in 
bis j unification was cieatcd by himfelf, and 
tonfequently inadniifiible as an anfwer to a 
criminal charge. 

Another ground of defence was, that the ar- 
ticle in the treaty of Chunar, by which the pri- 
fonerconfented that the Nabob Ihould feize the 
lands of his mother and grandmother, was 
barely fermiffivey and by no means mperatwc. 
He would contend, that though this were 
•dmitted, the prlioncr w'oukl not appear the 
Icfs criminal j for as the En^lhh Government 
was folemnly pledged to maintain the Piln- 
icelTes in the polTelTion of thofc eftatc^, it 
was no Icfs a breacli of duty in tl4|^ad of 
that government to ptnmt than to tommxind 
cn a£t that amounted to a violation of the 
treaty to which the Engiilh were guarantees. 
Our juftlce ought not to fufter us to violate 
that treaty ourfelves j our honour was in- 
terefted in preventing another from doing it. 
But the truth was, that the treaty was vio- 
lated under the authority, nay by tlic cpw- 
mandy of the prifoner ; for by repeated mef- 
fages and injuniiionSy and under menaces of 
** a dreadful refponfibility,’* he urged the 
Hefident to a completion of the barbarous 
. ad of fpoiling the PrincelTcs by the hand of 
their own fon j and well knowing that fuch 
an would probably be rcfifeed, he ordered 
the Refident to ufe the Brltyh troops under 
hj^s dire^ion for that purpofe j and offered 
the aflifeance of further forces, ur^ng the 
execution in the following peremptory terms ; 

You yourfelf muft be petjtm^ly prefent"^ 

You rauft not allow any ncgociation or 
Jlf‘. forbearance ; but muff profecute both 

feryices, until the Begums (the Princefles) 
^ yire at the entire mercy of the Nabob.”— 

‘ i(beir IroroHiips had heard yefterday, from 
j^^j^hority of tifb Refidcnt's letter, that 


the Nabob, fo far from liavlng been a nuilffng 
inferument in tlic hand of the prifoner, had 
thiown all poilible delay in the way of the 
meafure ; and when at laft he lent his name 
and countenance to it, he declared and pro- 
tefted that he did fo by compuljion, * 

The prifoner could not throw the blame of 
this meafure on the Refident j for tlie meafure 
was fo far from originating with the latter, 
tliathe incurred the difpleafure of Mr. Haft- 
ings for having allowed the Nabob two days 
to confider of tlie part that he /hould take. 
The Refident was fo much a creature of the 
Governor-General, that he \Vas ready to fay 
or to unfay, to reprefent fairly, or to mifre- 
prefent, jiifl at the will and pleafure of h^t 
principal. This appeared manifeft from the 
following letter, wiittcn by Mr. Middleton, 
the Relident, on the 30th of IXccmb'-r 1781, 
fomc few days after he had informed him 
that Olliers had been ilfutd for felzing the 
eftatts of the Princefles, and that the Nabob 
had at length agreed to take an adi\e part in 
tlie bufintfs, though under a prouTt that he 
adled by compulfion. 

“ My dear Sir, 

“ I have this day anfwered your public 
“ letter, in the form you feem to exped ; f 
“ hope there is nothing in it that may ap- 
“ pcir to you too pointed. If you wilh the 
“ matter to be otherwife underftood than I 
“ have taken up and ftated it, I need net 
“ fay I (hall be ready to conform to wliatever 
“ you may preferibe, and to take upon my* 

“ feif any Ihare of the blame of the “ hi- 
“ therto” non-performance of the Ripula- 
“ tions made on behalf of the Nabob.— 

“ Though I do aflure you I myfclf reprc- 
“ rented to his Excellency and the Minifters, 

“ conceiving it to be your defirc, that the 
“ apparent aflumption of the reins of his 
“ government, for in that light he undeubt- 
tdiy confldered it at the firft view, as' fpc* 

“ clficd in the agreement executed by him, 

“ was not meant to be fully and literally en 
“ forced 5 but it was neceffary you (houlcL 
“ have fomething to Ihew on your fide, ai^ 
“ the Comply were deprived of a benefit, * 
“ Without a requital j and upon the faith of 
‘‘ this aflurance alone, I believe I may fafely 
“ affirm his Excellency's objeflionsr to fign* 
ing the treaty were given up. If I havt 
” underftood tlic matter wrong, or mifeon- 
ceived your defign,. I am truly forry for 
“ it J however^ it ts not too laU ta eorr^ tfi 
“ error, and I am nady to undertake^ andf 
God willing, to carry through, whatever you 
** may, on receipt of my puhtie letter, tell mo 
is your final refolve,' 

From fuch a letter their Lordfhips muft 
be convinced, that tlie Refident was too 
much devoted to the jirifoner to do any thing ’ 
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lliat he thought would dlfpleafe him — too 
much in awe of him to dare to cxec ate any 
great 'mcafure of ftate witliout his knowledge 
or command. Fortunately for the caufe of 
public jullice, Mr. Halting^ had quarrelled 
•with Mr. Middleton, and that quarrel had 
brought to light the dark tranfa^Hons in 
Oude, whIcJi otherwlle would perliaps never 
have feen the day. But unfortunately for 
Mr. I'laltings, the quarrel was not occa/ioned 
by the wratli of that gentleman, in finding 
that Mr. Middleton had exceeded his crdeis, 
but, on the contraiy, that he had not rigo- 
rouily fulfilled thofc harlh and *cv' injunc- 
tions, “ that he fliouUl not allow ^ny nego- 
• •• ciation or foibearance j” and Mr. Mid- 
dleton was guilty of the heinous crime of 

Mowing the Nabob two dayi to confi- 

•" whether he would take an aftivc part in 
.-iundering h!s par?ms. It would have been 
?jappv for thii country that the whole conduct 
of the Refident had been as irrepiehcnfible 
as tills part of dt. 

"I’liat the treaty by which wc were bound 
to protedi: the Begums was undeiltood by the 
Company to be a facred obligation upon our 
faith and upon our honour, appeared from 
the kttci wiitten by the Court of Direflors, 
iuiniedijttly after they had learned that the 
Prlncciko had been fpoiledof their property : 
they ft.ited in that letter, that as w'e were 
undoubtedly hound to maintain to the Be- 
gums the polfelhon of the jaghires, they 
truflcd that the guil^ of thefe ladies was as 
clear as day, and k matter of public noto- 
riety in the country, becaufe if it were other- 
wife, our national honour would receive a 
wound which could never be healed^ But fo 
far was that guilt from being a matter of 
notoriety, that it was not known at all, that 
it never was proved j nay, that it had not 
been fo much as urged as a reafon for the 
refumption of the jagliircs j for when it Was 
Fcfolved that fuch a meafure fhould be adopt- 
ed, it was reprefented as part of a general 
lyBem of policy, and not as a punifhmene 
inflifled on the Princelles for crimes com- 
mitted by them. It was reprefented to them, 
that the Nabob intended, for reafons of ftate, 
to refume all the jaghires in his dominions, 
and the jaghires of the Princeffes of courfe, 
as part of them. Here was no mention of 
guilt, or of fo much as a fufpicion of it. The 
truth of the bufinefs was, that Mr, Haft- 
it\gs, difappo|ntcd in his hopes of getting 
poflefTion of Cheyt Sing's treafures in the 
Fort of Bidjeg;ur, the army having divided 
(hem among themfelves, began to confidcr 
where he could get money. Sir Elijah Impey 
faw him at that time, and faid that he liad^ 
never ften “ lus grwt mind in fuch diftrefs.” 
Tha treafures and jagbirs of tlie Begums 


held out the profpeft of a plentiful refourcc, 
and he refolved to avail himfelf of it. He 
prcifcd the Nabob to difeharge his debt to the 
Company; that Piince pleaded Inability s 
Mr. l^Rings pointed out the jaghires of his 
paren%: the Nabob faid he lud retrenched 
even from the delicacies of his table, and 
from the number of elephants, &c- in hit- 
ftables, and had done jvery thing to dimi-^ 
nifh his cxjxinccs and pioduce favings \ but 
over tlie j ighires of his parents he faid ho 
lud no power nor authority : Mr. Hallingt 
infilled that he Ihould leiume them, and* 
juliified the meafure by the plea of mcejjity^ 
'I’his Wvis the plea of Bagjhct-lleath^^A 
higiiwayman might fay, “ I want money^ 
inurt have it.*' He might ftop a tiavellery 
but diOppointed of his booty, by not fi»d- 
ing any money upon him, he might fay to 
hiijifdf, “ there no hi^fc in tlic neigh* 
bourhood that 1 may break open ? 
the* c no rich old ladies whom I may phmde / 1 
I am in want ot money ; it is abfolutely 
neceffuy to me j and theicforc ntceBity 
being above all law, 1 mull have money at 
all events." 

The Nabob was fo. far from having been a 
willing inltrument in the hand:, of the Go- 
vernor-General on tins occafion, that even 
after he feized the jaghires, hj begged ho 
might be at liberty to rellore them. But on 
that head Mr. Haftings had written to th^ 
Refident, 'Mf the Nabob Hiall ever t^er to 
“ rellore their jaghires to them, or give 
them any property in land, you mu ft re- 
“ monftrate in theftrongeft terms agalnft it.’ 
Tou not PERMIT fuch an event to takg 
place^ until this government lhall havo 
received information of it, and IhsU havo 
“ time to iuterpofe its influence for the pre- 
“ vention of it.” 

O'he diftrefles brought upon the family of 
the late Nabob Sujali ul DowUh, in confe* 
qucnceof the feizure of the Begums' jag- 
hires, which deprived tliefe Princefles of th^ 
means of maintaining their offspring and 
the ladles and officers of their houftiolds, wera 
great beyond expreffion. Some idea of them 
might be formed from the following accounts 
©f them fent to the Refident, by Captain 
Leonard Jaques, who commanded the forces 
on duty, for the purpofe of diftreffing the** 
women ill the palaces of Fyzabad, 

“ The women belonging to the Khord 
“ Mohul, or leffer palace, complain of theif 
** being ii^want of every necefifary of life, 
and are at laf^ driven to chat defperation,^ 
that they at pight get on the top of the 
Zenana, make a great difturbsnQe, and 
laft night, not only alarmed the fentinds 
" pofted in slie garden, but threw dirt at 
thorn : tliey dmteqed to throw them- 
F a w ifclve* 
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*t felves from the walls of tho Zenana, 'and 
^ alfo to break out of it. ob- 

liges me to acquaint you of this matter, 
and to requeft to kttow if you have any 
** direi^Ions to give me concerning it. I 
“ alfo beg leave to acquaint you, iliat I fent 
H for Littafit Ally Khan, the Cojah, who hc*> 
the charge of them, and who inio»ms lUrj 
it is well grounded, that they Livs pUl 
** every thing they hud, even te the cloatU^ j‘ »m 
** their baehy and buve now no mean! oj J 
Jtfling." 

This letter was written on the 6th of 
March 1782 j but the chili eflesy of thefc wo- 
men grew fo urgent on the night of that fame 
day, that Capt. jaques wrote again the fol- 
lowing day to the fame Reficlent in the fol- 
lowing words “ I beg leave toaddrefs you 
again concerning the women in the Khord 
Mohul 5 their behaviour lafl night was fo 
furious, that there feemed tiie greateft pro- 
bability of their proceeding to the utmoll 
extremities ; and that they would either 
tbrnw ibemf civet from the or force 

open the doors of the Zenana (the women’s 
apartments). I have made every enquiry 
concerning the caufe of their complaints, 
“ and find, from Littafit Ally Khan, that 
tliey arc in a Jiarvwg condition, halving fold 
mil their deaths and neeejjaries ; and now 
f‘ have net wherewithal to fupport naturt.^ 
And as my infirudions are quite filent on* 
« this liead, I fliould be glad to knovi^ how 
to proceed in cafe they were to force the 
• « doors of the Zenana, as 1 fufpedl it will 
happen, fhould not fqbfifience be very 
♦♦ quickly fent to them.’* 

Thefe humane letters produced little ef^ 
fc£l} for, on the 30th of Odlober following. 
Major Gilpin, who had fucceeded Captain 
Jaques in the command of the troops of 
^yzabafl, wrote as follows to the Refi- 
lilenr. 

« Sir, 

Laft night, about eight o'clock, the 
^ women in the Khord Mohul, or Zenana, 
^ under the charge of Littafit Ally Khan, 
aiTcmbled on the tops of the buildings, 
“ crying in a mof lamentable manner for food \ 
<• that f^r the laft four days they had got but a 
f‘ very fcanty allowance, and that yeflei'day 
<• they had got no/ie»rr:The melancholy cries 
fS of famine are more eafily inoagiaed than 
f* deferibed 5 and, from tl^cir reprefenta- 
tions, 1 fear the Nabob’s agents for that 
bufinefs are very inattentive ? I therefore 
^ think it requiiite to make you acquainted 
f> with thefc circumRapees, that his Exccl- 
^ iency the Nabob may caufe his agents (o 
be more clrcumfp,8£l in their conduct tq- 
ti wards thefe poor unhappy women.” 

' was n6t iqore e^ediual ^liaa the 


others ; for the women and children of the 
Ltto Sovereign, father of the reigning Prince, 
ci?nrinuing expofed to fiequent want of com 
mon nLCciraues of life, and being forcly 
prellcd by fimine, th*^y were comptijed to 
brialc through all the principles of local de-* 
corum and rcl'ervc, which conftitiitc the dig- 
nity of tlvj fcmnle fex in that pari of the 
woild ; ajid after great clamour and violent 
attempts, for one whole day, to break the 
inclofuie of tlie pahee, and torcc their way 
into the public market, in order to move the 
cf»mpafTjon of the people, and to beg their 
bread j anti on the next day tliey aftually 
proceeded to the extremity of expcling them- 
felvcs to public view — an extremity, imply- 
ing the loweR date of difgracc and degrada- 
tion j to avoid winch many women in India 
have laid violent hands upon themfclves.— 
And they proceeded to the public market- 
place, with the children of the late 

Sovereign, the bioiheia and fillers of thf 
reigning Prince.— This appeared trom a ml- 
nijte account \vi itten to the Refident at Luck- 
now, b> the pcifon appointed to convey in- 
telligence to him trom Fyzabacl ; an account 
containing natteis highly difgiactful to the 
honour, juttice, and humanity of the Bri- 
tish nation, 

Heie hjr. Pelham read the following ac- 
count : — • 

“ The ladles, their attendants, and fer- 
“ vants, were Hill ai> clamorous as laft night. 
“ Littafit, the Darcca, \ycnt to them, and 
“ remontlraicd with them on the iinpro- 
“ priety of their condudl j at the fame time 
“ affuring them, that in a few days all their 
** allowances would be paid ; and Ihould that 
** not be the cafe, he would advance them 
ten days fubfiltence, upon condition that 
they returned to their habitation. None 
** of them, however, confented to his pro- 
** pofal, but were Aill intent upon making 
their cfcapc through the Bazar (the mar- 
ket-place) ; and, in confequcnce, formed 
themfclves into a line, and arranged them- 
felves in the following order : the chil- 
^rtn in the front ; behind them, the ladiea 
** of the feraglio ; and behind them again, 
‘‘ their attendants 5 but tlicir intentions were 
‘‘ fruArated by t!ic oppofition which they 
met from Littafit's fepoys. 

“ The nextoiay Littafit went twice to the 
“ vyomen, and ufed his endeavours to make 
** tl:em return into the Zenana, promifing 
to advance them ten thoufand rupees, 
« which, upon the money paid down, they 
“ agreed to comply with. But night coming 
on, notfiing tranfpired. 

On the day following their clamours 
“ were more violent thanuAiah Littafit went 
to cctifcf with them upon the bufinefs of 
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« ycftcrday, offering the fame terms. Dc- 
« pending upon the fidelity of his promifes, 
" they confented to return to their apart« 
ments, which they accordingly did, ex- 
^ cept two or three of the ladies, and moft 
•• of their attendants. Littafit went then to 
“ HoflTmund Ally Khan, to confult with 
“ him upon what means they fhould take. 
« They came to a refolution of driving them 
«« in by force 5 and gave orders to their fe- 
poys to beat any one of the women who 
‘‘ fhould attempt to move foiward. The 
fepoys confequently affemblcd, and e.ich 
one being provided with a bludgeon, they 
“ drove them by dint of beating into the 
Zenana. The women feeing the treachery 
of Littafit, proceeded to tlirow llones and 
bricks at the fepoys, and again attempted 
to get out ; but finding that impofTible, 
“ from the gates being fJiut, they kept up a 
continual difeharge of and bricks till 
** about ten o'clock, finding their. 

“ fituatlon defperatt, thiy retired into the 
Kung Mohul, and forced their way from 
** thence into the palace 5 and dlfperfed them- 
“ fclves about the lioufi; and garden. After 
“ this, they weredcfirous getting Into the 
Begum's apartment 5 but fhe being ap- 
“ prifed of theii intention, <jrdercfl her doors 
** to be fhut. In the mean time, Littafit 
and Hoflhiund Ally Klian pofted fentri-s 
to fcour the gates of the leifer Mohul. 
During tlie whole of this conflidf, all the 
ladies and women remained expoful to 
“ the view of the fepoys. The Begum then 
fent for Littafit and Hoffmund Ally Khun, 
•• whom flic feverely reprimanded, and in- 
** fifted upon knowing the caufe of this in- 
famous behaviour : they pleaded, in their 
defence, the impofliblUty of helping it, as 
the treatment the women had met with 
•* had been conformable to Ills Excellency 
the Vizier’s orders. The Begum ajledged, 
** that even admitting that the Nabob h.id 
“ given thofc orders, they were by no means 
** authorifed in this moment to difgi ace t!:e 
family of Sujah ul Dowlah ; and fhould 
they not receive their allowance for a day 
“ or two, it would be of no gr<?at moment 5 
^ what was paffed was now at an end; 
** but that the Vizier fhould certainly be 
acquainted with the whole of the affair. 
She then gave the children 400 rupees, and 
dififnifled them, and fent wqrd by Jumrud 
and the other eunuchs, that if the ladies 
“ would peaceably retire |o their apu tmenrs, 
Littafit \yould fupply them with 3 or 4000 
“ rupees for their perfonal cxpcnces, and 
recommended to them not to incur any 
^ further difgrace. The ladles followed licr 
advice, and about ten at night went back 
to ihe Zenana^ The next morning the 


“ Begum waited upon the moCher of Sajaft 
ul Dowlah (tlie grandmother of the rcign- 
ing I'rince) and related to her all the cir- 
“ cumllanccsof the difturbances: th; mother 
of Sujah ul Dowlalt leturned for anAver, 
that after there being no accounts kept of 
“ Cl ores of revenues, flic was not furprifed 
‘‘ that the fiimily of Sujah ul Dowlah, in 
“ their endeavours to piocure a fubfiffence, 
fhould be obliged to expefe themfclves to 
“ the mcanelt of the people. After bewail- 
ing their misfortunes, and fliedding many 
“ tears, the Begum took her leave, and re- 
“ turned home.” 

This narrative of diflrefs, occafioned by 
the poveity of the Nabob, and the fpoiling 
of his parents, both of which had their rife 
in the rapacity of the Governor- General, was 
fent to him on the Z9ih of January folJqw- 
ing ; but he neither ordered any relief in con- 
foquence of it, cr took any notice whatfo- 
ever of the intelligence he had received on 
the fubjedh In his Defence, indeed, he had 
fa’.d, that lie was not bound to proteft thofe 
people j but if he had any humanity, he 
would have ufed his influence, wliich was all- 
pov-erfui in Oude, to relieve the diflicflTes 
which he himfiir had ixcaflored. 

Vv'ith this narrative, aiui ibmc few obfer- 
vatiens upon it, Mr. Bduiin con-ludcd a 
fpccch, w'iiich he was throe hours in deli- 
vciing. 

Mr. Sheridan refe on the heels of Mr. Pel- 
ham, {?nd Hated an arrangement or two of 
order he fliould wifli to adopt, in the pro* . 
dudMon cf evidence on the cliarge now 
opened. The more material point cf his 
propofed airangcmcnr was to print, 'viih tlic 
participation ot the Priloncr’s Couiifel, who 
nodded confait, — *:r.t the whole of any '.volu- 
minous tradf exhibited in evide.nce, as the 
Benares Narrativ^e, &c. — only the parti- 
cular point, or pailial extraft, ftiidlly rele- 
vant, and clofily applying. 

Major SCOTT 

was then called — and was examined chiefly 
by Mr. Sheridan; — yet not only by liim, 
but by Mr. Fox, Mr. Burke, and Mr. 
Adam. 

The Peers who propofed each two quef- 
tions were, Lord Stanhope, Lord Derby^' 
Lord Stormont, Lord Portchefter, and Lord 
Loughborough, 

The printed anfwcr to the Benares c.harge 
was fhewn to the Major, to prove it was 
written by Mr. Haffings. 

His lyridence went to prove it was written 
by Mr. Halhed — That Mr. Haflings might 
fee or hear it, though in a way the moficurJory\ 
the night before it was he delivered —and 
that, before it v/as ddivcied to the Houfe^ 
(fveraj paffages were aduxl, and ftill cxift oa 
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Vit retirJed (*ly, in the hand-writing of Mr. 
Halhcd ! ^ 

That thefe additions Mr. Hafcings did r.ot» 
becaufe he could not fee them j and thefe 
additions include arguments thought molt 
excqjtionabic. The fpecilic pages, as 13, 
^4, &c. of the odavo, were thus"' noted by 
him with a pen and ink. 

Major Scott furtli<?r proved — That it was 
not only in the Benares cliarge that lucnali;- 
paration wa;> to be made — but in every charge 
except two, the anfwers were fi-pt^l ed, in 
the burry af the Jwe or Jix days pmjiuoedy by 
various inends of Mi. Halliiigs. 

Thele friends aic as follow : 

Mr. Shore, one of the Supreme Council, 
hfr. David Anderfon, 

Major Gilpin, 

Mr. Babel", 

Middleton, 

M-. Martin, 

Rfr. Benn, 

Major Scott liimfelf, 

wir?i Mr. Halhcd, befure-mentloned as the 
v.'»iJerof the Benares cliarge. 

7 »icfe, with other gcntlenicn, Okndly 
enough thus to communicate, had fui milled 
the anfwers to all tlie 21, cliargos. 

The two exceptions wore, the anf\^**;rj to 
theUohlila war — and the RingS — 

as then being tha (lud') ms thouy l t to 
hear the mojl firefly wc>c aulwvred by Mu 
Haftings himieli !— To thefe lie alio added 
the General Intiodudiion. 

. JScfoic this evidence was thus detailed, 
thrre was a (hort altercation on its 1 nti educ- 
tion j and the Counfel of Ivtr. Haftmgs ai- 
gued veiy fucctfsfully thia undeniable pl^a •. — ■ 
^ That in a criminal profecution, it is the 
-Ight, according ic all legal policy and hu- 
•* mane exj^edience, of every pcrion crimi- 
nally charged, to review any declaration or 
** conftlTion that may have efcaped him j 
•* and in any mode of mitigation, if he can, 
^ to iliuflrate and explain — with tlie aid, 
•* collateral or dirc^V, of all thofe motives, 
whether of fadlor argument, which mlgiit 
^ have induced him fo to deliberate, or fo 
to do.*’ 

Mr. I.aw well referred to the cafes of Scl- 
den and Sir J. Elliot. Mr. Plummer ufed 
dexteroufly the familiar inftance of conlef- 
fions Ix^foie a Judice of the Teace : and Mi. 
Dallas svas following at a good rate, when 
was ilcpp^.d in the belt way, by tlie point 
being carried. e 

The clock was near Irx, when the Court 
adjourned 


Sjj[TtENTii Day. 

Thursday, April 17. 

'' The Peers aflembled at tlic ufual hour# 

Mr. Sheridan infoimed the Couit, that tha 
firil evidence whom it was propofed to call, 
on, was 

Mr. HOLT, 

a gentleman who had been long Refident ia 
tl;e Piovince of Oude 5 and whofc evidence, 
from his official htuation, w'ould apply to 
fome other charges bcfide that which was 
now to be proved. 

The Counfcl for Mr. Haijtings defircd to 
know to which of the future charges the evi- 
dence of Mr. Holt was to be applied. 

Mr. Sheridan anfwered, that in a bufinefs 
fo compllcateil, and of which the parts were 
fo intimately interwoven with each othei, it 
was not poffible to afcjrtain in what part of 
tlie buhnefs any fpecific evidence might be 
dtw.ncd iin>:Liraiy to the profecution. 

Mr. Holt was called — 

His evidence in part applying to this charge, 
and to another. — it thtie was fome fmall ii - 
regularity in this mode, it was none but what 
liumanecxpcdience would approve ; for other- 
wife Mr. licit, who is aiifetul fu vant of the 
India Company, would have loll his vovage. 

Mr. Holt was an aflillani to Mr. Middle- 
ton and Mr. Briftow, when Rcfidcnts at 
Oude j and he was called to exhibit^what 
tedir.iony he could, as to the dijotdcis (,f 
I luknow — and Iuav far ili’y were or were 
not conceivable to exill, with the 
of Ml . HuIliujs. * 

For this puipofe he was examined, not 
only a* to t’aiSls, but opinions— what, on 
certain topics, was the lumour, and the lup- 
pofed rumour, among ihc peoph ? 

This Mr. Buike and Mr. Shcridir, in few 
words, maintained to lie expedient, and vciy 
potently applying : Mr. iiaw, in word-, 
yet more few, ohferved to be new doclrine 
as w evidence, but which he admitted j 
claiming only a reciprocal right to advance 
on hcarfay, in his turn. 

Mr# Sheridan, in the outfet, called on Afr. 
Holt for a nanativc of the country 5 its po- 
litical and phyfical circumffimees. 

Mr. Holt very neatly wavetl his attempt of 
fcch a talk ; — as in a count'-y like that, as 
large as our iHand, he might ea fi Jy w^ni 
wolds at leall, if not fentiments, to exp.^- 
liatc. He begged therefore the Hon. Ma- 
n..g£'r to break the mafs of his general en- 
quu> into particular qucilions, which li« 
would ciy to ani'wer as well as he could.^ 


* The auditory were rather numerous, and r.ilier more unquiet, from colds and 
fBough^, than ever we heard br*i« rc . — 'I hr Pee'clft*- wcu few 5 and the Commons not fifty, 
liB pafi thtrcco'clcvllb— wh£n, by (iic lucktcili Air/dir.'r/, il.ey cfimc in great numbm. 

in 
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In the ccuife this examination, he 
ftated the local dlllrelTcs to have arifen iVom 
the influence of bad feafons, and unfavour- 
able government— That there had been re-* 
miffions of tribute— That in refj>e£l to pu- 
nifhmentb, fomc were corporal, with a thong 
— That impiifonnient was in forts, and in 
open fquares, inclofed with bamboo canes. — 

M liat the fun might happen to be unpleafant 
—That he had beard Col. Hannay died worth 
3c lacks, or 300,000!. — That he hod beard . 
mofl: of the money was remitted to Calcutta, 
fomc in goldpores, feme in ether forms — 
That the people of that country fometimes 
fold their children — which had been attempt- 
ed to be flopped. 

The great olijcft attempted, hy addu- 
cing the evidence of Mr, FIoli, llemed to be, 
to prove the infliuncc which Mr. TIafiings 
held over the Kaht'b. How fir this was 
proved, it Is not for us to fay— for us to de- 
termine. 

It appeared, however, on the crofs-exa- 
mination of Mr. Holt by Mr. Law, as 
Counfel for the defendant, that if the police 
in many of the towns was bad, it was not 
Mr. Haftiflgs who prevented any of tlie pro- 
per proceedings of the Courts— That as to 
ind,^r <r <7 inter fet it was ufual for the Re- 
fidents occaftonaliy to interfere in the Na- 
bob's government, — That the taxes were 
always collecled under an Aumccl giving 
diredlions to a military force— That Major 
Ofborne had been employed on this duty ; 
but that no complaints had been, or could 
be, made againfl his condud in that duty.— 
T*liat Dodor Thomas, wlio had a falary from 
Government, was the furgeon to the Vizier ; 
and a gre.tt favoi'rite with him, on account 
of t!ia.tj/ 5 ti// the Vizier had found ncceffary to 
have rccoinfe to. 

Mr. Holt was e?^amined — re-examined — 
frofs-examinetl — and rc-cri'fs-examincd, for 
the fpace of hours ' by MefTrs. Sheri- 
dan, Burke, Adam, and one nucftlon was 
ventured on by Major Pelham :—TIicn, on 
the other fide, by Mr. Law- and Mr. i*lum- 
mcr — through every part of which he fpoke 
with plainnefs, preciiion, and diftinguifhed 
good fenfe. 

The Coiirt put different queflions to Mr. 
Holt, on the fubjed of finding out the know- 
ledge which Mr. Haftings might have of dif- 
ferent tranfadions 5 but which was not 
proved in the affirmative. 

Mr. Holt, in the courfe of his evidence, 
gave a very curious defeription of the Na- 
bob’s cavalry their uniforms being fre- 
quently coats without ileeves, and Beeves 
fewed to half a fhirt. 

Mr. Burke made fome obfervations on tlie 
Defence delivered in by Mr. Hadlngs as hit 


own. He declared <Mie now knew not whn 
** to call it '.—whether his legitimate or his 
" natural child : — whether it was his by 
adoption j or, v/hethcr it had been tied at 
bis knocker^ and fadteied by him out of 
charity!” 

In the courfc of the various difeuffionf 
which arofe from the objedions of Mr, 
Haflings's Counfel, the Lord Chancellor con- 
cluded an obfervation, by faying, “ that bo 
felt himfelf refponfible to that High Court 
** for every opinion he fhould deliver, and 
“ for every other part of his condiid.”— Mr* 
Biiikc icplied, by admitting the refponfibi- 
lity : hut declared, at the fame rime, that 
the Managers of the Houfo of Commons, from 
the whole of his Loidfiiip’s condud, had felt 
the mofi perfect fati fadVion. 

At five o’clock, the evidence of Mr. 
Holi being concluded, the Court ad-* 
inirncd. 


SrVENTEKNTlI DaT. 

Tuh^oAv, April 22. 

The Coutt being met f®on after twciv* 
o'clock, Mr. I'surke Rated, that Mr. Holt 
not being on his departure to India, it waa 
wiflied to liavc him called again, for his an- 
fwer to a few queflions. The queflions 
would be very few, Mr, Burke faid —but very 
important. 

TheCounfelof Mr. Haftings not cppofing, 
and the Chancellor nodding confent, Mr. 
Holt rc-appeared. 

He was examined by Mr. Burke — he 
was ciofs-examined by Mr. Law—- in a man- ■ 
ncr to each examiner equally reputable} 
both for pertinence of drift, and perfpicuity 
of expreiru II. 

The leading points illuflratal liy his evi- 
dence was, that in Oude there was fofhe* 
local rcfliaints on the commerce airJ manu- 
fadure of the country — That Mr. Scott had 
a monopoly of cloth — but that the propofed 
gain, from theie reflridlions, was veiled' in 
thetreafury of the Company. 

lliis evidence Mr. Holt gave with perfect 
fahnefs and ready intelligence — anfwering 
very nc.itly, not only the Manager and the 
Counfel, but Lord Portc^fter, Lord Sufibik, 
Lord Kinnaird, and Lord Stanhope, to a 
quefllon or two from each. 

Colonel Ilannay’s fortune was ng.iin men- 
tioned by Mr. Burke— and Mr. Holt havm^ 
faid from bearfay^ that perhaps eight or ten 
people mi^it have told him, in c.afual talk, 
that Mr. Hannay' 5 fortune was rumoured at 
30 lacks of rupees, he was afked, whether 
he fuppofed thofe eight or ten people were 
the only people who fo calked of the ru-* 
mour in queflion 

* At 



At the clofe cf this c:;aminatlcii, Mr. 
Kelt mentioned, that he had been Tihiiit'd 
in the Morning l/erald, and ieqiicfl;.d tlie 
protc^ion of the Conti. 

The Lord Chanct4''lor ♦■old him, t*’\t the 
Court could not at that time, and in ihai 
place, take iiis complaint into conlideiation. 

Mr. Sheiidan then obferved, that t!ic or- 
der in which the evidence was to have been 
brought foiward fiad been in foine degice 
deranged by the neccffity of bringing /oi ward 
in an catly ftage the whole of the ev.cicnce 
of Mr. Holt. That nccclfity, liowcvei, be- 
ing done away, it was the intcntic’ of the 
Manageis to piocecd in fi.iuie in the moft 
regukr form j — fer this purpofe it wat. ne- 
ceii'ary to dcfire, that the anlvver to the 
prefent chaige delivered into their Lordlnips 
by Mr. Hafiings niould now be read- 

V/hen this defence, which occupied near 
tv.M hours, was concluded, Mr. Shtiidan 
rofe to alhire their Lordihips, that there was 
Hot a Aatenicnr in that anfwer which was 
llri^lly accordant with the faCts, nor one 
tending to the jUlVificatlon of Mr. HatHngs 
wliich, as the Managers trufted, they could 
not fully difprove 1 

Seveial letters were then read, extrafted 
from the Confuitatiens, to prove fiom the 
language of Mr. Haitings himlclf the high 
dignity and refpe6l due to the IhinceflTes of 
Oude. Sonic lettcis from Sir hlijah Impey 
to Lord Rochford, the ilien Secretary of 
State, were produced to the fame effed ; 
and the late Chief JufHce of Bengal himfclf 
was alfo called to eAahlilh the fame propo- 
fiticns. Sir Lhjali admitted very fully, that 
nothing could be more lacied than theclia- 
ra^lcT of a woman, nor more vcnei able than 
that of a motlier, in India. 1 heir inviola- 
ble modefty had been regaided in his own 
ctu’c A-r cllabliihing tlie Engliili laws, which 
dlfpcnicd \\itli tlieir appearance in Courts of 
Juilicc. Kc was convinced of the propriety 
of this difpenfation, by the only inAance 
which liad met his experience — A woman 
bad been tried for adulury j flic was honour- 
ably acquitted, and treated wdth every mark 
cf refpedf; yet fucli was her fenfe of a 
public exhibitionVof her perfon, that her 
feelings preyed upon her heart until flie put 
an end to her cxiftencc. 

Mr, Burke, after obferving that it was 
highly necelfary to prove the refpcdfability of 
thofc principles, with the confequent deli- 
cacy of their feoKngs, as fome attempts had 
been made to depreciate their title to diftinc- 
tion— procieded to ftate the fenfe of perfons 
in general, profelT.rig the Mahometan leii- 
gion, with rufpe^f to the veneration due to 
the pai'tntal charaftcr. He quoted for this 
pur^fe fome. paiB^es from the treatife puba 


lllhed by Demctrhis Cantcmir, the MuAuf* 
man Prince and Pried of Mold<ivia, con- 
taining a ferics of hidorical comments on 
^'llc text of the Koran. 

1 he Counfel for Mr. Haftings objefted to 
this evidence. The reverUs ef pneji^j Mr. 
Law faid, were neither relevant on the oc- 
cafion, nor a proof in any degree applicablo 
in a Court of Criminal JuAice. 

Mr. Burke reidicd, that whatever might 
be faid lefpcdfing the n-verits of ptiejisythty 
were fully as valuable as the waking dreams 
of fome learned gentlemen. — He profelfcd 
himfelt never to liave undq'dood, tliat tho' 
hidorical evidence might be inadmiAiblc as 
to particular fadls, it ihuuld be ohje^fed to 
as a proof of local cudom. — Mr. Sheridan 
added, that if Prince Cantemir would not, 
he truited that Mr. Juftice Buller might be 
believed. — When the laugh excited by this 
wljimjical ajfociation had fubfided, Mr. She- 
ridan quoted a paflage from Mr. Buller' s 
“ Law of l^fi rfiuSf" to prove that fuch 
hiftorical palTages were to be allowed in 
proof, as to matters of local ufage. 

'1 he Clerk then proceeded to read the 
following aniong t thei extrafts 

VALID E SULTANA. 

“ This name is appropriated to the mother 
“ of the reigning Sultan 5 and (he cannot 
“ be fo called befoie her fon is arrived to the 
“ Imperial dignity, or after his depofition ; 

** becaufe none but Mahmud Fatih and 
“ Selim Yaiivuz have happened to mount 
“ the throne in their father’s life-time.— 

“ The Sultans have always treated their 
‘‘ mothers with great refpeft, in compliance 
with the divine precepts, and thofc of the 
“ Koran, They can not only introduce 
and change many things at pleafure in the 
Seraglio, but alfo the Sultan is foibid by 
the laws to lie with ’any of the women 
“ kept there, without his mama’s confent. 

“ Every day, during the Fcaft of Bairam, 
the Sultan-mother prefents a beautiful vir- 
“ girky well educated, richly dreffed, and 
adorned with precious ftones, for her Ton’s 
ufc : and though the Vizier, and the reft 
of the BaOiaws, fend, among other things, 

** young virgins for prefents to the Emperor, 
yet he touches none of them but what is , 
«« brought by his mama. If the Sultan has 
a mind to chufe a concubine unknown to 
** his mother, he may indeed do it without 
“ oppofition 5 but he is reckoned to* a£t 
eontraiy to the rules of the Seraglio, and 
** againft his mother' i honour / Vesy often, 
the Sultan communicates to his mother 
“ the afFiiirs of ftate, as Sultan Maliomet is 
known to have done y and fometimes fl^e 
has conferences with the Vizier and Mufti, 

“ under a veil, that (he may not be feen, 

** and 
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if he Tent every paper to Calcutta which it 
was his dirty to fend f He begged^ that as 
t^’s queftion might have a tendency to tri- 
minate hiin» he might be excufed from an- 
fweringit. — The Court granted his requeft. 
Being aflccd, what he thought of the paper 
which he was of opinion had been prepared 
for ligning, but had not been executed ? he 
replied, that he thought it the fame in fub- 
ilance with that which he had figned with 
the Begum. 

Lord Loughborough aiked, if he was not 
now aware that there was an ejfsntial va- 
riance in the one from the otlier. He faid he 
was. His LordAiip then afked, how he 
could ftill think them the fame in (hbilance ? 
Ht could not tell. 

Lord Stormont obfcrved, that a man em- 
ployed in an important negociation might, 
after the lapfe of years, forget what parts had 
been admitted, and what reje^ed j but he 
wilhed to know, whether the witnefs was of 
opinion, that any man fo employed could 
forget whether his negociation had ended in 
treaty or not f Mr. Middleton replied, 
that he was of opinion he might; for he 
hinifelf had forgot what had been the event 
of his negociation with the Nabob. — Many 
other qiieftions were alked by the Managers 
and by noble Lords; but Mr. Middleton 
faid, his rccolleAlon, after a period of ten 
years, was very imperfect, and be bad never 
finee rtftejkedhis memory oii the fuijeil. 

At a quarter paft fix the Court ad- 
journed. 


Nineteenth Day. 

Thursday, April 24. 

The Court having alTembled before twelve 
•'clock, a variety of papers extraded from 
the Secret Confultatlons were read for the 
purpofe of proving the fituation of the Na- 
bob of Oude in 1780; his diilrenTes, even 
after the reduction of his houlhold ; his pro- 
pofal to tax the incomes of the various Jag- 
hidars in his diftrlfl, and the relu^ance 
which he exprefled to the inclufion of the 
Begums in this meafure.— Some of his ap- 
peals were Angularly pathetic : — « I prefer 
** the interefts of my friends," faid he, 
** even to life Itfelf ; but what can I do in 
my prefent fitiution f I have houies, ele- 
phants, and cattle ;— -if thefe will fuffice 
for the payment of my debt, take them ; 
** —if there be found any uncoUeAed reve- 
** nue, you may receive it without oppofi- 
** tion.— 1 have difehar^ my old fervants, 
^ 1 have coiiitraded my expences ; but in a 
** mined country, and from the failure of the 
^ laft harveft, it is impoBible ibr me to 


comply, in thi tmbiuut Hated, with your 
demands.** 

The Managers defired that 
Mr. P.URLING 
fliould be called in. 

This gentLman ftated, that he had oeeii 
Refident at the Court at Lucknow, and had 
prelTed the Nabob to tax the jaghires for the 
purpofe of finding meins to liquidate his debt 
with the Company. The Nabob told him, that 
it was not in his power to tax the jaghires, at 
Icaft ftich of them as were poflefled by his mo- 
ther and grand-mother, as he had entered in- 
to treaties with them both, by which he had 
bound himfelf to leave them the undiliurbed 
pofTefllon of all their real or perfonal pro- 
perty, renouncing, at the fame time, all 
claim upon either, and all right to make any 
claim ; and that thofe treaties were guaran- 
teed by the Englifh. That, as a proof of 
this, the Nabob caufed copies of thefe two 
treaties to be delivered to the witneft, one of 
which bore the (ignature of Mr. Briflow, the 
other of Mr. Middleton; the former was put 
to the treaty with the younger Begum, the 
latter to that with the elder. This latter 
treaty was that which Mr. Middleton could 
not recoUeift yefterday that he had ever figii- 
ed. But fo fatished was Mr. Purling that 
they were authentic copies of fubfifting trea- 
ties under the guarantee of the Company, 
that he fent them to Calcutta, and ftat^ 
them to have induced him to defift from im- 
portuning the Nabob to tax the jaghires in- 
cluded in the guarantee. Mr. Middleton 
was at Calcutta when Mr. Purling Cent thi« 
ther the copies of the treaties ; and though 
Mr. Haftings had an opportunity of making 
enquiries from Mr. Middleton at that time, 
about the authenticity of this latter treaty, 
Mr. Purling never had any doubt exprefli^ 
to him in his official difpatches from Calcutta 
on the fubjefi. 

The next wimefs called was, for the lb« 
cond time, 

Mr. MIDDLETON. 

Examined by Mr. Sheridan. 

He was again referred to the Treaty of ySg 
which he did not perfeffly recoiled : That he 
was almo/i certain that the Bow Begum waa 
always confidered as being under the irnrae*^ 
diate protediion of the Eaft-lndia Company^ 
which was the reafon, be thought^ for his 
undertaking her canlh. That he had refrtjb^ 
ed bis memory by lookiiH over the Minutes 
for abou^ a quarter of an hour that morn-' 
ing ; but that he was nearly certain he might 
have had accefs to them at any time 1 Tha^ 
as to the Treaty, he conBdered it as a regu- 
lar engagement ; but could not exaSly faji 
how ; and esrtt^y did net remember poUk^ 
G a tively 
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flgnlrg the Treaty at all 5 — r/ he did 
itgn it, it was merely as a witnefs, to make 
it an inflrumcnt, but without any authority 
/rom Government. , 

Amongft other happy queftions, was the 
following to him : 

Did he recollect any circumAances that 
made bimferget one Treaty more tlian an- 
other?" • 

To which the following craeular anfwer 
.was given:— 

Spoke from probability — without the 
leajl recoiled ion 

Mr. Middleton then proceeded in the fame 
jperfpicuous manner. He thought he had 
heard fomething of the intended impeach- 
ment of Mr. HaAings by the Houfe of Com- 
mons — but was not certain.— Had furniAied 
Major Scott with the materials for the an- 
fwer to one charge, and had read it, but did 
not entiiely recolleft the contents of it.— 
Went by accident to Drapers' Hall j but had 
received a note from Major Scott, dcfiring 
him to call there, in his way into the city, 
which he did — by accident. This was 
while Mr* HaAings was in Scotland, and his 
Defence was preparing. Whether he went 
with Major Scott to Drapers’ Hall — Could 
not recoiled. 

After MclT. Sheridan, Burke, and Adam, 
Jiad fufficiently wafted this evidence, and for 
which his extreme confufion and CiTibarrafT- 
ment gave fufficient occafion, he was p'jr- 
mitted to retire. 

. To fay the truth, Mr. Middleton feemed 
to have brought nothing to a certainty. “ I 
•Mill not be Jure thefe are my bands^^' might 
have been his motto ; and this air of total 
uncertainty threw a ridicule over his manner 
and charattcr, which we hear from all quar- 
ters he by no means merits. 

The Managers proceeded next to give evi- 
dence in fupport of that part of the charge 
which relates to the removal of Mr, Brillow, 
the Refident anointed by the orders of the 
Court of Directors to the Vizier’s Court ; 
bis re-appeintment by the fpecial command 
ftf the Directors ; and his hnal removal by 
Mr. Haftinga, to make way for a creature of 
his own, in whom he could confide, and by 
yrhom his orders wpuld bis punctually obey- 
ed.— Mr. Sheridan obferved to the Lords, 
that they wpuld find that wben Mr. Haftings 
thought Mr. Middleton WQpld be a Refideiit 
entirely to his mintUhe was not miftaken iq 
bis man.-^Written evidence was %ivcn oq 
this fubjeC(, confifting of letter§ of credence 
|iveA to Mr^^iddleton for the Kabpb, his 
mother, Hydec 4iy Khan, &c. From thefq 
it waSf that Mr. Sheridan faid the 
yvould that r. Haftings 


had fo compieatly taken upon hlmfelf all 
refponflbility for the government of Oude, 
that the a£is of Mr. Middleton muft in 
faimefs and neceftity be Imputed to Mr. 
Haftings. 

Early in the day, Mr. Burke informed the 
Court, that Mr. Goring wiftied to correct a 
miftake in the evidence he gave before their 
Lordfhips on Tuefday. Mr. Goring was 
called in, and faid, that when he appeared 
laft before the Court, he had faid, that when 
he was at Muxadavad, the Court of the 
Nabob of Bengal, the widovi\of the Nabob 
Surajah Dcwlah had not taken any notice, 
until he had his audience of leave, of the 
power with which he had informed her he 
was vefted, of removing her forcibly, if flip 
fhould endeavour to obftru(ft the negociation 
on which he was then employed. In fa^ 
ftie did take notice of it at the time, and ex- 
prelfed her concern at it ; but he at the fame 
time defired (he would not be alarmed, for 
he would not think of difturbing her, or 
making any ufe of his power, except in cafe 
of necelfity : it was at his audience of leave 
that fhc told him, ftie would have put herfclf 
and all the ladies to death, if he had attempt- 
ed to remove them by force. 

He was afked, by the Counfel for Mr, 
Haftings, if he was l^ure tliat there was, at 
the time of wh;ch he was fpeaking, fuch a 
lady in exiftence, as the widow of Surajah 
Dow^ah, Nabob of Bengal ? He replied^ 
that after he had paid his rcfpe£fs to moft of 
the pet>ple of rank in the capital, he received 
an Invitation from an eunuch, calling himielf 
the Icrvant of the widow of Surajah Dow- 
lah i tliat he accordingly waited ujion her^ 
and found her living in great fplendour in a 
magnificent palace. He could not, of his 
own knowledge, fay whofe widow Ihe was ; 
but (he lived like a Princefs, had a princely 
train of fervants, and a very grand palace of 
gr^at extent; gave him a moll magnificent 
entertainment, and offered him great prefents, 
which he lefufed, as well as all the other 
prefents that were offered to him during his 
ftay at Muxadavad. He refided in that city 
for upwards of three months after his intro- 
du^ion to her, and had never heard any one 
fo much as hint that (he was not the widow 
of Surajah Dowlah.— Being examined re- 
fpedling his power of removing the Begum, 
he faid it was full and explicit ; but as it 
was difpretionary, he certainly would not 
have p^t it in force without very ftrong rea- 
Tons ; nay, he believed he would on no ac- 
count havp exercifed it. 

The Court rofe at half paft five o'clock, 
fnd adjourned to the Tuefday following. 

Twin- 
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Twintiith Day. 

Tuesday, April 29. 

Much zurtutn evidence was received 
Cbeir Lordihips, and fome oral evidence was 
given by Mr. Middleton, who underwent a 
'very long examination. Many queltions 
were put to him about the etfe^ of a Bri- 
tifli Relident’s fi^^nature to a treaty between 
two native Princes, or powers, in India. 
He faid, that if the Refident figned a treaty, 
in confcquence of power given to him by riie 
Supreme Council fo to do, his fi gnature 
would amount to a guarantee, and bind the 
Company $ but if he figned it merely in a 
private capacity, then his fignature would 
MOT bind the Company to guaiantee the 
treaty. 

The Managers' reafon for examining the 
witnefs upon this point was, that lie had 
figned a treaty between the Nabob Vizier 
and the Begums, his mother and grandmo- 
ther i and this figning was conRrued by the 
Managers to be equivalent to a figning by 
the Governor-General and Council, whofe 
agent Mr. Middleton was, when he was at 
the Court of the Vizier, in the character of 
the Company's Refident. 

He was afked, if it was ufual for him to 
produce his powers, whenever he figned a 
treaty, fo that che parties who required his 
frgnature might know whether he figned in 
his public or his private capacity ? He re- 
plied, that it would be ufelcfs for him to 
produce his powers, becaufe the natives could 
not underftand them ; but he prefumed that 
he generally Rated to the parties concerned 
what were his powers. He faid, that when 
he put his name to the treaty between the 
Nabob Vizier and his mother, he bound the 
Company, becaufe he had fufficient powers 
to treat with her and for her ; but he did not 
think that when he figned the treaty relative 
to the elder Begum, he in any degree bound 
the Company, becaufe he did not conceive 
that he had any powers relative to the cider 
Begum fo to do. He was afked, if the 
Princefles were aware of the dlRin^fion be- 
tween his public and private capacity, at the 
time he put his name to their treaties ? He 
faid he could not tell. — He was afked, whe- 
ther, when they required his fignature, for 
the purpofc of binding the Company by it, 
they would have fought it at all, if they 
were told it would not, without a fpecific 
power for that purpofe, actually bind the 
Company } He replied, he could not tell.— 
He was afked, if hjc had ever told the cider 
Begum, that he had no power to pledge the 
Company, by his fignature, to guarantee the 
treaty to which he fet his name ? He re- 
plied, that he believed he had not. — He was 
if he bad wrote tp the Coyen^r and 


Council, that he would not proceed further 
in the treaty between the Nabob and the 
Begums, without having firft applied to the 
Board for advice ? jfe anfwer^ in the af- 
firmative.— He was afked, whether he had 
not figned that treaty without alking the 
advice of the Council, notwithRanding his 
afTurances to the contrary ? This queftion 
he anfwercd alfo in' the affirmative. — The 
Managers then afked, if he had been repri- 
manded by the Board for this breach of pro- 
mile ? He faid he had not. — He was aBced, 
if he knew any inflancc of a native Prince 
doubting that the Refident’s fignature to a 
treaty was not equivalent to .a guarantee on 
the part of the Company ? He faid he did ; 
for the younger Begum had fent to Calcutta 
to have her treaty figned by Mr. Haffings, 
after it had been figned by the witnefs, then 
Refident at Lucknow. — He was afked, if 
the elder Begum had ever taken fuch a Rep, 
or ever expiefTed the leaR doubt of the Re- 
lident's fignature being equal to a guarantee 
of the Company ? He replied, that cer- 
tainly fhe had never taken any fuch Rep, or 
done any thing that indicated a doubt of the 
Company's being bound by the fignature of 
the Refident.— Mr. Sheridan afked, if he had 
always been of opinion, that a Refident's 
fignature amounted to a guarantee only when 
he had fpecific powers given to him for that 
purpofe ? He faid, he believed he had.— 
Here Mr. Sheridan thought it neceiTary to 
refreffi his memory, by afking him, if he had 
ever declared any where, that the bare at- 
testation of Sir Robert Barker to a 
treaty between two native Princes, had been 
deemed and received as equivalent to the 
Company's guarantee ^ He anfwercd in 
the affirmative. His reafon for entertaining 
the opinion contained in that declaration 
was, that Sir Robert Barker was in a very 
high Ration, being Commander in Chief.— 
Mr. Sheridan afked him, if he had always 
been of opinion, that Princes requiring the 
fignature of a Britifh Refident to a treaty to 
which the Engiifh' could not be parties, un- 
Icfs they were to lie confidered as guarantees, 
might call upon fuch Refident to produce the 
powers under which he a^ed, that it might 
be known whether he figned with or without 
authority, and, confcqucntly, wlietlier the 
Company were or were nor to be made gua- 
rantees by his figning } He replied, that he 
ufually mention^ that he«had powers (when 
it happened to be the calc) to bind tiis prin- 
cipals by his fignature.— A letter was then 
product, written by himfelf, which Rrongly 
exprefTed his refentment that Fyzoola Khan, 
the Rohilia Chief, fhould have quellionod his 
power to bind the Company by his Rgnature 
to ^ treaty between the Vizier and Fyzoola 

Khan. 



RhaA.— He ac1cnowle(i2;ed that the letter had 
been written by him. 

Mr.. Sheridan fetrerai times commented 
Upon the anfwers giyen by the vviinefs. 
Tills made Mr. Law, one of the Coiinfel for 
Mr. HaAings, requeA, that the Honourable 
Manager would not make his comments 
vrhilft the witnefs was prefent — for they 
would make a confufed perfon Itill moie 
confufed, and lhake the confidence of the 
moft confident : and therefore he begged 
that, even for the fake of humanity, he 
would wait till the witnefs fhould have 
withdravm, before he would make any more 
comments. 

Mr, Sheridan faid, the Managers were 
very far from being deficient in humanity ; 
if they had, the manner in which the wit- 
nefs gave his evidence, v/ould have made 
them comphin of it to the Houfe, and he 
made no doubt, but, if they had fo com- 
plained, their Lord ftiips would readily have 
taken the coricmLt of the witnefs into confi- 
deratir * 

Mf, Lhcridan then examined Mr. Middle- 
ton relative to the condition of the Nabob’s 
finances, and the prefent of ten lacks, or 
loo^ooci. made by that Prince to Mr. Haft- 
ings. The witnef^s faid, that pievious to the 
interview between the Nabob and Mr, Haft- 
ings, at Ohunar, the former v as fo low in 
point of finance*;, that he !iad never known, 
him poorer : the witntfs ntgociated a loan 
of toi lacks for him, on his own (Mr. Mid- 
dleton’s) credit, when the Nabob’s credit 
was net fufficient to raifs fuch a fu.n among 
the bankers. The aflPgnments wliich the 
Refidcnt had upon the revenue of Oiide, 
aad the claims which he was urging in behalf 
of the Company, and for which he was 
pre fjrg the Nabob to graitt him more afiign- 
menrs, would cover the whole revenue of 
the country, and would not leave free even 
the annual ..llov/ance for the fupport of the 
Nabob’s Hcufehold. — The Prince wanted 
to get rid cf many cxpcnfivc cAabliAiments, 
that lay very heavy upon his treafury. Thefc 
eAabliftiments were fcmitd chiefly of En- 
gliAi, and Mr. HaAings had confented to the 
fupprefnonof theeiUblifiimcnts, and to the 
difiniflion of the Engllfh gentlemen ; but 
the Nabob had not money to pay tliem what 
was due to them, or credit to raife it. This 
was the time when Mr. Middleton borrowed 
the ten lacks upon his own credit, and the 
money fo borrowed was for the ^rpofe of 
paying the Englifo gentlemen, and (b eafing 
the Nabob’s revenue of many heavy eAa- 
biifhmencs. it was about this time that the 
Nabob and Mr. HaAingt met at Chunar 3 
Mr. Middleton was there aHb, and employed 
c^fionaEy by Mr. llaAings In treating with 


the Nabob. It was at this period, when the 
Prince was fo very diAreilH, that he made 
Mr. HaAings a prefent of ten lacks, or 
ioo,oool. Aerhng. The witnefs did not hear 
of that prefent at Chunar, where it was 
made, or even in India, nor until he arrived 
in England. — He was alked by Mr. Sheridan, 
whettier it would have been pofTible that the 
receipt of fuch a prefent could have been con- 
cealed from him, who was negociating be- 
tween the two parties, if much management 
had not been ufbd for the purpofe of keeping 
it from his knowledge ? He replied, that cer- 
tainly it muft have reached his ears, if great 
care had not been taken to prevent it. The 
prefent, lie wai fuiv?;, was not made in money, 
bccaufe fuch a fum could not be conveyed to 
Chunar without his knowledge. It appeared 
from Mr. HaiTmgi’s own account of the 
prefent, th.it it was made in bills upon 
bankers; fo that the Nabob, who had not 
credit enough to raife ioo,oool. in die capital 
of his dominions, for the purpofe of relieving 
hi? revenue from burdonfome eAablilhments 
tli.it impovciifljeil h'^ o .Vas able, his dif- 
ticiTcs apparently contini'^.ng the fame, to 
ra.fc thit fum at Chunar for the purpofe of 
prelcniing it to Mr. HaAings for his own 
private life. A'he Counfel for Mr. HaAings 
not denying the receipt of the prefent, wiflied 
to Aiew chat Mr. HaAings was fo prelTed for 
money for the public Icrvice, the Company’s 
troops mutinying for want of pay, that he 
was warranted by the iroA preffing neceflity 
to receive a fum of money which might be 
the abfoliite falvaiion of the Company, to 
wliofe ufe he apphed the pr.-fent that was 
given. — The witnefs fa'd, he had heard of 
mutinies among the tioop^, and their defert- 
ing their officers, becaufe they were not paid j 
.and be inAdOced p.irticuljrly Capi. Will ams, 
who had been fo defected : but he could not 
tell whether many months arrears were due 
to the troops at that time, at Chunar, with 
Mr. HaAings : it w'as ufual to keep all tho 
fipoys feme dm;; in arrear. 

On the other hand,- It was proved by an 
official letter, that if the Nabob could raife 
money to pay the arrears of troops, and pre- 
vout mutiny, he could employ it at home^ 
without making prefents ; for It appeared, 
that the Prince’s o\m cavalry rofe upon liim, 
and attempted to Aorm his palace, becaufb 
their pay was eighteen months in arrears. 

Mr. Sheridan afked the witnefs, if he had 
never heard of anefifer made to Mr. Mailings 
of a fecond prefent, of the fame amount as 
the former ? He begged he might be permit- 
ted to decline anfwering that queAion { for 
he faid, that as he h.id been accufed of hav- 
ing offijred Mr. HaAings a bribe of too,ooot» 
in the n 4 me of the Nabob, he eeotvfal not 

wUh 



(h to fay any thing that might criminate though his power was gmerally dlfcretion- 
Bifclf. Mr. Sheridan obferved, that as he ary, he did not conceive it to extend to the 


as not charged with having aflually given, 
at with having ofpfred a prefent, he 
rould not criminate himfelf by his anfwer 
) the ^ueftion. The witnefs Hill declined 
iving an anfwer j and the Managers ceafed 
0 prefs him, particularly as the Lord Chan- 
:ellor obferved, that if it v^as criminal in Mr. 
riaftipgs to receive the prefent, it would be 
:riminal in the wirnefs to offer it. 

' Mr. Middleton was alfo examined with 
refpe£t to a private letter from him to the 
Governor-General, in which he offered to 
write another letter, with different accounts 
of tranfa^rions, if the public letC'.^r which 
accompanied the private one (hould happen 
not to meet the Governor's approbation. 
I’he witnefi admitted that the letter had been 
written by him. 

I'he Court adjourned a quarter before fix 
o’clock, 

Twenty-virst Day. 

Wedmesday, April 30. 

The bufinefs of this day was refumed by 
Mr. Sheridan. Several documents were read, 
relating chiefly to the prefent of 100, cool, 
made by the Vizier to Mr. Haftings, in the 
year 1781. 

M iior Scott underwent a long examina- 
tion. This witnefs was a complete contraff 
to another who has been repoiicdiy examin- 
ed ; the latter recolledled few things ; the 
former remembered every tranfadlion, how- 
ever minute, in which Mr. Haffings was any 
way concerned fince the time the witnefs 
■was appointed his Agent. The examinatloij 
this day turned chiefly upon the prefents 
wliich Mr. Haftings had received from the 
Nabob Vizier, Cheyt Sing, &c. The Major 
in Ills evidence ftated, that Mr. Haftings lud 
tranfmitted to him a sealed letter, diredled 
to the Secret Committee of the Eaft-India 
Company, which he immediately ddivered to 
$ir Henry Fletcher, at that time the Chair- 
^ man of the Company. This letter, of which 
y copy was fent cither at that time or foon 
ffftcr, contained an account of the prefent 
om the Nabob. He was alkcd, if he had 
^ received a general diferetionary power 
Vi Mr. Haftings, to deliver, or to fupprefs, 

I nmitted to his care, according' 
ind the ftate of parties in £n- 
I tendency of this queftion was 
according to that difentionary 
p Scott might have fuppreffed 
the Secret Committee, if from 
on of affairs he had judged it 
to do, and with it, of courfe, 
ion that Mr. Haftings had re- 
^sfent. But the M<ijor fiddi that 


letter which ^as diretted to the Secret Com* 
mittee, for he believed himfelf to be peremp- 
torily BOUND to deliver that letter. ' 

He was afked, if he*did not learn from a 
letter direAed to himfelf from Mr. Haftings, 
that a prefent of two lacks, mentioned by 
the Governor-General to have been received 
by him, was made by pheyt Sing, though 
Mr. Haftings had not, in any of his difpatches 
to the CcNirt of Diredors, told the name of 
the perfon from whom he had received that 
prefent ? The witnefs anfwered the queftion 
in the affirmative.— P 2 e was aficed, if Mr. 
Haftings did not intend at firft to keep the 
receipt of the ioc,oool. from the Nabob a 
fccret from the Company ? He replied, that, 
in his ('pinion, he did not ; for the expendi- 
ture of the fum, applied as it had been to 
the public ufe, muft have appeared to the 
Company as exceeding by fo much the Com- 
pany's revenue. 

Here a paffaze from Mr. Haftings’s letter 
from Cheltenham was read, which ftated, 
that he intended to have kept the receipt of ■ 
the money a fecret, and that if he had been 
inclined to convert it to his own ufe, he 
might eafily have done fo, without any danger 
of deteftion. This Major Scott explained, 
by faying, that Mr. Haftings meant, that he 
intended to keep a fecret from whom the 
prefint had been received, contenting liimfeif 
with carrying the amount of it to the Com- 
pany’s account. 

He v'as alkcd, what was Mr. Haftings’s 
reafon for having fuffered many months to 
elapfe before he made any communication on 
the fubjeft of thofc prefents to the Court of 
Direflors ? The witnefs anfwered, that the 
Governor-General took the carlieft opportu- 
nity to make that communication. Upon 
this Mr. Sheridan, who examined Miyor 
Scott, produced the India-Houfe accounts of 
the arrival of the Nymph floop of war and 
the Swallow packet, l^th from Bengal, by 
neither of which Mr. Haftings had fent any 
advice of the receipt of the prefent from the 
Nabob, though he had received it before the 
failing of either. Major Scott obferved upon 
this, that the Nymph had been fent from 
Madras to Bengal for a fupply of money $ 
that wlym ftie was ordered back to Madras, 
fome difpatches for Europe were Cent in her, 
and direded to Sir Edward Hughes, with a 
requeft that he would tranfmit them to En- 
gland by thf firft veffel he ftiould fend home. 
The Admiral aftually difpatched the Nymph 
to England f but when ftie left Beng^ cn 
her return to Madras, it was very uncertain 
when the difpatches which ihe carried would 
be fent to Europe. The reafon why no ad- 



refpciling tlie prefents was fcnt by the 
Swallow was, that the Governor- General 
and Council were preparing dlfpatchcs, 
which they faid they would fend by the next 
ihip that would fall after the departure of the 
Swallow *. ' 

Major Scott was examined very minutely 
with refpe^l to the contents of the letter to 
himlblf from Mr. Haftings, accompanying 
the SEALED letter mentioned, di- 

reeled to the Secret Committee. Kis anfvvers 
ilruck Mr. Sheridan, as differing frim thofe 
given by the witnefs to the fame queftions, 
when he was examined before the Select 
Committee of the Houfe of Commons ; and 
he obferved, that if he was to believe the 
former, he could not believe a word of what 
the witnefs had faid this day on the fame 
fubje^l. Major Scott, upon this, wifhed that 
his evidence before the Commons might be 
read, when it would appear, lie faid, that he 
had been uniform and confiflent in all the 
evidence he had given on both occafions. 
He had nothing to conceal at cither time ; 
he meant to fpeak out ; he did not want to 
flielter himfelf under the pretence of a fliort 
memory, or the diflance of periods in which 
the tranfadlions in queflion took place : if 
he had faid any thing that was not ftirly 
ilated, he would be very glad of anopportu^ 
nity of corre^ing it. 

The Earl of Fauconberg made fome re- 
marks upon the harihnefs of Mr. Sheridan's 


exprefftons to the witneTs. The Lord Chart-i 
cellor faid, that the Hon. Manager did nor 
call any rehed^ion upon the pcrfonal honour^ 
oj the witnefs 5 he only remarked fome Con- 
tradi^ion in the evidence given by him on 
this and on another occafion, which, in the 
Hon. Manager's mind, fhewed that both' 
accounts could not be true ; fo that if lie be- 
lieved the one, he could not believe the other. 
The evidence given by the Major before the 
Seledl Committee was then read, and what- 
ever apparent contradidfion was found be- 
tween it and his evidence of this day, the 
witnefs endeavoured to expla^ away, and 
feemingly not v^Lthout fuccefs. 

The clofeil part of the examination was 
relative to the contents of the letter accom- 
panying the SEALED one ; but Major Scott 
laid, he had the letter by him. Mr. Sheridan 
thought the beft and moft legal way would 
be to call for the letter itfelf. The witnefs 
faid, lie lud but one objediion to the produc- 
tion ot it, and that was, that theye were 
other matters in it which did not relate to the 
prefents. In his correfpondence with Mr. 
f-Iaftines, he had given his opinions on men 
and meafures pretty freely, and Mr. Haft- 
ings, in his replies, liad been as free in his 
remarks; he it, therefore, with their 
Lordlhips to dctt**minc whether private cor- 
refpondcncc, carried on in any fuch way, 
ought to be produced. 

Mr. Sheiidan faid, he would be as delicate 


* The whole tmount of tlicfe prefents, fo cliarged, was ftated by Major Scott to have 
been managed with psrfcdt redlitude throughout : From the original receipt of the money, 
to its final appropriation, Mr. Hafting.'k feemed to have no other purpoTe than crediting 
THE Company. ^ 

The amount of the whole was 19 lacks and 60,000 rupees. Of thefe, 20,000!. fterling; 
being particularly circumftauced, had been particularly charged — and in aq^uESTioNABLE 
SHAPE, fairly put before the Diredlors — they to determine, whether the money Ihould go 
to the Company’s Treafury, or be confidered as his own. 

The determination of the Diredlcrs was againft Mr. Haftings having the money j and 
fo, the whole was carried to the Public Account. 

, In the (Economy and remittance of this money, there were fome intricacies, which Major 
Scott explained In a circuitous ufe of fome of the money, when expedient, as in the 
expedition of General Carnac : — In the delayed communication of another part, from the 
unexpe^cd fdifing of the Swallow, on the orders of Mr. Wheeler and Sir J. Maepherfon 
when Mr. Haftings was at Lucknow:— In the impoffibinty, at leaft in the inexp^ienql' 
of venturing any thing over-land to Madras, the intermediate country being then harrafjT 
by the enemy ; — And, finally, on one portion of the money having been remitted^ 
feme Jmall infirmafity^ through Major Scott. / 

This INFORMALITY bciiig treated mere gravely on one fide than on the other — 

Sedtt was aiked, If his pralfe of Mr, Haftings could pretend to be fyJtematic ? 

Haftings had not afled, now and then, in contradiction of thofe orders it wa» his 
duty to obey ? 

TothiSf the anfwer of Major Soott was as follows 
^ Bethought, the primary duty of the Governor-General was the Prcferi^*' 

« the'^li^ire entrufted to his care,— That he thought, fucli duty, at once judici^ 

ferial, might lead to a Difobedience of any Orders given w wrfio.— ^ . 
yjht, /or fuch difobtditneo a Govei nor- General was responsible^'* 

as 




t. 4!? ] 


b any man pn fiich a Aibje^t ; and therefore 
fie >vould liot defire that any parts of fuch a 
:Qrrerpohdence fhould be read, that realty 
ivefe b§ a private nature, and did not in any 
degree relate to the fubj^ of the charge : 
but then he thought it would be proper that 
feme perfon (hould be appointed by ihdr 
Lordlhips to perufe the letter, and fee that 
nothing in it, which really related to public 
bufinefs, was kept back under the pretence 
of its being of a private nature. 

It feemed to be allowed on all hands, that 
the delicacy of withholding what Was really 
of a private nature in tlie letter was well 
founded. 

Mr. Adam was willing to adopt this idea 
of delicacy, but the prifoner might confider 
the adoptioix of it rather as an in n u lg enc s 
than a X iGHT ; for it appeared from the pri- ‘ 
Toner's covenants with the Company (which 
Mr. Adam read), that he was bound to de- 
liver up to the Company all diaries, memo- 
randums, minutes, &c. relating to the Com- 
pany's affairs, though they (hould be mixed 
with his own mod private concerns, or thofe 
of others. And when he confidercd the nature 
of other prefents, upon which the witnefs 
had not yet been examined, he did not think 
that the fame delicacy ought to be obferved 
with refpeft to them, which the Managers 
were willing to obferve this day with refpedt 
to the letter in quedion. 

The letter was not called for. 

Mr. Law obferved to the Court, that one 
of his client's witnefles, Mr. Graham, was 
• in fo bad a date of health, that it was feared 
he could not live many days ; certainly he 
could not live to the time when hiS client * 
would wi(h to produce him : he therefore 
wilhed their Lordfhips would fuffer him to 
be examined at home. He had fubmitted 
the circumdance to the confideratlon of the 
Managers, and they had given their confent 
to the meafure. If, therefore, their Lordfhips 
(hould agree to this meafure, interrogatories 
(hould be drawn up, and lent to the Mana- 
gers, that they might make out crofs-interro- 
gatories upon them. The Counfcl for Mr. 
Hadings would readily confent to a fimilar 
meafure, if the Managers (hould have occa- 
>^^00 to propofe it.— Mr. Sheridan faid, the 
Managers liad no obje^lion to the propofal of 
the learned gentleman j but it was not on 
the ground of riciprocity that they 
allented to it. It was certainly a new mode 
of proceeding in a criminal cauie, to which 
nothing analogous could be found in the 
Courts below t that, however, was for the 
condderation of their Lordfhips ; the Mana* 
gers, for their part, did not objeA to it*. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, it certainly was 
a new proceeding, and he did not yet know 


what to fay to it. He would confider of itf 
however; and thehr Lordfhips would, in 
deliberating upon it, not forget that the con- 
fern of both parties ^was the bafis of the 
application. 

When the bufinefs had got thus far, their 
Lordfhips adjourned. 


Twentv-sectond Day* 
Thursday, May z* 
l^he Lord Chancellor informed the Coun- 
fel for Mr. Haflings, that it would require 
fome time for their Lordfhips to confider of 
the requefl made yeflerday, That leave 
might be given to the defendant, to take the 
evidence of Mr. Graham at his own houfe ;** 
for it did not as yet appear clear to their 
Lordfhips, that the Court had power to grant 
fuch a reqnefl. When they fiiould have fur- 
ther confidered the fubjedl, they would direft 
him, lie faid, to communicate their determi- 
nation to the Counfel and to the Managers.** 
After this, Major Scott was called in and 
examined relative to the difpatches fent by 
him over, land to Mr. Haflings, and the ex<> 
pence attending them. He faid, that from 
the year 17S2 to Z785, he had fent fcveral 
difpamhes over>land to the then Governor- 
General (Mr. Haflings) ; that the expenced 
attending the tranrmifiion of them amounted 
to about 6000I. flerling ; and that they 
wcic defrayed by Mr, Hafiings. 

This circumdance, the only material one, 
being afccrtalned, Mr. Sheridan rofe to fay, 
“ That having various public letters from 
Mr. Haflings to adduce in evidence, he would 
not, if their Lordfhips approved of it, keep 
them longer, than by barely reading the heads 
of them ” 

To tliis it was replied by the Chancellor^ 
That if they were to be brought as evi- 
dence, the WHOLE mufl be read." 

The Clerk, therefore, again mounted the 
roflrum, and a courfe of Indian Read- 
ings ’* commenced, for the fpace of two 
hours, to prove that Mr. Haflings had kept 
back from the Council at Calcutta the cir- 
cumflances that had come to his knowledge 
of the difaffedlion and tfeafonable proceed- 
ings of the Begums ; that, from thd 19th of 
November, when he concluded the treaty of 
Cliunar, by which thefe Princeffes were to 
be difpoflefred of their landed eilates, and 
for which meafure their difaffbdion was 
dated as the ground, down to the aoth of 
January following, he never made the Coun- 
cil at Calcutta acquaint^ with the treaty,, 
or the grounds on which it had been con- 
cluded. 

Mr. Middleton was adeiiwkrds called in 
and examined. He faid, .that he was at 
Chunar when Mr. Hadings and the Nabuk 
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in perfon concluded the treaty, which take^ 
its name from that place : that, on the 
day on which it was executed, he was in the 
apartment of Mr. flaftings, together with 
the Nabob and his two Minillcrs, and fome 
other natives ; that whiifl Mr. Haftings was 
at one end of the room, with thofe natives, 
he (the vvitnefs) was converfing with the 
Nal^b and his Minillers at the other end : 
that his Highnefs was very unwilling to fet 
hit feal to the treaty, and thereby execute it : 
that he feemedto think he had made too great 
oonceflions in it to Mr. Haflings, and given 
hhn too great an authority in his country : 
that his unwiJlingnefs to execute it was at 
iaft removed by the witntfs, who faid he 
tliought the treaty would be very advantage- 
ous to both parties, without being attended 
witli the leall inconvenience to cither : that 
the great objeft of it being to fecurc to 
the Company the payment of the debt due 
hy his Highnefs to the Company, he afliired 
the Nabob that the Governor- General would 
not inlifl rigidly upon the performance of 
any part of the treaty that was not elicn- 
tially neceflary to that purpofe j and that as 
Mr. Haftings had made very great concef- 
4 ons to the Nabob, in agreeing that the 
Britilh and native troops of the Company, 
then in the pay of his Highnefs, Hiould be 
withdrawn, and many eiiablilhments made 
for the proviiioti of EngUfh gentlemen, at 
tlie expence of the Nabob, (hould he fup- 
prefled, it would be abfolutely neceflary that 
Mr. HaAings Ihould have fomething to ihew 
in return for the facrifices made by him in 
the treaty : that under the alTurances of the 
witnefs, that the whole of the treaty was not 
lo be enforced, and in confequence of the 
other arguments ufed by him, the Nabob at 
laft confented to execute the treaty. 

Mr. Middleton was alked, if it was not at 
that time that the prefent of ioo,oool. v/as 
given to Mr. HaAings ? He faid, he did not 
know, as he had learnt nothing of it till 
after his arrival in jEngland. He was next 
aAced, whether, if he had known that the 
prefent of too,oool. was made at that time, 
he could not readily have accounted for the 
conceAions made by Mr. HaAings to the 
Nabob ? He obferved, that this was a mere 
matter of opinion, and therefore he hoped 
^leir LordAiips would not infiA upon his 
giving an anfwcr to this queAion. The 
3 ourt did not difappomt thc 4 iope of the 
ivltnefs on the occafion. . 

He was aAced, if all Mr. HaAings's pri- 
fATR letters to him after the treaty of Chu- 
lar were recorded by him ? He anfwered, 
hat 41 the private letters written by Mr. 
iiaiAtnni to him were.upon record. He was 
io point out one* He faid, he had 


read fome this morning in print ; but leCterl 
in ^rint were not admitted to be of record, 
He^was alked, if the private letters of 
Mr. HaAings to him after the treaty of Chu- 
nar did not relate to public bufinefs ? HTe 
faid, that many private letters to him from 
Mr. HaAings were intermixed with public 
and private affairs j but that he believed all 
thofe that were written after the treaty of 
Chunar related to public affairs. He was 
alked, if it was not ufual with the Refidents 
at Lucknow and elfewhere to copy all letters 
into their official hooks that related to public 
affairs, together with their anjnuers to them ? 
He admitted, that fuch was the praQice of 
office. He then was aAced, if he had pre- 
ferved in his office recorded official copies of 
thefe letters and anfwers I He anfwered, 
that he had not. He obferved, that aAer 
Mr. HaAings had brought a charge againft 
him at Calcutta, he (Mr. HaAings) pub- 
lilhed thofe letters, and that was what he 
meant by faying they were recorded ; but in 
point of fa^, they did not appear in the 
Company's records. He was next alked, ' 
if he liad not correfponded with Sir 
Elijah Impey on the fubjef^ of the trea- 
ty of Chunar ? He anfwered in the af- 
lirmative. He was alked, if the corref- 
pondence was not of a public nature, and 
which concerned the Company f He faid, 
yes. He was then alked, if he had copied 
the letters of that correfpondence into his 
official book, and fo recorded them, as was 
the practice and duty of Refidents ? He 
replied, that he had not. He faid, that Sir 
Elijah Impey had fince delivered them to the 
Houfe of Commons. The Managers aAced, 
if the witnefs had not heard, before the con- 
clufion of the treaty of Chunar, all the cir- 
cumAances relative to the difaffef^ion of the 
Begums, and the alTiAance faid to have been 
given by them to the Rajah Cheyt Sing. He 
faid, he had heard, from common report, 
that the Begums were difaffe^led, and had 
actually raifed 1000 men to fupport Cheyt 
Sing; and that the adopted fon of Bahar 
Ally Khan (one of the Begums MiniAers) 
who was Govemerof the principal town in 
the diAriA of the Begums jaghires, had be- 
haved in a hoAile manner to the Englilh,"^ 
which, in tiie opinion of the witnefs, he 
would not liave prefumed to have done, if 
he had not been fure of countenance and 
fupport from the MiniAers of the Begums, 
and from the Begums themfelves. Whatever 
the witnefs had heard from common report, 
he had Hated to Mr. HaAings. He was 
aAced, whether common repert did not 
charge the Nabob himfelf with aQing in 
concert Witli the, Begums, in their hoAilt 
difpofitiom againA the Englilh ? He an- 



fwered, that common report did not go that 
length } but Col. Hannay, in a letter to the 
witnefs, did not hefitate to fay it was (b un- 
derAood at Fyzabad (the rcHdence of ^he 
Be{[ums]. He was alked, if he had not 
made an affidavit before Sir Elijah Impey of 
all he knew relative to the begums ? He 
ibid he had. He was aiked, if he did not 
know, at the time, that Capt. Gordon had 
been releafed by the Begum, and fent under 
a prvte^ing guard to Col. Hannay, and that 
both Col. Hannay and Capt. Gordon had 
written letters of thanks to her for her kind 
treatment of the latter? He anfwered in 
the affirmative. The Managers then aiked, 
what was thereafon tliat, when he made the 
affidavit before Sir Elijah Impey, his memory 
enabled him to Hate every thing he had heard 
againjl the Begums, but did not fuggeft to 
him this fadt in favour of them, and which 
he had from better authority than common re- 
port, namely, the letters of Col. Hannay and 
Capt. Gordon ? His reply was, that he did 
not think the Begums deierved any thanks 
{or the releafe of the latter gentleman, as 
CoJ. Hannay had informed him that he was 
obliged to temporize with them, on account 
of the fituation of Capt. Goidon, whofe 
life he thought in danger at the time : that 
this was the rcafon for writing in the manner ' 
he had done to one of the Begums \ and 
that, after the releafe of that gentleman, it 
was thought expedient to keep up the 0me 
appearance of confidence in her, and there- 
fore it was that the letters of thanks had been 
fent to her. He was aiked, if a Mr. Scott 
had not ^ great manufaflure at that time in 
the very town of which the adopted fon of 
Baliar Ally Khan was Governor ? whether 
that gentleman had ever keen in any danger 
of his life from the difaffeftion of the Go- 
vernor, or ever experienced a want of refpeft 
from him, or of protection to his manufac- 
ture ? and whether it was net at the houie 
of this Mr. Scott tligt Capt. Gordon was 
lodged, while he was in that town of which 
the Governor was reprefented as aCting 
hoftilely againft the Englilh, with the en- 
couragement or connivance of his miArefies 
tlie Begums? He replied, that Mr. Scott 
certainly l)4d a very great manufacture in 
that town \ that he was never mnleAcd by 
the Governor^ or in danger of lofing either 
his life or property ; and that his houfe af- 
forded an afylum to Capt. Gordon, He was 
afterwards aiked, if this fame dlfafTcCtcd 
Governor, aCHng, as it was faid. under the 
infiuenos of his miArefies the Begums, had 
.not been actually delivered un by thofe Prin- 
^(Tes. to Mr. Middleton ? His anfwer was, 
that the Governor , had been deliver^ to the 
ff^ahob^ who had put hlfn ipto the hands pf 


the witnefs. He was aficed, if this man had 
not been difeharged from cuAcdy . witlieut 
having received a.ny punifiiment, though be 
was charged with treafim agaipA the Aate ? 
Mr. Middleton replj^, that he himklf had 
had leave of abfence from Lucknow for a 
month ; and Mr. Johnfon, his principal 
* affiAant, was left to do the duties of Refi- 
denc in his abfence : he underAood that, in ^ 
the mean time, the pfifoner had been dif. 
charged from his confinement, and he had 
not heard of any enquiry into his conduA, 
He was aficed, finally, whether Capt. Gor- 
don had not claimed reparation for lofies fuf- 
tained by him in the Begums* country to tlie 
amount of 3000I. and whether his claim had 
not been allowed ? The witnefs anfwered 
in the affirmative^ and was then direCled to 
withdraw. 

It was then fix o*cl0ck, and their Lord* 
ffiips thought proper to rife and adjourn die 
Court to the Tuefiday following. . 


Twenty-Third Dat, 

Tuesday, May 6. “ 

This day a great deal of written evldencf 
was given in, and read, relative to the Be* 
gums $ aAer this, 

Sir ELIJAH IMPEY 

was called to the bar, and underwent a Icsag 
examination relative to the affidavits fworn 
before him, on the fubjeCl of the difaffeCrion 
of the Begums, and (he rebellioii in Be- 
nares. ' 

His anfwers in fubAance were, that his 
leaving Calcutta had not for its objeCl thq 
taking of tfiofe affidavits $ on the contrary, 
when he fet out on his journey, his foie In- 
tention was to vifit the country Courts of 
JuAsce. WhilA he was on his way, he re* 
ccived a fiiort note from Mr. HaAings, in 
which he informed him, that an unexpeCled 
revolution had happened at Benares; but 
that he was in fuch confufion about it, that 
he could not himfelf write him any of the 
particulars of the revolution, for which hq 
referred him to a long letter from Mr. Sulli- 
van (the private Secretary to Mr, HaAings). 
This long letter was delivered to thewitnqA^ 
at the fame time with Mr. HaAings’s note 1 
the Governor- General, in liis rote, ptelfed 
him much to join h.’m at Btnate^, Thu, 
witnefs haAcned to Patna, where the £ng« 
lifh were in the grcateA conAernation at thq. 
news of the rebellion, and were ready to 
quit the town, The witnefs tliought it hi% 
duty to ptft on a good countenance; and fir 
the purpofe of preventing the alarm Atm 
fpivading, to Aay longer at Patna than wag 
perhaps confiAent with his perlbnal fafety : 
when he at la(l left Patqa, he repgi^ to Mr, 
atBcngrcs, 

' 



He was aflced *if, when he took the affidai. notorious in that country, as theone of 1745 
^ts refpe£ting the Begums, he conceived in this— a doubt of it did not exill 
himfelf to be legally empowered to adminifter ']f hat the part of the country which he werA 
an oath P He anfwerc^y that he certainly was over, was as peaceable as the road to Bren--- 
beyond the bounds of his jurirdlAion, when ford 1 — I'hat the common poft rgad went 
be adminiftered the oaths in quellion, and through Fyzabad ; but the route he took 
was not of courfc, fpeaking ftridlly, legally was round-about— but which he chofe, for 
'empowered to adminlAer them ; but he was the purpofe of feeing a part of the country, 
of opinion, that thh high office he held in he ffiould never again have an opportunity 


India impofed on him as a duty that he 
ihouM be ready at ail times to ferve his coun- 
try } and he believed, that a more favourable 
opportunity of fo doing had not occurred 
than that in which he had" been invited by 
Mr, HaAings to co-operate with him in any 
meafure that might tend to fecure the then 
tottering intereft of tlie Britifli Government 
of India. In taking the affidavits which 
were made to eAabliffi the guilt of the par- 
ties at that time in rebellion, he admitted 
that he had adled without judicial powers ; 
but he could, if the Houfe prefled him fo to 
do, quote the higheil authority in this king- 
dom to prove, that he (the great and noble 
^aglftrate alluded to, who was fuppofed to 
be Lord Mansfield) had adminiftered oaths 
on fome great occafions, where he had no 
local jurifdiflion. The wicnefs faid, that 
the only obje£f he had in view at the time, 
was to atteft that the affidavits had been 
affually fwom ; that the deponents had been 
afked at the time, whether the cpn rents of 
thefe affidavits were true, and thar they had 
anfwered in the affirmative ; but as to the 
truth or falfehood of them, the witnefs never 
was able to aflect any tiling of his own know- 
ledge. 

In this part of the bufinefs, it was con- 
teived by Sir Elijah, that fomewhat had 
gone, ly injnuatien^ againfl his teflimony. 
His obfervation on it was |:hc following 
fpirited and manly form : 

** My Lords, I truft it is underflood, that 
•• I fland here a V 9 luntary witnefs. In my 
** teflimony, 1 am upon oath; 1 fpeak to 
the beft of my recolleftion ; and I have 
“ a charadler to- fupport.— That charadler, 
the Honourable Managers fhaJl pot take 
away, even hy injtnuatian j and I trufl, 
when I ufe this language, your Lprdfhips 
** will fupport me — I might hcfitate tp an- 
« flyer but fuoh hcfitation I difdain » I 
f‘ will fpeak freefysuid fairly\ but I will pot 
“ have words pvt into my mo^tb^ which I 
f* bmve mot uttered . — No man fhall infinuate 
that I am guilty of fpcalcing falfely, till 
ff he can prove that I do fo !" 

fhe Lords, as by one adlipn, univerfally 
codded approbation* The enquiry went 

Sir Elijah then dcp;2fed, thjit the rebellion 
pf t|i j B^uinai though then ffu^tec!, was as 


ot viewing That his retinue was but 
fmall-^a furgeon, and three or four fervants 
or Hircars: — That the fituation of Mr, 
Haflings at Lucknow, was peculiar— almofl 
without a fecond : — That he confidered it ius 
duty to offer him every ^ffiflance in his 
power. 

Here Mr. Burke broke out into an elo* 
quent lamentation. 

“ O mifcrable ftate, cried he, of the Eaft 
“ India Company ! O abandoned fortune cf 
“ Mr. Haflings ! Q fallen lot of England ! 

“ — when no afliflance could be found, 

“ but what was to be given by Sir Elijah 
“ Impey I— a man who was to adf extra- 

judicially, and in a diflridt where even his 
“ judicial capacity had no force.** 

Being afked, if he had ever had any rea- 
fon fince for believing that the rebellion of 
the Begums had not taken place ? he an- 
fwered he had heard that the Hon. the 
Houfe of Commons had pronounced the re- 
port of the rebellion of the Begums to be 
ill-founded, and he prefumed that the Hon, 
Houfe had had more information on thefub- 
jeft than he had. He was afked, if he figned 
the affidavits only as a wjtnefe that they 
had been fworn, might not tlic aiteftation 
pf the Englifli Refident have been as effec- 
tual for that purpofe ?— He anfwered, that 
he thought it would not ; becaufe the Refi- 
dent was generally underflood to be the 
confidential friend of Mr, Haflings, and 
therefore his agency would have been fuf- 
pedled. He was afked, if he was fure that 
Mr. Haflings had publiflied qll the affidavits 
that the witnefs had taken? — He replied, 
that he polled not tel| ; bpt he had fuch a re- 
liance on the veracity and honour of Mr. 
Haflings, that he prefumed he had publiffi. 
ed them a)l. He w^s next* afked, if the 
chara^pr of Mr. Haflings flood fo high for^'^ 
veracity and honour, whether the atteflation 
of fuch a man would not have ftamped fuffi- 
cient authenticity on the affidavits, and ren- 
dered it unnecejlary, that the CWef JuflicQ 
fhpuld be palled upon to adminil^er oaths 
out of his own jurifdiftion ? — He replied, 
(hat he thought the atteflation of a perfon 
not connected with the executive govern- 
ment, would have moft weight. He was 
afked, if he bad not taken tjje affidavits w- 
latiye to the rcbclj^ of ^ iSegums', for the 
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ptirpofe of juilifying Mr. Hafttngs for plun- 
dering thcfe PrincelTes, and preventing any 
future enquiry into his conduA on tlv^t 
head ?•— He anfwered in the negative ; for, 
though he conlidercd the revolution of Be- 
nares to have been of fo important a nature, 
that he thought at the time it would lead to 
an enquiry into the conduft of the Governor- 
General, yet the public notoriety of the dif- 
afTedlion of the l^gums did not leave him 
room to think, even for a moment, that the 
puniihment inOiftecT on thefe Princeflbs for 
their rebellion could ever be made a fubjeft 
of public enquiry.-^He was afked, if he 
himfelf had not, by the dire£l*on of Mr. 
Haflings, defircd Mr. Middleton to contrive, 
if poHible, to bring the Nabob to make a 
requiiition that he might be permitted to 
feize the jaghircs of his mother and grand- 
mother ^ On this point the witnefs could 
not fpeak with great certainty ; but he was 
inclined to anfwer it rather in 'the negative 
than in the affirmative. 

Mr. Sheridan then read a paffage from the 
fccond defence of Mr. Haftings, in which the 
latter gentleman faid, that Sir Elijah Impey 
had been dire£>cd to make fuch a communi- 
cation to Mr. Middleton. Mr. Sheridan then 
Silked, if the witnefs dilbelieved that alTcr- 
tion > He replied, that probably what Mr. 
Haflings had written was true, but that he 
did not recolledt that the fadl was as it was 
itated there. Mr. Sheridan then faid, that 
he mull conclude the witnefs contradidled 
the aflertion made by Mr. Haftings. Sir 
Slijah obferved, that he gave his evidence 
without confidcring how it w'ould bear on 
cither the charge or the defence : and that it 
would be for the Court to apply it.— Mr. 
Sheridan faid, that he would prove here- 
after, to the entire fatisfa£lIon of their Lord- 
fhips, that the Nabob had been urged and 
prclTed on the part of Mr. Mailings to make 
a requitition for leave to refume the Begums 
Jaghircs ; that he at length did make thedc- 
iired requifition in form, and that Mr. Mail- 
ings had afled as if fuch requifition had been 
made freely and voluntarily by the Nabob. 

At the conclulion of his evidence. Sir Eli- 
jah Impey ufed the following words ; 

^ . “It has been objefled to me as a crime^ 
“ my Lords, that I Hepped out of my official 
“ line, in the bulinefs of the affidavits ; that 
** 1 a£led as t]ie Seeretary of Mr. Haflings. 
“ I did do fo. But 1 truil it is not in one 
folitary injlattfe that 1 have done more than 
mere duly might require. The ncords of 
the Ball India Company; the minutes of 
“ the Houfe of Commons ; the recoHq^lion 
of various inhabitants of India — all, all, 
“ I trull, will prove that I never have been 
want^ to what I held was thiJiryUf ef 


“ myceuntry, I have Hald, when perfbaal 
fafety might have whifpered, there is no 
“ occalion for your delay!’* 1 have gono 
forth— when individual eafe might have 
“ faid— “ Stay at home !’* I have advifed, 
“ when 1 might coldly have denied my ad- 
** vice. But, 1 thank God, recoUcdlion docs 
“ not raife a blulh at the part I took ; and 
“ what I then did, 1 anf not now alhamed to 
“ mention I” 

At half pad five the Managers feemed 
to think they had heard enough from Sir 
Elijah. 

Various , Lords put different quelUons t 
Lords Suffolk, Carlifle, Stanhope, Walfing- 
ham, Kinnaird, and PortchcHcr, the latter 
of whom ufed a woid from the witnefs, vi*. 
jigregatu 

llie Court was very numeroufly at^ 
tended. 


Twknty-Fourth Day. 

WEnNESDAY, May 7. 

This day a great deal of written evidence 
was produced to Ihew what excelTes had 
been committed by the Engli/h Hationed in 
Oude, upon the inhabitants of that country: 
one paper Hated, that one morning an Eng- 
lilh officer had caufed the heads of eighteen 
natives to be llruck off. 

A letter was next read to difprovc the af- 
fertioiimadc by Mr. Mailings in his defence^ 
that he had left the ten itory of Oude in a 
flourilhing condition. This letter was from 
Lord CcrnNvallis — It Hated, tliat on hisvlfit 
to Lucknow he was received by the Vizier 
with every mark of rcfj>e(n: and attention ; 
but that he was (hocked at the deplorable 
appearance of the country and the people s 
that he exliorted the Nabob in the moft ur- 
gent manner to edopr a fyHcin of oeconomy 
in the expenditure of the, revenue, and to lay 
down fixed principles of government for the 
happinefs and advantage of his fubjedls. 
That the Vizier replied, he had no. iuterell 
in eHabliffiing a fyHem of oeconomy, whito 
the influence of tlie Englifh Government 
ruled every thing about his Court and in his 
dominions; and that for him to attempt s 
new fyHem of government, under fuch cir- 
cumilances, would be abfurd, as his autho- 
rity was laughed at and defpifed by his fub-‘ 
jeAs, who locked upon him as a cypher; 
but that if the Englifh were to fuffer him to 
be the mafler of his dominions, he would 
become trul)> oecononiical, and lay down 
plans for the improvement of the commerce 
and encouragement of the agriculture of his 
people, 

Another letter fmm Lord Cornwallis 
Hated, that his' Lordfhip had feen fome of 
the gavalry, and other rarts of the aimy of 
• , Oude, 
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Oude, but that he had found them fucli as it 
Vouid not be fafe for a General to |>Uce 
much dependence upon $ and, indeed, from 
(allhehad feen of tlie countiy, that it would 
be unpolTible for the Company, in cafe of a 
war, to druw any aflTtllance from it. 

A letter from Mr. Kirkpatrick was read, 
to contradici anotlier aflerclon in tlie defence 
made by Mr. Haf^logs, iianncly, that the 
Princes of India had a high o}Mnion of his 
food faith ; and that Madajee Scindia had 
^arritten a letter to our moft Gracious Sove- 
reign, in which he beftowed the hlghcll 
praij^ on Mr. Hailings, and feemed to have 
Dotfting more to afk, than that tliofe v*ho 
ihculd fuccecd him in his government might 
follow his example. Mr. Kirkpatrick's let- 
ter, which was sddrelTed to Lord Cornwal- 
lis, afTured that the natives had experienced 
lb many brcaciics of faith on the part of the 
fnglifh, tlut it would be a very difficult 
matter to prevail upon them ever to place 
confidence in our promifes or engagements 5 
and therefore, however fincere Government 
might be In their intention to be faithful to 
their engagements, notliing but time and 
fomc more happy experience of a change in 
our meafures, could make tlie natives place 
any confidence in our aflurances. This letter 
of Mr. Kirkpatrick was the more remarkable, 
as it was written from the country of Ma- 
dajee Scii.dia, the Mahratta Prince, who, 
according to the defence of Mr. Hartings, 
bad fo gieat a reliance upon the faith of his 
government, tliat he wifhed all future Co- 
vernors cf Kengal might adhere as lellgioufly 
to tlieir engagements as Mr. Hallings had to 
bis. 

The Managers having gone through this 
ivritten evidence, defircd tint 
Mr. MIDDI.ETON 

Ihould be called to the bar. 1 his gentleman 
having made his appearance, underwent a 
Jong examination on the fubje€f of the fti- 
zure of the Begum's jaghircs, and their trea- 
fure, Jtc. &c. He was afked how long the 
rebellion of the Begums, fuch as he fup. 
pofed it to be, hart hfled ? He faicl he be- 
lieved the period of its duration might have 
|>ccn from the fame period in the month of 
Avguflf at which Cheyt Sing broke out into 
fubciiicn, to the latter end of September.— 
This quertion was thought to be the more 
fiiaterial, as the Begums were not itripped 
of their jagliires till the December fcilowing, 
near three months after the cooclufion of tfic 
fuppofed rcbelhon, tliougli that rebellion luid 
been made the ^ound pr payfe fpr 
which tiicfc jaghircs were feized. 

He was afked, if air Elijah Impey had 
communicated to him the jdeafurs of Mr. 
Kaftings relative to the rcfumpiion p_f tl^e 


jaghircs? He believed he might have c<ml 
verfed with Sir Elijah on the fubjeA. A 
pafTagefrom one of his own lefteis was thep 
ri;>'id to him, hi thefe words Your plea- 
** fure I have learned from Sir Elijah Imp^ 
** relative to the Begums, and 1 (hall take 
“ care to ufe every Influence with the Na-* 
** bob to fecond your views." He acknow- 
ledged that he had written the letter in whicK 
that pafTage was to be found. The objeft 
of the Managers in examining the witneft to 
this point was, to ibew that the plan for 
feizing upon the treafures of the Begums, had 
originated with Mr. Haflings, and not with 
the Nabob. v 

Tlie Managers then read a letter from the 
Bow Begum, or princefs mother, to Mr. 
Briflow, Aating the hardfhlpk of tier fitua- 
tion, the calumnies of her enemies^ and h^r 
own innocence, and calling upon the Eng- 
lilh for that protection, which by treaty they 
were bound to afford her. Other letters 
were read, written by Lieutenant-Colonel 
Hannay and Capt. Gordon, to the Begum, 
and her Minifters Bahar and Jewar Ally 
Khan, thanking them for their kind inter- 
pofition, which had faved tlie life of Capt. 
Goidon. The Counfel for Mr. Hallings ob- 
jected to the admilTion of thefe letters as 
evidence, becaufe printed copies of letters 
were not evidence, whilfl tlie originals could 
be obt^ned ; but Hill Icfs were they evi- 
dence in the prefent cafe, as the writer, or 
fuppofed writer of fome of them, was in 
London j and the Managers ought, in point 
of candour, to call upon him to Hate whe- 
ther tlicfc were copies of letters tliat had really 
been written by him, 

Mr. Sherid 4 n fald, it was impofljble Cor 
him to produce thcwiiteis of thefe letters, 
becaufe one of them was the younger Be- 
gum, who was in India, and could not be 
brought to this country ; another of them 
(Col. Hannay) was dead 5 and as for the 
third, Capt. Gordon, he did not think pro- 
per to call him, though he fhould be on the 
fpot ; for notwithHanding the many expref- 
fions in his letters of gratitude to the Begum 
and her Minifters, for the prefeivaticn of his 
life, this gentleman had npt Uiought proptr 
to take the lead notice of fo remarkable » 
circumHancu in his depofition, or afiidi^vit, 
before Sir Elijah Impey. Buj; it was not ne» 
ceflTary that he Hippjjd produce eitber dte ori- 
ginals, or the writers of thefe l^en j 
had biten printed aiid annexed to one of the 
charges againH Mr. HaHings, to which 
cliarge that gmtliemaA bad been admitted ip ^ 
make a defence at the bar of the Honfo of ' 
Commons j and In that defence he admitted 
thefe very letters to be geimme, and tbo 
printcfl cc|^les io hf 4aUhfj4^ 
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Mr. Law fald, Aat the Commons might 
|»rove that fuch had been annexed to the 
charge in the Commons, and that Mr. Ha(t-« 
ings had argued upon them as if they were 
l^enulne, but not admitting them to be fo ^ 
ind after the Managers Ihould have proved 
this, he would contend that the evidence of 
fadts fo proved was not admidfibie againA the 
defendant. 

Mr. Burke fald, it was a hard thing for 
, the Commons to proceed under the various 
difad vantages which naturally arofe out of 
the delinquency of the prifoner at the bar. 
One of the charges againA him was, that he 
had fupprefTcd letters which he was bound 
in duty to have recorded, and which, if he 
had, would be evidence for their Lord (hips : 
but now that he had violated his duty, and 
fuppreiTed correfpondence, his Counfei tri- 
umphantly called out for the original letters ; 
this was making the prifoner avail himfeif of 
his own wrong, contrary to all principles of 
juftice. — The Managers proceeded to prove, 
that thefe letters had been printed and annexed 
to a charge in the HouA of Commons, to 
wliich Mr. HaAings had made a defence ; 
and a palfage from that defence was read, to 
prove that he had admitted thefe letters to 
be genuine. They were accordingly read, 
and taken down upon their Lordfhips mi- 
nutes. 

After this, Mr. Law obferved, that as it 
did not appear from any evidence given by 
the Managers, that thefe letters had ever 
reached the hands of Mr. HaAings, he hoped 
the Hon. Manager who had charged him with 
having fupprefled letters, would in candour 
and juAice to the gentleman at the bar re- 
tract his aiTertion. 

Mr. Burke, alTuming all the dignity* of 
fi tuation belonging to a perfon adding for and 
reprelenting the Commons of England, re- 
plied, ** My Lords, the Counsel de- 
serves NO ANSWER.” 

Mr. Sheridan proved, that fome of the moA 
material evidence relative to tlie Begums, had 
been iiflually fupprefTed } for he Aated from 
written documents, the authenticity of which 
had been previoudy eAablKhed, that Goulafs 
Roy (a man who had refided in Oude, and 
'^was ^A acquainted with all that belonged to 
tlie condufb of the Begums) had been fent 
VO Benares to make bis depofltion ; and that 
after he had ma^e it, he was fent home : — 
but, faid Mr. Sheridan, not the leaA notice 
Or account of this depolitlon of Goulafs Roy 
Was to be found in. the collection of affidavits 
taken by Sir Elijah Impey. 

The Managers then continued cheexami- 
nation of Mr., Middleton. His books of 
correfpondence were 7>roduced ; and it ap- 
peared, that mAAy pages were tom ovt, and 


others were added, which were IcoA, no 4 
being fewed or bound up with the rc-A. One 
of the books appeared to be numbered or 
paged in his way : A fiibjeCt was carried on 
and paired In regular order ; when that fub- 
jeft was ended, anotlier began agr.in witla 
No. I, 2, 3, &c. fo that page x occurred 
more than once in the fame volume. Now 
a great number of leaves Vrere torn out, and 
the next page to thofe that had been fo torn 
bore the No. i, and thus went on regularly j 
fo that a whole liiAory of any one tranfaAion 
might have been thus deAroyed. The leaves 
fo tom off had been bound up with the reA^ 
and the threads of the binding from which 
they had been tom remained. 

Mr. Middleton was not able to account for 
this lacerated Aate of his hooks. 

He was then aiked,if thu Nabob bad been 
always inclined to take from his parents their 
jaghlres and eAates ? He faid, he believed 
he was ever inclined to do fo, but had been 
withheld by his dread of il'e Englifli, whofe 
faith was plcc'gtd to guarantee to the Pow 
Begum, at lea A, thofe jaghlres and trea- 
fures. He was afked next, iiow he ccaild, 
in one of his letters to Mr. HaAings, Aate, 
that iiC had an almofi unconquerahU rtluifanet 
to the meafure f He did recolleCt that he had 
made ufe of that expreffion. The expref- 
fion appeared in a letter of Mr. HaAings to 
Mr. Middleton, in which the former adverts 
to and repeats this expreffton, as taken from 
a preceding Jetter from Mr. Middleton to th« 
Governor-General. This letter of the wit- 
nefs, to which Mr. HaAii^s referred, was 
not to be found, and was by the Managers 
faid to be one of the many that had been 
deAroyed or fuppreffed. Another letter, 
from the Nabob, which Mr. Middleton faid 
he difpatclied to Mr. HaAings, and which 
related to the refumption of the jaghlres arid 
treafures, was not to be found upon record, 
but was alfo fuppreffed or loA. 

Mr. Middleton was aAced, whether Mr. 
HaAings would not have caufed the jaghlres 
to be feized, whether the Nalvob had confent- 
ed or not ? He faid, he believed he would. 
He was alked, if* he himfeif (the witnefs) 
had not iffued his own orders, or pi » wa,iKahs^ 
for that purpofe, without waiting for the con- 
fent of the Nabob ? He replied, that cer- 
tainly he had figned and fealed fome of thefo 
perwannahs, and delivered them to the Mi - 
niAer, but he did not believe they had been 
difpatched by* him before the Nabob figned 
pcrwannalis for the fame purpofe. He was 
aAced, if the Nabob had not at the time de- 
clared, that hisfo/igning was an a/7 of com- 
fulfionf TMs Mr. Middleton admitted. 
He was then call^ upon to fay, how he 
could jriferi; that the Nabob had b^n niways 

inclined 
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IndZned to refome the Jaghires, and would 
have done it if he had not been witlihdd by 
the Engliih guarantee ? The anfwer we 
were riot able to underhand ; the witnefs 
laid fomething about the Nabob's wilhing to 
* refome only fomt jaghires, but Mr. Hallings 
^ would have him refume all, 

Ke was alked, if the fecond article of the 
treaty of Chunar did not leave the Nabob at 
liberty to refume fuch jaghires as he /hould 
think proper to refume ? He faid, it did. 
He was afkcd then, if the meaning of that 
artick was, that the Nabob Aiould refume 
thofc that he did not think proper to refume ? 
He replied In the negative. He was defired 
then to reconcile, if he could, a treaty which 
gave the Nabob leave to refume Juch as he 
ftioulA pleafe^ with an order that he Jlxuld 
refume fuch jaghires as he nutpied not to pof- 
fefs liimfelf ; nay, that he Ihould refume all, 
Mr. Middleton admitted, that upon the face 
of the treaty, the order juft mentioned and 
the treaty itfelf were irreconclleable. He 
faid, however, that from the beginning he 
had told the Nabob that he mull refume all 
the jaghires. 

Mr. Sheridan contended, that In this the 
wUtiefs' hdd flatly contradi^ed what he had 
liud on a preceding day on the fame fubje^, 
when it appeased from his evidence, that the 
Nabob's rehiflancc had been exprefled when 
the refumption of the Begums’ jaghires was 
mentioned to him ; for at that time the re- 
fumption of no other jaghires had been fo 
much as hinted to him. The former evi- 
dence Was read, and Mr. Middleton was en- 


deavouring to reconcile* what he had 
when the Lord Chancellor obferved, that the 
difeuflion of this point might take up much 
time, and it was then near flx o'clock f • 
The point was then dropped, an<l their 
lordlhips adjourned. • 

Twinty-fifth Day.? 

Thursday, May 8. 

Mr. Middleton was called agaii> to the 
bar this day, and his examination aiidcrofs- 
examination lafted till the rifmg of thd 
Court, at half paft flve o'clock. It appeared, 
from one of his letters, that a man was kept 
in the Company's pay, at F^zabad, for the 
purpofe of forwarding fuch letters as might 
be addrefled to the Refident at Lucknow, 
and of tranfmitting whatever intelligence 
fhould come to his knowledge, that was in 
any degree important. He was afked, what 
was the name of this man P He faid, it was 
Goulafs Roy, He was afked, if this man had 
not been fent to Benares to depofe wliatever 
he had heard relative to the rebellion of the 
Begums, being fuppofed to be well acquaint- 
ed with every thing that had pafTcd at Fyza- 
bad ? On this point the witnefs was not 
able to fpeak with any certainty. A pafTage 
of a letter was then read to him, written by 
Major Davy, informing him that Goulafs 
Roy having been examined, and his depofl- 
tion taken, relative to the rebellion of the 
Begums, had been fent back to Fyzabad. 
He was then afked, why tliis depofition did 
not appear among tlie other affldavits ? He 
replied, that he did not know until lie heard 


* They who look for every witnefs to deliver himfelf with fuch pcrfpicuity and addrefs 
•s Sir Elijah Impey and Major Scott, will look more often than they And. How intel- 
iedual Mr. Middleton may be, feems pretty obvious. And yet in Weflminfler, as elfe- 
where^ things are not always as they feem. Ignorance may be loquacious, and genius mute. 
Sir W. Yonge^ of George the Second's time, had the trick, without three ideas in conti- 
nuity, to talk bimfelj into 3000I. a -year ! while Pope, when appearing for his friend 
Atterbury, faltered into forgetfulnefs of all his flne powers — and in the few fhort lines 
which formed his tefllmony, he committed as many tranfgr^ons aga'mji grammar / 

Mr. Middleton is not meant further to be likened to Popc.-^Wits may have fhort memo- 
ries. It would be well if each fhort memory had wit. If it was fo, embarralfment had 
been changed into felf-pofTeflion, and we fhould have fplendour in the place of obfeurity. 

Mr. Middleton was more agitated, and therefore more confufed, than ever. The quef- 
tions put to him, he app-ehended tardily ; and his anfwers often were fo perplexed, as to 
make them yet more tardily apprehended in return. ^ 

In the courfe of this prolix detail, Mr. Shetjdan managed mofl of the matter. A few 
queflions came from Mr. Fox ; and when Mr. Adam let fall a few' words on their fide, 
pro^fh'ng their witnefs, the Chancellor very properly let him know, that ** every witnefs 
is in the prote£liOn of the Court.” 

The word “ caftion” ajepearing in fomeof the Benares papers — Mr. Burke, with 
his wonted promptitude and force, obferved on its peculiarity— That this was a flower 
** not likely to have been gather^ among Oriental growtlis ; but that it was to be traced 
^ fprlnging on very different ground.” Then flinging away his flower, he faid, ^ It fmelc 
“ of the calk.” 

^ jr 7 he Court was very thlii— fcarcely ten women of fafhion,' and not twenty of th^ 
C^mons I 

• this- 
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ihh letter read, that Goulaft Roy liad bcer> 
examined, and therefore he was not able to 
account for the non-appearance of his depo- 
fition : nor did he know any native by riami, 
who had made an affidavit before Sir Elijah 
• Impey. Hb fhewed Col. Hannay his ord6rs 
from Mr. Haffings, to find out who knew 
any thing relative to the conduct of the Be- 
gums j and as the perfons who werehnoft 
likely to know fuch things, were native offi- 
cers in Col. Hannay’s regiment, he left it to 
him to find them out. He was afked, if 
Col. Hannay was not accufed by the Be- 
gums with having occafioned all the difturb- 
ances in Oude ? He replied, that he believed 
the Begums had made fuch an accufatlon. 
Mr. Burke then defired the witnefs would 
fay, whether he thought it was decent or juft 
tc commit to a perfon fo accufed, the charge 
of finding out witnefTcs to blacken his ac- 
cufers P He faid, he did not commit fuch a 
charge to him ; he barely commuaicated to 
him the orders which the Governor-General 
had fent to the wltncfs. 

Mr. Law afked, if the jaghire left by the 
late Nabob to the Bow Begum was confide- 
rable ? He replied, that, in his opinion, it 
was not worth more than two lacks of rupees 
a year*, but that her fon, the prefent Na- 
bob, had given her other jaghires, making 
her whole income /x lacks a year. He was 
afked, whether the Begum was not reputed 
to have had a large, and what, fum in her 
poflefTion at the time of her hufband’s death ? 
He replied, that it was computed (he had 
two crores, or 2,000, oool. This treafurc he 
conceived to be the inheritance of the prefent 
Nabob, though it was in the Zenana ; for 
the late Nabob refided at Fyzabad, where 
his widow ftill refides, and he liad no other 
treafure than that which was depofited in 
the Begum’s Palace. He confidcr^ the Be- 
gum only as the Nabob's treafurer, and iy>t 
the owner of the wealth : and a circumflance 
had occurred which induced him to form 
this opinion. When the late Nabob was 
profecuting the Rohilla war, he gave the 
witnefs a draft for 1 5 lacks, to be paid out 
of tliis treafure at Fyzabad 5 the draft, how- 
ever, was not honoured ; the Begum, who 
‘ was at that time with him in the camp, then 
drew for the fame fum, and her draft wa2 
immediately paid. Mr. Sheridan afked, if 
' this Lift did not prove direftly the reverfe ? 

for as the Nabob’s order for the money had 
. been difregarded, and the Begum’s duly ho- 
noured, it would appear that the fund upon 
which both had drawn belonged to the Bo- 
gum, and not ro her fon. 

Mr. .Sh;:ridan, in order to fh<r^ that the 
treafures left by Sujah ul Dowlah could not 
be fo great as (he witnefs had thought them 


to be^ afked what was the Aim thit tlf: late 
Nabob was to pay for our afTiftance iii 

EXTERMINATING the RoHlLLAS P ThO 

witnefs replied, forty lacks; fifteen wefj 
paid before the deard of tlie Nabob, arid 
fince that period the Begums had paid fifty- 
fix lacks, 560,0001. Mr; Sheridan left it 
then to their LordfUips to judge, whether 
fhe could have 2,ooo,(V>ol. fterling in the 
Zenana. 

Mr. Law afked, whether the Begums had 
not a confiderable body of treops in their 
jaghires ? whether they were not independent 
of the Nabob ? whether the Begums Mini- 
fters did not frequently oppofe the Nabob’s 
officers P whether his Highnefs had not fre- 
quently exprelTcd a wifh that the jaghii-es of 
his parents were refunted P and whether he 
had not complained, that two rulers, mean- 
ing himfclf and his mother, were too 
many for one country ? The witnefs replied, 
that the Begums had troops, which were 
certainly independent of the Nabob, whofc 
officers had often been refided l>y them, un- 
der the orders of Bahar and Jewar Ally 
Chan, the Begums Miniflers ; and for thefs 
and other reafons, he would have refumed 
the jaghires, if he had riot been v/ichheld by 
the Englifh guarantee ; but he did not recol- 
left preclfely that he had heard him fay^ 

“ two rulers were t(So many for one 
“ country.” 

In anfwer to fome quedions put to hint 
by Mr. Sheridan, he faid, that every perfon 
holding a jaghire was obliged to have troops ; 
that they were necefTary for the colleftion of 
the revenue ; that fhe Nabob had frequently 
attempted to incroach upon the jaghires of 
his parents, whofc Minifiers, as they were 
in duty bound, refided the incroachments ; 
and this difeharge of their diity was, he be- 
lieved, one of tlie reafons that made the Na- 
bob diflike them. 

Mr. Sheridan then undertook to fubfbm- 
tiate, that the keeping the Nabob’s family^ 
portioning the daughters, &c. &c. was al- 
ways thought to be a necefTary part of his 
allowance : That he had complained of the 
Englifh, as the fource of ail his difficulties s 
That two gentlemen were mentioned-* 
whom Mr. Middleton did not remember, 
though he recol/c^cd they were named in the 
letter — Thcfc two gentlemen proVed to be 
Mr. Briftow and Mr. Middleton — the former 
of whom, Mr. Burke obferved, “ had ib$' 
foUtics^ the.Jatter tht money'' 

The letter was read by the Clerk. . 

Mr. Law here obferved, they could not 
gOt accefi to thefe letters, as they were taken 
away each night by the Hon. ^ianagers. 

The Lord Chancellor, with that perfpi-« 
cuity which diferiminates on, aiM kiiowe 
I cwry 
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^ thing, (aid, “ They were, or (hould be, 
depoiited in the Parliament Office — that 
■ b^fb fafiUi fliould haye accels to them, 
' when found nccelTary, but that ntitbfr fhould 
. remove them at their pleafure.” 

Mr. Sheridan afked the witnefs, whether, 
' after tlie late Nabob had been defeated by 
’ the Englifh at the battle of Buxar, the Be> 
gum had not repaiic^ to hini with all her 
treafure ? He replied, that Hie had rcpalicd 
to him, and had carried with her valuable 
eflfedls, on which fiie raifed great fums for 
his ufe ; and this mark of fidelity and at- 
tachment to her hufuand, in the critical 
moment of his difirefs, was, the witnefs 
admitted, tlie foundation of the unbounded 
love he ever after entertained for her. The 
v/irnefs alfo admitted, that he had heard the 
Begum had prevented her huiband from put- 
ting his fon, the prefent Nabob, to death ; 
and had, by her great influence over her 
huiband, prevailed upon him to fingie her 
fon out f^rom all his other children, and confii- 
tutc him his heir. — This evidence was given 
to prove, that if thefe Princes had greatly 
enriched the Begum through gratitude, it 
would not be fair to fay that they did not give 
her a property in the wealth, and more par- 
ticularly, as the Begums were obliged to fup- 
port the family and children of the late 
Nabob, and give tliem fortunes on their 
marriage. 

Mr. Sheridan afked the witnefs, if all the 
articles of the treaty of Chunar had been 
fsithfully obCcrved by the Englifli ? He re- 
plied, that he could not anfwer the quefticn, 
unlefi he was to read the \vholc treaty, and 
all the correfpondence. Mr. Sheridan then 
fald, he could a/k him a more fimpic qutf- 
tion— -Had tjiy one article of tint treaty been 
kept ? The witnefs could not tell. Mr. 
Sheridan afked him, if any articles of it had 
been kept except thofe wliich were difagree- 
ablc to the Nabob, and which the witnefs 
had alTured that Prince, Mr. Haflings never 
intended fhould be enforced ? The Counfd 
faid, the queUion was too broad. Mr. She- 
ridan faid, he did not mean to prefs the wit- 
nefs to anfwer it. 

But he would alk this queftion— At v. hat 
period had' the Nabob Aipulatcd that the 
temporary brigade belonging to the Com- 
pany, and then in his fbrvice, fhould be 
withdrawn? Ths witnefs replied, that it 
was on the 19th of September. 

Mr. SJierldan upon this remarked, that this 
wjHh the very period when the fuppofed re- 
of the Begums was ra^jing. He kft 
their Xordfhips to judge, whether the 
jifabob would infift, that the only troops on 
l^luch he could depend fhould be difiniflld, 
JlfffrarUi MiOf juft at the moment, whm, if 


fuch a war was usually ex'ifting, he had thd ' 
greateft occafion for their feevices. 

A very long examination then took place 
on the fubjed of the witnefs's books of cor- 
refpondence. The laft letter in one of thefe 
books, written on a fheet bound up w ith the 
reft of the book, was dated the 19th of Oc- 
tober j^iinmediately follow fome loofe fheets, 
not bound up ; and on the firft of them is 
another letter, bearing date alfo the 19th of 
OAober. Thefe two letters were not copied 
at the fame time, or on the fame kind of 
paper ; for thefe two fheets, though imme- 
diately following each other, >bave different 
wuter marks. Now the former of tlie two 
letters, bearing the fame date, was written 
by Major Gilpin to Mr. Middleton, and in-, 
clofed copies from the Bow Begum of the 
letters that had been fent to l^er by Col. 
Hannay and Capt. Gordon. But thefe copies 
fliouldhave been inferted in the official book, 
immediately after the letter from Major Gil- 
pin, in which they had been inclofcd Mr. 

Middleton faid he had left copies of them in 
the office. 

Lord Loughborough afked, why he had 
not fent thefe copies to Calcutta, particularly 
as the Begum had requefted that he would 
ftnd them as inftruments of her defence, and 
vouchers of her innocence ? He faid, he was 
then retiring from his office, and transferring 
the duties of the Rcfidcnt to Mr. Briftow, 
previous to his departure for Calcutta. —The 
noble and learned Lord afked, why he had 
not carried with him letters of fo much im- 
portance, and delivered them to the Gover- 
nor on his arrival at Calcutta ? — He did not 
think It was ncccftary ^ he prefumed liIs fuc- 
ceiTor in ofiicc would fend them. 

Lord Loughborough obferved, that it ap- 
peared from a letter from Mr. Haftings to 
the witnefs, that he was directed by the for- 
mer to enquire who were able to give any evi- 
dence relative to the difalfeftion of the Be- 
gums ; to dcfire that they would make de- 
pofiticns of all they knew j that they fliould 
be very particular as to dates and p/aees j that 
no depcfition fhould be drawn up in a lan- 
guage which the deponent did not under- 
ftand ; and that perfons fhould be prefent, 
who fhould lake care that the deponents 
were duly fworn, according to the forms 
preferibed by their refpetftivc religions for 
taking oaths j or if any fhould fcruple to 
take an oath, that their affirmation fhould 
be taken with the ufual folemnity.— Now 
the learned Lord wifhed to know, If the 
witnefs c-uld fay, after the receipt of fuch a 
letter, that lie did not know, of his own 
knowledge, that any native had made an 
^idavit ? Mr. Middleton replied, that he 
Usd (hewn the letter to Colonel Hannay, 

Mayor 
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Major Macdonald, and Captain Gordon, and 
had left it to them to follow them* 

The noble I^rd alkcd, if thefe gentlemen 
could fpeak the Periian language ? He* faid 
Captain Gordon could, but he believed the 
others could barely underfland it, if it was 
read to them. Lord Loughborough alked, 
how he could commit to others the difeharge 
of a duty impofed upon himfelf, and for 
which thofe others were not at all quali- 
fied ? He could not tell why he had done 
fo. He was alkcd, if he had appointed 
proxies to feize the Begums treafurc, or 
whether in that cafe he had executed in per- 
fon the orders of the Governor-General ? He 
admitted that thefe orders he had carried into 
execution in perfon. 

. He was afterwards very clofely examined 
by Lords Loughborough, Stormont, Stan- 
hope, and Hopetoun, about the mutilated 
ftate of his bobks. He faid, he never ip- 
tended to fay they were perfeft copies, kc 
had them taken only for his own private ufe, 
he had lent them while at Calcutta to Mr. 
tohnfon, who wanted fome letters in it for 
his defence agalnlf a charge brought againft 
him by the Governor-General. He admit- 
ted that it appeared that leaves had been torn 
out of them ; but he declared, that this had 
not been done by him, or with his confent, . 
or even knowledge. 

One very remarkable circumftance !n this 
cafe is, that one of the letters copied in a 
loofe Iheet, is in the hand- writing of two 
Mfferent perfons^ and it was admitted by the 
wittiefs, that one part was copied at Luck- 
now, the other at Calcutta ; and if this let- 
tefwas copied from the original book left in 
the Refident's office at Lucknow, it was 
iiicomprchenfible how part of it could have 
been copied at Calcutta. 

With this examination the bufinefs of the 
day terminated, and the Court adjourned, 
at half pafi five o'clock, until May zo. 


Twfnty-sIxth Day. 

Tuesday, May zo. 

After an adjournment of ten days, during 
the "Whitfun holidays, the Court again re- 
fumed its fundtions in all due form. At 
twelve o'clock, Mr. Burke called upon the 
Clerk to read feme Pei fian Correfpondtnce, 
confifiing of letters from Hydcr Beg, the 
Vizier, the Nabob, and from the Governor- 
'GeneraU 

After thefe bad waited nearly two hours, 
Mr. Burke wiffied to corroborate the evi- 
dence already adduced, by an extradt from a 
Perfian Newfpaper I The weight which 
this might have, feemed at firit to be uncer- 
tain, as a record In a Court of Juillce j but 
the. Manager deplared it had great authenti- 


city, and the Clerk finiffied the Newf« 
paper. 

Mr. Sheridan then proceeded to declare to. 
their Lordihips, that the Managers intended . 
to produce evidence to prove, that the Na- 
bob Vizier was a mere cypher in his own; 
dominions, and that the government of* 
them, though nominally in that Prince, was 
really and cffedlually jn the £ait-lndia Com-, 
pany ; and confequcRtly, that Mr. Hafiings ' 
was refponfible for the mal-adminifcration of 
the provinces of Oude, while he was the 
reprefentative of the Company, as their Go- 
vernor-General. 

He obferved to their Lordihips, that it 
was the morcLneceiTary he ffiould relate theft 
circumfiances, as Mr. Hafiings had alTerted 
in his defence, that ** It was not true that 
“ the Nabob of Oude was ever under the 
“ centroul of the Bengal Government in the 
“ extent Bated in the charge:— That the 
Ref. dent, who reprefented the Council - 
“ General, had an influence at his Court, 

** could not be difputed ; but that it was 
notorious, that the acts of the Nabob's 
“ Government were, on various occafions, 
remonfirated agalnlt, and inefie^lually 
oppofed by the Rcfident, as might be fecn 
“ by the public correfpondence of MclTrs. 
Middleton and Bridow I'hat it Could 
not, therefot^e, be admitted that the £n- 
glhh name and character were concerned 
** in every adt of his government, or in any 
“ not authorized by them." 

Mr. Sheridan faid, he trufled that the. 
Managers would be able to prove, to the 
fatisfadtion of the Court, that the Engll/li 
name and charadler were really and truly' 
concerned in every adl of the government of 
Oude. 

The proofs produced were authentic writ- 
ten documents fionp the records of the Jndia- 
Houfe. From the)e it appeared, that even 
prior to the time when Mr. HaBings was 
appointed Governor- General, the Nabob of 
Oude was entirely dependent upon the Com- 
pany ; and that the p; ifoner had afterwards 
fo far degraded him, as to leave him nothing 
more th.an the name of a Sovereign : that 
whatever favourite MiniBcr the Governor- 
General defired he would remove, he had 
immediately removed ; and that he raifed to 
the rank of MinlBers thofe whom Mr. IlaB- 
iptrs was pleafed to recommend, or rather to 
appoint. Letters were produced from the 
MiniBcrs v^io had j^een appointed on the 
recommendation, or rather nomination, of 
Mr. Haftings, returning that gentleman 
than'KS for their appointment, and acknow- 
ledging themfelvcs to have derived their then 
fitiiaticn from him. The Mai'ager proved, 
by other letters, that the neighbouring Princes 
Is - cojilideced 
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KllQfidered th&Englifti as the majltrs and r»- 
IjD^i^not the protc&ors or allies^ of the Nabob 
Oude. A letter from Fyzoola Khani the 
ftnly remaining Prince oi* Chief of the Ro- 
(lillas, to the Governor and Council, (hew- 
ed, that the oficc dourilhing country of 
JR,^iland was running fail to decay ; that 
fhwfands of village^ in jt had been deferred ; 
and that if fome remedy was not fpcedily 
lipplied by the Company, the whole country 
yrould, in a year or two, be reduced to a 
snrildernefs. Fyzoola Khan ilated, in this 
letter, thn it was his regard for the Comr 
pany, and its honour, that made him write 
ppon a fubjed in which he had no longer any 
perfcnal concern. 

Other letters were produced from Perfian 
Newfpapers, pubiiihed by authority, like the 
London Gazette, and recorded by Mr. Haft- 
ings himftlf, wluch proved that other neigh- 
bouring Princes, and particularly the Em- 
peror of Hindoilan, looked upon the Go. 
vcrnor-General as the real Sovereign of 
Oude. Letters from the Nabob hlmfelf 
plearly proved the fenfe he entertained of his 
own Utile weight in the government of his 
pwn country ; for he faid he would leave it 
entirely, and go to the Governor- General, 
and refide \yith him. But no proof was fo 
Arong as a letter from Mr. Haftings hiinfelf 
to Mr. Briilpw, the Engliih Refident at 
Lucknow ; in which, complaining of Hyder 
Eeg Khan, Minirtcr to the Nabob, whom 
in othtr refpedls he before, and ever fince, 
Viipporteti again A bis maAcr, he makes ufe 
cf the following contemptuous language of 
*the Prince hi mfelf; — “ By an abufe of hi? 
f‘ influence over Jhp Nabob, be (the Nabob 
f* himfdf) being fas be ever ptuji be) in thp 
« hands of fome perfon a mere cypher, 
‘f in bis (the MiniAcr’s) dared to pfiakp 
him (the Nabob) assume a very ukbe*' 
COMING tone of refufal, reproach, and 
*• refentment, in oppofitjon to meafures r«. 

commended by me , ^d pvcn to aSs done by 
** my authority,'* 

It was pro\'ed, that the meafpre of Aa- 
tioning a brigade of the Company's troops 
ip Oude, at the expence of the Nabob, but 
paid by him through the Company^ and go- 
verned by kiiHy had been oppofed in the Su- 
preme Council, and that Mr. Francis and 
Sir Jphn Clavering had bpth proteAed agalnA 
it. Ihc protcA of the former was very 

S rt* It Aated, that fuch a meafure muA 
lefiTarily appear to all furrounding nations 
as eompulfery^ becaufe it was not in nature, 
tliat an independent Prince Aiould voluntarily 

f ree to a meafure that virtually dethroned 
n. Sir John CJavenng proteAed againA 
it, becaife the taking from a Sovereign 
fdnee ihs govf/nment of his fubjefts^ and 


the entire dominidn over his army, wag 
contrary to the laws of juAice and of na* 
tion»i 

After the documents by which thefe dif- 
ferent points were eAabUflied, had been read, 
Mr. Sheridan Informed their LordAiips, that 
the Managers intended to give fome parole 
evidence, to prove that the charge brought 
agalnA the Begums, of their having rebel- 
lioufly joined Cheyt Sing, was totally 
groundlefs ; and that it was ^ calumny pro-: 
pagaied for the purpofe of giving a colour to 
the infamous aft of plundering thefe Prin- 
cefles: for this purpole Mr. ^hepd^n deflred 
that 

Captain EDWARDS 
might be called in. 

From the tcAimony of this gentleman It 
appeared, that he had been between fevet^ 
and eight years in Oude, in a military capa- 
pity; and that for tlje latter part of the 
time he had been Aid de Camp to the Na- 
bob, and conAantly about his perfon. He 
attended his Highnefs from Lucknow to 
Chunar, when the Prince joined Mr. HaA- 
ings at that place. The Nabob, hearing 
that Cheyt Sing had taken arms againA the 
Company, and that the Governor- General 
was reduccil to great Araits, poAed from 
Lucknow with all the cavalry and infantry 
he could muAer, and fent orders to all the 
other troops he could fpare from other quar- 
tenf, to join him at Chunar. Captain Ed- 
wards attended the Nabob to Chunar j but 
neither at that place, or on his way to it, had 
he ever heard a word of the difaffeftion of 
the Beguips, prof their being in arms ; and 
he was very fure, that if common report 
had Aated them to be difaffefted at the time, 
and in arms, fuch report muA have reached 
his ears j but he never h^ard any thing of 
the kind whilA he wa^ at Chunar, nor for 
above a fortnight after he had left it. 

On the Nabob’s return to Lucknow, the 
witnefs attended him. When they had got 
within a Aiort diitance of that capital, the 
Nabob, with Mr. Middleton, and the Mi- 
pi Aer Hydcf Beg Khan, turned off to Fyza- 
bad, and the witnefs went on to Lucknow, 
The Nabob travelled fp faA, by means of 
relays of elephants (on which he had heard 
he had traveUed near 6o miles in one day) 
that he could not take h!s infantry with him j 
nor had his cavalry been able to keep up 
wiih him ; fo that in Caft he arrived at the 
tefidence of his mother and grandmother 
without any troops at all. The rabble an^ 
pamp-foUowers pf the Nabob might amount 
to about 30,00c. f N. B. This was at the 
time wlien Mr. HaAings would have it be- 
lieved that the Begums were in rebellion ; 
and though jr was faid that the Bourns in- 
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tended to dethrone their foh, yet he without 
hefitation paid themavifit witl'out aguard.] 
The witnefs faid, that when he firft heard 
pf the chargel of rebellion brought ag^nll 
^he Begums, the report was, that they in- 
^tended to drive the Englifh out of the coun- 
fry, dethrone the Nabob, and place a more 
favoured brother, Saadit Ally, on the throne. 
The Nabob, he believed, had not heard of 
this report at Chunar, or for a long time af- 
ter ; for he was fure that if he had heard of 
St, he would have been the hrA to take the 
alarm, on account of the danger Which 
thftatened him perfonally, and would have 
immediately communicate the alarm to the 
EngliHi ; but he, in fadt, did no fuch thing. 
Had the whole of this regular cavalry, that 
attended the Nabob when the v/itnefs and 
he parted, accompanied him all the way to 
Fyzabad, it would have been found to be 
greatly inadequate to the talk of defending 
his perfon againlt an attack from the troops 
of tlie Begums, if any attack had been 
made ; for the number confifted of no more 
than 600, badly mounted, badly accoutred, 
almoA naked, and ill paid : their pay was 
15 or 16 months in arrearj they were dif- 
alfedled on that account, and he had known 
tlicm refufe to go upon fervice, bccaufe 
they were not paid : in a word, they were 
troops on which no dq^endcnce could have 
been placed \ but had they been the beA in 
the world, tliey could not have preferved the 
Nabob's perfon from danger at Fyzabad, if 
it Iiad been in any ; for his Highnefs had out- 
travelled then), and left them on the road 
behind him. 

The witnefs was examined next as to the 
Aatc of the country in 1774, under the late 
Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah, and in the year 
1783, under his fon, the prefent Nabob, 
Afoph ul Dowlah. He faid, that at the for- 
jner period, the country was in a moA flou- 
riAiing condition, as well in point of agri- 
culture, as of manufactures and commerce, 
and the people were in a Aate of happlnefs 
and profperity. But at the latter period, the 
country, in , many places, bore the ArongeA 
marks of defplationj and the inhabitants, 

1 educed to poverty and wretchednefs, were 
obliged to abandon their homes, and fly from 
the places of their nativity. He faid, that 
he had heard from common fame, that the 
people aferibed ilieir diArefles to the oppref- 
flons of Lieut. Col. Hannay. He was afleed, 
}f he believed common fame had carried the 
Ridings of thefe oppreflions to the ears of 
Mr. HaAings ? He anfwcrcd, that he was 
inclined to think it had not ; for he believed, 
that had Mr. HaAings heard of oppreflions, he 
would inAantly have removed the author of 
them. He was alked, whether tlie dtrfola- 
tion of tl)e country had not been oecaflone^ 


1 

by the long drought with which the prpvlneei 
of Oude had been affliCVed > He replied, 
that it had not 5 for during the whole of^his 
refldence in that country he had never heard 
of a drought ; nor did tl»e people depend Co 
much upon rain for fertilizing their Adds, as 
upon waters preferved by tJicm in wells, and 
collected from different rivers. 

This witnefs being done with by the 
Counfel, different Lords aiked him queAions 
— Lotds Porcheiter, Hawke, &c. The lat- 
ter afked much about the attendance on the 
Nabob’s huntingy in order to Tafcertain th?^ 
numbers of the troops that followed him. 

Mr. Sheridan and the Court having done 
with Capt. Edwards, the former deflred that 
Colqncl ACHMUTY' 
might be called. 

This gentleman had a command in a place 
300 milcj> diAant from Fyzabad, and there- 
fore he could fay nothing of his own know- 
ledge about the jebcllion of the Begems. He 
could only fpeak, he faid, from rc|K>rt to the 
tranfadions at Fyzabad and Eenaies, on ac- 
count of the diArUice between thole places 
and his Aatlon. Being afked what that 
diAance was ? he excited a fmilc more than 
once, by referring the Lore! Cli>n':?iior from 
his memory — which he could not truJl-~to 
the B<iok of RooHi publiflied under the direc- 
tion of the Company f 

He had heard, however, of the dlftiirb- 
ances at Benares, and was even p'Xiparing to 
fend forward a battalion of fepoys at the very 
time when official inAruClions for that pur^ 
pofe were fent to him by Major Palmer. 
He had alfo heard of the feizure of the Be- 
gums treafures, but he had nevtr heard of 
thofe Princefles being in a Aaie of rebellion ! 
Sir Elijah Impey, on his going to Chunar, 
and Mr. HaAings, on his return, had both 
vifitcd him at his cantonments, but from 
neither of them had lie heard a Angle word 
of the rebellion. — Col. Achmuty being crofs- 
exanilned by Mr. HaAings' Counfel, was 
afked, whether it was the cuAom of the 
latter gentleman to fpeak of public bufinefs 
at table } He replied, that lie had never 
been in the confidence of Mr. HaAings.— He 
was afked, if the Begums, fuppofing they 
had intended to drive the Englifh frem Oiide, 
had Arength fuflicient to accompli. h fuch a 
purpofe ? He replied in the negative. He 
laid further, that the accompli fliment of 
fuch a projcA was, in his opinion^ impofti- 
ble. ' He h id heard of the coinplaintb of the 
inhabitants of Barach again A Col. Hannay ; 
and, as far as he could learn, their opinion of 
that gentleman was vtry unfavourable, or 
rather it was a very bad one , but of the 
grounds of that opinion the witnefs could 
fay nothing of l^is oyvn knowledge. 
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Be'hg queAIoncd with refpeA to opprcf- 
ftsn, the witnefi rqplied, that “ he did net 
•* helUve ffAm the general character 
of Air, tfajiia^if that he would opprefi any 
^ ^dy'* * 

Lord Cathcart alked fome queflions. This 
witncfs being: difmincd, further written e^'i- 
dence was proceeded on till five o'clock, 
when the Court adjourned. 

Twenty-seventh Day. 

Wednesday, May 21. 

The proceedings were on this day refumtd 
fcy reading various extracts from the Perlian 
Convfpondence, &c. for tlie purpofe of 
proving the devices that iiad been ufed 10 
veil in myftery the tranfaftions which gave rife 
to the prefent clK«-ge j— that the correfpond- 
ence which (hould have been preferved fully, 
faJily, and explicitly, for the information of 
Haflings’ conftituents, had been garbled 
ind mutilated j and tliat, kil this fhould 
prove infiirticient, a 'fuhornation of Ictteis, as 
Mr. Slicrldan termed it, had taken place; 
that is, letters w'sre procuied as coming from 
fcverol of the natives, but who were fo far 
from writing them, that they were as ignorant 
of the concents, as averfe to the fentiments 
which they contained. 

In the courfe of their reading, Major 
Scott was called In, and a paQage from Ids 
examination the lad time he appeared was 
read. He faid, tliat he was allied if any 
onunurication had paued relative to pteftrts 
tlirough him, from Mr, Larkins ?— to which 
he had anfwercd, by relating the extent of 
the communication. — That a fecond quefrion 
was put, if any other ccmmunication Iiad palT- 
?.! ^ — to which he had anfwcred No, fuppofing 
it ftill to refer to Mr. Larkins ; but upon pe- 
ruiing the Minutes of the Evidence, he found 
that the quedion was general, and therrfers 
tie begged leave to fay, that he had a com- 
municaticn with Mr. Dcvayncs, the Chair- 
man of the Direftion, in June or July 17JJ5, 
to whom he wrote every particular rel itivc 
to the prefents that it was in Mr. Haflings's 
power to give. He alfo begged leave now to 
infvwr pofi lively to a quedion which a noble 
^rd had put to him the lad day he was ex- 
aniincd ; for he found, from th(3 ^^dmiralcy 
difpatchc'S, that the Nymph was fent from 
Tirincotnale by Sir Edward Hughes, on the 
I5thcf January 1782, with an account of 
^he capture of chat place and Negapatnam. 

Earl Camdcti, without meaning the fiight- 
sd rwflcdlion on the Hon. Gentleman under 
sxaminatlon, faid it was irregular and in- 
Ebrmpl to correct any evidence at a didance 
>f time after it was given. 

Mr. Sheridan afkcd Major Scott, when he 
ia4 found out die miftake in liU evidence 


w!ileh he wifhed to correA ? The Major 
faid, he wiilicd to corre«d no midulce, for he 
had made none; but one quedion put to 
hinr might bear two conftruftions. He had 
fuppoCd it to relate to Mr. Larkins, and had 
anfwered it corrcdfly; but the moment he 
faw it in the Minutes, he found tliat the 
queftion was general, and therefore hewidied 
to date the anfwer correfpondent with the 
fa^t. He did not wIHi to alter one word of 
any evidence he had given. 

Here fome altercation took place between 
Mr. Sbci idan and Major Scott— the former 
afierting, that there was a contradi^ion l>e- 
twern his evidence and the fa^ relative to 
the hrd information given by Mr. Hadings 
of the prefents from Cheyt Sing. 

The Lord Chancclbr aOicd Major Scott, 
how lie reconciled tint contradifrion ? wlio 
replied, that without liaving the Minutes be- 
fore him, he would boldly fay, iliere was not 
the niglitcd coniradiftion between his evi- 
dence and the la^; but that the Hon. Ma- 
nager, by introducing the word Boat d in his 
fpecch, wliich was not in Major Scott’s evi- 
dence, had attempted to fix upon him the 
charge of contrudi^ion ; but that he was 
confident, if their Lordfhips would have the 
goodnefs to turn to the evidence he had the 
honour to give when lad before them, they 
would find it pcrfcdlly correct. The Major 
further faid, that as foon as lie read the Mi- 
nutes of the Evidence at Mr. Cowper’s two 
days ago, he faw that he had aftually mifun- 
derltood one queftion put to him, wliich In- 
ftcad of being, as he fuppofod it was, a quef- 
tion confined to Mr. Larkins, was in fadt a 
general queftion, and might apply to any 
communication with any perfen. 

The evidence of Major Scott being 
finhhed, 

Other writ»^en documents were read, to 
fhew that tliO refumption 01 the jaghircs, and 
the feizurc of the Eegums treafures, were fo 
far from having been pi opofed by the Nabob, 
or from being agreeable to lilm, that he had 
done every thing in his power to prevent 
them ; nay, that Mr. Middleton .ind Mr. John- 
fon, the AflTiftdnt Refident, had ventured to 
fufpend, for fome few days, the execution of 
the Covernor-Gcnerars orders, for troops to 
march to Fyzabad for the purpofe of feizing 
the treafures, becaufe they faw that the Na- 
bob Iiad an unconquerable reludlance to the 
ftep, and were apprehenfive of the moft 
dangerous confequences from meafiircs, which 
none appeared forward to promote but the 
Nabob’s Minifters and the Englhh. 

The Managers caufed next to- be read a 
minute of Council, held at Calcutta aft;er the 
departure of Mr. Haftings, and after Mr. 
(now dtir John) Maepherfon had fuc6ved«jil to 

the 
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the Rownmcnt. This minute proved, that 
From the year 1781 to the year 1785, the 
Company’s official Persian tranflator had nett 
been called upon to tranflatc any Perfian cor- 
refpondcnce, except during a fhort period, 
when Major Davy, the coniidentiai Secre- 
tary of Mr. Haftings, was abfent on feme bu- 
Finefs on which that gentleman had difpatch- 
cd him — That, after the dcjiarture of Mr. 
Haftings for Europe, a trunk full of Perfian 
letters was delivered to the tranflator by a 
Mr. Scott at Calcutta. — The Managers had 
provecH in ;in early flagc of the bufmefs, that, 
thciig!) the whole of the Perfi.m correfpon- 
dence was carried on in the name of, and by 
the Governor- General only, yet he was 
bound, by the Company’s orders, to com- 
municate to the Council, all Perfian letters at 
the next fitting after the receipt of them ; and 
this day they proved, that the Perfian corref- 
pondence had, for near five years, been fup- 
prefTed, and withheld from the knowledge of 
the Cruncih 

After this a letter was read from the Nabob 
to Mr, fJaftings, in which he complained, 
that from the manner in which his country 
was harrafTcd by the EngUfh gentlemen fla- 
tioiied in it, his life had become a burden to 
him j tliat who would might govern his do- 
minions, for hi was rcfolvcd to abandon 
tlii.m, and repair to Calcutta to refide with 
Mr. Ha/lings. 

Various ether letters were read relative 
to the refumption of the jaghires, in which 
not fo much as a trace could be found of a 
chaTge that the Begums had been guilty of 
rebchioii. 

T'lie r^an.'^gers offered in evidence fome 
letters which had been delivered to the Houfe 
of Commons by Sir Elijah Impcy. The 
Counfel for Mr. Hafilngs oblcrved, that thefe 
letters ought to be authenticated before they 
could be read at their Lordffiips bar : their 
having been autlienticated before the Houfe 
of Commons was no rcafon why their Lord- 
fhips fiiould admit them ns evidence at pre- 
fent, witliout any further proof. The Ma- 
nagers admitting the objc^lion, called 
- Sir ELIJAH IMPEY 

tp authenticate the letters in qiieftion. He 
was alkcd whether tliey were not the fame 
that he had delivered to the Houfe of Com- 
mons. 

Sir Elijah begged leave to rcmaik, before 
be fhould anfwer the quefiion, that he was 
veiy much at a lofs how to give evidence 
without expofing hlmfelf to cenfure : he iiad 
been charged in another place with having 
given his tefiimony befoie their Lordflups In 
a contumacious, arrogant, and infulting man- 
ner. 

. , Here he was interrupted by Miv Sheridan, 


who faid that he hoped their Lordfhlps wouldx 
not fuller the witnefs to entertain the Court 
with what had pafied in another place, refpe^- 
ing the evidence he hao given, but would di- 
re£l him to give a plain anfvver to a plain 
quefiion that had been put to him. 

The Lord Chancellor obferved, that the 
witnefs not having flatcc^anyobjc<^ion to the 
quefiion, he would of courfe proceed to an- 
fwer it. 

Sir Elijah replied, that he felt a peculiar 
degree of embarraffment in his fituacion ; it 
had been faid of him elfewhere, that he liad 
fpoken more like an accufer than a perfon 
accufed, though he was not confeious of. 
having held any language, in the courfe of 
his evidence, tliat could have afforded the 
leaft room for fuch an obfervation. His em- 
barraffment was incrcafed by this circum- 
ffance, that he ffood accufed in another 
place of high crimes and mifdemeanors, and 
the evidence which he ffiould give upon 
the prefent trial, might be turned againft 
himfelf. 

Mr. Fox, addreffmg the Court, faid, it 
was very diforderly in tlie witnefs to fpeak of 
things that had palled in a place where he 
himfelf could not, or, at leaff, ought not to have 
been. If he really had been there, he reported 
very unfaithfully what he had heard $ but if he 
had llated it c\er fo corre^lly, th.t 'r Lordfiups 
knew very well, that, confidering the place 
where the expreffions of wlilch the witnefs 
was fpCtiklng had been, or were fup{>ored to 
have been ufed, they could not poffibly tako 
any cognizance of them. 

Sir Elijali tlien faid, that be would fay no ' 
more upon that fubjcdl, but would proceed « 
to anfwer tlie queffion put by the Hon. Ma- 
nager, regardiefs of the difficulties thrown in - 
his way, the embairaffmcnts to which he 
was expofed, and the fnarcs tliat were laid for 
him. 

Here Mr, Fox interpofed again, and with 
great warmth called upon their Lordffiip^ 
to reprifntind the witnefb for thetxpreflion he 
had ufed, and applied to th.e Managers ailing 
in the name and behalf of the Commons of 
England. — It had proceeded from a levelling 
principle, by Which he would endeavour to 
bring pcifons fo afling down to a level with 
himlelf. — Such a principle it was the duty of 
tlte Managers to refill, and they muft cer- 
tainly do what their duty pointed out. 

The Lord luhanccllor faid, that, fitting as 
he was there, as the Speaker of the Houfe, he 
could not pronounce any cenfure or opinion 
of the Kotle without the fpcclal diredlicn of 
their Loiddiips; at the fame time he w.i$ 
ready to fiiy, that it was improper that alter- 
cations Ihould take place, when evidence was 
what was expe^ed. 

Mr. 
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I ^jkifcv fox dill contended, that their Lord- 
' Intp^ oughf to> take notice of the very extra- 
oblinary expreffion of the witnefs to a Com- 
; n^ttee of the Houfe «f Commons ; and he 
flight the lead that could he done on fuch 
anoccaAon, would be to admonjfli the witnefa 
on the fubjed. 

. The Lord Chaiicdlor replied, that without 
liaving recourfe to tfufir Lord/Iiips for tliclr 
opinion, he might lay it down as a general 
pofition, that witne/Tes were bound to 
treat with every mark of refpeft Managers 
‘ appointed by the Ifoufe of Commons to con- 
du^ an impeachment. 

Mr. Fox faid, that what the noble and 
learned Lord had juft expreded was as much 
as the Managers deftred. 

Sir Elijah Inipey then faid, by way of apo- 
logy to the Managers, that he meant no of- 
fence to the Managers j that It was not his 
intention to treat them witli infoleacc ct diC- 
refpe£l. 

This little fracm having thus terminated, 
thewltnefs anfwercd thequeftion put to him, 
and authenticated the papers, by declaririjj 
they were the fame that he had, on a former 
occafion, delivered to the Houfe of Com- 
mons. Great numbers of other letters were 
read to and from the Begum, Mr. Middleton, 
Hyder Beg Khan, and Mr. Haftlngs, relative 
to the refumption of the jaghires. From the 
Begum’s letters it appears, that fiic conftantly 
Ui'ged the Briiifh guarantee as her complete 
lecurity for the enjoyment of her eftates ; /he 
• nSver dreamt of having forfeited that guaran- 
tee by any a£l of rebellion: She faid, the 
Tiigli/h had already her Ton's dominions in 
their hands, that tliey yielded annually four 
\ hTotiij or 4,000,0001. fterling : /he a^cd if 
this revenue was not enough to fatisfy them, 
and of what little addition to fo immenfe a 
fum could her jaghires be ? She /aid, if they 
were feized, /lie would quit the country for 
ever ; and Ihc concluded by wi/hing, — If 

I am to be bani/hed from my country, may 
•* ** the God of Nations refufc his peace to thofe 
“ who afterwards /hall refide therein.”*-^ 
The pathot of her grief was alfo unimpaired 
by the Oriental manner of her expreflion— • 
** Mins eyes (laid /he) are as a mill, and 
“ tears are as the grain which drop therc- 
“ from.” 


At five o'clock the Court adjoume^^ - 


, Twenty-eighth Day. 

Thursday, May 2a. 

As foon as the Court was ftated, 

Mr. PURLING,. ^ • 

the gentleman who had preceded hfr. Mid- 
dleton in the Re/idency at Lucknow, was 
Called to the bar, arrd was examined by the 
Earl of Suffolk refpc^lin^ the difpofition of 
the Begums, and the circumftances of the 
Province of Oude, at the time wlien he was 
in o/hce. Speaking to the firft i^art of the 
queftion, his evidence was dcciAvfe, tliat no 
fymptoni of difaffedlion to t]ic Engli/h Inte- 
refts had inanltefted itfelf during his refl- 
dence: — In the fccond, he diretlly contra- 
dided the evidence of Capt. Edwards. 

Tlie latter gentleman had declared that he 
had never remarked, or heard of a drought in 
the territory of Oude wliilft he v/as there. 
On the other hand Mr. Purling fwore, that 
during a whole year which he paffed in the 
country, and which was one ot the feven or 
eight years that Capt. Edwards rcfided in it, 
there liad been fo great a drought, that he did 
not remember there had hc-'n more than t 6 fee 
dit^s rain during the wiiole year. 

After this witncfs had withdrawn, Mr. 
Sheridan caufed feme letters from Mr. Haft- 
ings to be read, to prove, that though in his 
narrative he had declared the refiftanct of the 
Begums to the refumption of their jaghires, 
CO have been the caufc that made him feize 
tlie treafures of the Princeffes j the treafures, 
in fa£V, had been feized three months before 
that period, and that confequently the reafon 
a/figned by Mr. Haftings for (eizing them 
was founded in falfehood. 

' Mr. Sheridan alfo produced evidence to 
prove, that the account which Mr. Haftings 
fubmitted to the Council at Calcutta, of his 
proceedings with refpc£t to the Begums, as 
well as to Cheyt Sing, and which account 
had procured him the approbation of the 
Council, was, as Mr. Sheridan termed it, a 
ftring of falfclioods. . 

After a great variety of papers had been 
read, Mr. Sheridan deAred that 

Sir ELIJAH IMPEY 

might be called.— The witnefs having ap/ 
peared, he was a/ked, if he would be glad 


* This prayer of a female made all the Court laugh very heartily. 

In another inftance there was feme entertainment ; The Begum, In a letter to Mr. Haft 
Ings, faid, flie was accufed o^oppoAng Mr. John Gordon, by her Aumecl j” and /he added, 
“ Mr. John Gordon is with you 5 you may afle him yourfelf of the truth, and then it will be 

** difeovered.” A laugh followed, and the eyes of the Lords and the audience were turned 
towards Capt. Gordon, who fat in the front feat of Sir Peter BurrePs box. 

' Mr. Sheridan faid, the Counfel for Mr. Haftings gave him to underftand, that the laugh 
was, becaufe Captain Gordon was prefent ; but that he would not call him, as he had taken 
no notice la his affidavit of tlie letter he hai written to the Begum. 


of 





of having an opportunit/ of cont^u^ h^s 
evidence^ if It fhould appear to him that he 
had^ in any part, fallen into contradli^lons > 
He replied in the affirmative. Mr. Sheridan 
then defired the Clerk would read to him the 
evidence he gave before tjie Houfc of Com- 
mons relative to the opinion he had given to 
Mr. Hadings of the legality of feizing the 
Begums jaghires.— The Hon. Manager then 
afked, if the witnefs perceived no variance 
between what he had juft heard read, and the 
evidence he had delivered at their Lordffiips* 
bar ? Sir Elijah laid he perceived there was a 
varian €ff y. ^ iijn g from the inaccurate way in 
which he iia 3 exprefled himfelf before the 
Commons j for, from what he had faid be- 
fore themj it might be inferred that the re- 
bellion of the Begums, was raging at the time 
when he (the witnefs) was giving his opinion 
to Mr. Haftings, which was not the cafe ; 
for at that time the rebellion might be faid 
to have fubfided.— On a crofs-examination 
by Lord Portchefter and others, he faid, that 
when he gave it as his opinion to Mr. Haft- 
ings, that the Nabob might lawfully feize the 
property of a fubjetft in rebellion, he knew 
nothing at all of the Company being bound 
to guarantee that property j he did not know 
that any fuch guarantee exifted, and there- 
fore it could not have had any weight with 
him in the opini^.i he had given to Mr. Haft- 
ings, — Upon tliis he was alkcd if he had ever 
feen the treaty of Chunar ? He faid he had 5 
that Mr. Haftings had given him a copy of it 
foon after it was concluded. He was afked, 
if he had not found lu that treaty a clear and 
cliftindl mention of the Engliffi guarantee, 
under which the Begums held their pio- 
perty ? He replied, that he williod to fee the 
treaty of Chunar, that he might be fure 
there was any mention of the guarantee in 
it. Mr. Fox faid, the witnefs muft not fee 
the treaty now for the purpofe for which he 
called for it ; for the Managers did not want 
to learn from the witnefs what was actually 
in the treaty, becaufe they could learn that by 
reading it ; but they wanted the witnefs to 
teU their Lord/hips, whether, having read 
that treaty, before he gave the opinion in 
queftlon to Mr. Haftings, he was really ig- 
norant of the exiftence of the guarantee. He 
"replied, that he had read the treaty, but that 
he was neverthelefs unacquainted, at the time 
alluded to, with the exiftence of the gua- 
rantee. Mr. Burke aiked him, if one charge^ 
againft the Bow Begum was not that fte' 
wanted to dethrone the ee^ng Nabob, her 
fon, and to place Saadit Ally on the throne 
in his ftead ? The witf^s faid he had lieard 
fo from reports He was afked. If be believed 
that report ? He anfwer^ that he did,--* 
He was aiked who ^Saadit Ally was ? He 


faid heunderftood hevras a more favoured 
fon of the Begum than the reigning Nabob ’ 
was. — Mr. Burke wiffied t6 know if the vf\p£<f 
nefs knew or be 1 ie\ed that Saadit Ally 
the Begum'a fon ? «e declared that he" ' 
thought fo, becaufe ho had always heard hini^f 
called the Nabob's brotlier$ butfrbm 
he had heard this day, he believed ke not 
fon to the Begum, bur of ailokHcr woman 
who had borne him to ti?e late Nabob, Mr. 
Burke then aiked, if it was proper for the 
witnefs to believe, againft all probabllityj a re- ^ 
poit that the Begum Wiihed to dethme btr ; 
cvfn fotij in favour of another perfon not heir 
fon ; and whether it became him to give ad- ' 
vice about a family of which he kpOW fo ' 
little ? He replied, that when he g.ave hfs ad- " 
vice to Mr. Haftings, it was upon the 
jUion that the report of a rebellion was true 5 
but that he was not refpopftble for the tiinth 
or falftty of that report. ; 

He was aiked, if he had caufed the Con- 
tents of the affidavits fworn by the natives at 
Lucknow, to be explained to thofe who 
made them ? He faid he had not, becaufe he 
prefumed that thofe who came with affidavits 
ready drawn up were acquainted with the 
contents of them. He was aftced, if he waa 
fure that the perfons who ftgned thofe affida- " 
vits in his prefence were, in faft, the perfons 
deferibed in the affidavits as the deponents } 

He faid he could not pofitivcly fay they were 5 
but he prrfumid they were j they weie for the 
moft part black officers in Colonel Hannay's 
regiment, or perfons belonging to the officers j 
and as they vvere introduced to the witness ■ 
by Colonel Hannay, he fuppofed they would 
not venture to aflume names that did not 
long to them, or perfonate other men. He 
was aiked, if he was fure that the Hi|>dous*' 
had been fworn, in the way ufuaf^mong 
Hindoos ? He really did not rcccHe^ whe- 
ther the Hindoos had made affidavits before ^ 
him ; If they had, he had no doubt but he 
made them take the oath in the ordinary way 
among the Hindoos, which was this : A Bra- 
min attends with a brofs bafon, filled ^th 
water from the Ganges 5 into this water the 
deponent puts his liand, whilft the Bramin 
pronounces the form of the oath, and then the 
wimefs declares that what he is going to fay 
ftiall be the truth. He was afk^, whether 
feme of the d^onents had not been admitted 
tofwear two, nay three affidavits in the fame 
day ? He replied, that he had tso recblle^lbn of 
any fuch thine ; but in perufirig the affidavits 
lately, he found that fuch a thing bad hap- 
pen6^,-^He was aljked,' finally, if he^was 
fure tliat Mr. Haftings had recorded all the 
affidavits taken by the witne^ j or whether ' 
the affidavits which had bderk recorded were 
really thofe wldch tbo witne^ had tateto ? Sir 
K , .Elijah 



that all the aAdavits which he 
takent he delivered, to Mr. Haftings ; but 
\>di|ieciier he recorded them «//, or whether 
^ tliidlh which he had recoj^ed were really thdfe 
he (Sir Elijah) had taken, he was not 
Clihie' to tell* 

Capt. JAQUES 

win nestt called. He^ proved that Bahar and 

e rar Ally Khan, the Bagum*s MiniAers, 
been prifoners in his cuAody, and that, 
by order from the BritiAi ReAdent at Luclc- 
he had put them in hons. He proved, 
that on one occaAon he had, at the defire of 
the prifoners, made an application for leave to 
ta^ off their irons, becaufe they had taken 
phyfic ; but his application, he faid, was not 
attended with the wiAied-for fuccefs — the 
ReAdent informed him that they were the 
‘ Nabob's prifoners, and he (the ReAdent) 
could do nothing In the bufmefs.^But it 
appeared that the troops, by which the pri- 
foners were guarded, were part of the Com- 
pany's icth regiment of iepoys, and were 
commanded by the witnefs, who was a Cap- 
tain in the Company's fervice. 

The Managers produced feme copies of 
. letters, written by the EngliAi ReAdent to 
Captain Jaques. 

The Counfel for the prilbner obje^ed to 
their produ^ion on the ground, that though 
Capt. Jaques fwore that their tenor was the 
fame, th^ could not be preved to have been 
copi^ exaflly from the originals which were 
dehroyed.— This obje^ion being held good, 
•the Managers were proceeding to interrogate 
Capt. Jaques as to his recoUt<5tion of the con- 
tpU 3 of thoie papers ; — but this v/as again 
!!2eAAed by the Counlld, who urged that the 
Man^ov had no right to put leading quef- 
tions to>(hieir witneAfes. 

Mr. Sheridan in reply, inAAed very ftrong- 
ly^ that the Managers were not to be bou^ 
by technical forms on this occaAonj neither 
wore th^ bound to conAder thoib perfons 
as their evi<tence who were perpetual^ dott- 
ed with the Counfel for the prifoner ; — ^per- 
fons who iy accident called in on his folicitor} 
— aceidm converfed there with his agent, 
and who were hy accident prepared for every 
qqeffion, which was not put too Arongly for 
rdiffanoe, and too dofdy for evaAon. 

J^ues then went through a long 
eitaminatiori refpefHng ,the treatment of the 
firtAiiien whiiff in his cullody. tbo Minif- 
tfis of the B^iom, it appaured, had peti- 


tiqnied to be rclcatfed at one time from their 
irons, for the pui^^fe of taking feme nec^- 
faijr medicines. The witnefs, as humanity 
required, had communicated their deAre to 
Mr. Middleton j— but was anfwered, “ that 
“ the prifoners weie able to pay the fum of 
“ twelve Mehs demanded from them— that 
“ on payment of thefe, they Atould be dif- 
charged altogether } — but that until then 
** every indulgence muAbe withheld." 

At Ave o'clock the Court adjourned^ 


TwENTY-NtNTH DaY. 

TvasDAY, May 2.7,. 

The proceedings were commenced by a 
Aiort reading of the correfpoiWence between 
Capt. Jaques and Mr. Middleton, when the 
former was Commandant at Fyzabad. — It 
related folely to the treatment of Bahar 
Aliy Khan, and Jewar Ally Khan, the 
MiniAers of the Begums, whilA they were 
conAned, for the purpofe of enforcing the 
payment of Ax lacks and a ha^f, Aated to be 
the balance due to tlie Company. 

When the letters had been read, 

Capt. JAQUES 

was called to the bar, and examined. He 
faid, that the Begums* MiniAers, Bahar and 
Jewar Ally Khan, had been delivered into liis 
cuAody, as prifoners, by Major Naylor, 
when the witnefs with his battalion relieved 
the Major and his detachment at Fyzabad. 
They were conAoed, he faid, to the houfeof 
Jewar AUyKlian, which was an elegant and 
commodious habitation; and they had the 
liberty of walking in a large garden belong, 
sng to it ; but at the fame time they were 
in ifont, and fo clofely fettered, that they 
could not ftep above a foot at a time : one of 
the prifoners was reputed to be worth a 
million Aerling, but the other was not thought 
to have much wealth lying by him, as he had 
laid out a great part of his fortune in building. 
He faid, they were not debarred of fociety *, as 
only fuch p^ons were kept from feeing them 
as were fufpe^ed of being dangerous to the 
State I Goulafs Roy, a perfon in the pay of the 
Comply, pointed out to the witnefs the per- 
fons whom he was not to fufferthc prifoners 
to fee. All letters fbit to the prifoners were 
opened, and fuch only vrere delivered'to thenv 
as the witnefs did not think to be of aiiy im- 
portance. 

It was the duty of the witnefs to guard the 
Khord Mahal, where the women belonging 


The Counfel for the prifoner whe^ier they were not indulged witli dances and 
owy oteMufoment ? The Lord Chancelh»r Aared, and alked, if the prifoners were not 
affection inftantly coovuif^ the Couit with laughter, at the Idea of an 
.V*The Counfel, ^ter w^ting fbme time,, un<^ fhe general gravity was 
fiW thtt he did not fmk.ol dancing as an daercifc 6a of thd prifoners, 

fnsene aA exhibition, prefonted for tlw eriteruihinei^» " 

to 
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toti^lat«Kabob were kept* Heikldythefe 
were not* the wiv^sy but the concuhinis of 
the late Sovereign, who, though of low Qpc- 
tra^ion^ and fome of them picked up in the 
market-place for his pleafures, were hdd too 
facred to be fuffered to return back into the 
world to live with their families, and were 
kq>t for life in the Khord Mahal, after they 
had been hmoured with the embraces of the 
Prince, at whofe expence they were main- 
tained. Captain Jaques faid, he uied no 
other rellraint towards tliefo women, than to 
cau(h,lh^ to he fearched (by a female) if 
they w^^aSroad in their doolies, or covered 
beds, to take the air. He had it in command 
to prevent any one from cariying jewels, mo- 
ney, or valuable effeAs, lell the Nabob and 
the Company (hould be thus defrauded of 
the wealdi which they wanted to take from 
the Begums, with whofe palace the Khord 
Mahal communicated. It appeared, how- 
over, that the reftraint was in the beginning 
ibmewhat greater, becaufe no woman was 
fufFcred to go out of the Khord Mahal , and 
fo ftriftly was this point obferved, that fome 
females who went into the Khord Mahal, to 
vifit their rdations there, were taken in la- 
bour, but couM not get out to be carried 
home, until leave was given to the witnefs to 
permit them to return home. He faid, the 
women of the late Nabob were certainly, at 
one time^ in very great diftrefs } which he 
thought was occafioned by the negligence of 
the eunuch, Litaht Ally Klian, who had re- 
ceived the annual allowance for their fuppoit, 
but had not applied it as he Ihould have 
done. He (aid, Sumplhire Khan was alfo a 
prifoner in his cullody, and confined with 
the eunuchs Baiiar and Jewar Ally Khan, 
but he was not in irons like the latter ; and 
yet he was in no more danger of efcaping 
than were thofo fettered ; indeed, he ob- 
forved, confidering the precautions that had 
been ufed to fecure them, it would have 
been a miracle if they had efcaped: — the 
fetters that had be^«put upon the Begums 
Minifosrs, he admitt^, were intended as a 
feverityy rather than as a preventive of an 
efcape Here the examfoation of the wit- 

nefs ended, and he was informed he might 
withdraw. 

Afosr papt. Jaques had been examined, 
tbo Managers deficed that thp Clerk would 
read, from Mr. Middleton’s ktter-bppk, rte 
letters whiph pafibd hetwecai ^ geuttenm 
and Maior GUpln, tp Jaques» 


on it£e«ed act Fpeabad^ tUraed over 
the prifoners. The Counfd objei^ 10 che. 
readlqg of thpfo letters. Thsy faid, j|^ 
Managers mufr firft 4>rove that fuch fectefa^ 
had ever been in exiflencei next, that 
originals had been deftroyed, or were fo 
a place that they could not be 
and lalUy, that the tranferipta of ^thon jak, 
Mr. Middleton's book were faitM^ 
accurate. 

The Managers replied, that the ohje^ 9 i|i» 
was very unexpefled, as the authenticity ^ 
Mr. Middleton's books had been long fiiM 
eilabliflied, and many letters had been 
from them, and reodved as evidence by.thipf 
bordlhips. However, to fiive time imd ar- 
gumentJI they would call Mr. MldfUetoA m 
prove the particular letters in quefrion. Mr. 
Middleton was accordingly called, and he 
faid, tliac the originals of the letters Inquef- 
tion were now in the Refident's ofliM at 
Lucknow, and that the copies of them ^ 
liis books were faithful and accurate, 
examined as to one in particular, written by 
himfelf to Major Gilpin, he faid it was a 
true copy of an original he had font to that 
gentleman. — The Managers were then going 
to read it, when the Counfol for the pr^oner 
again interfered, and obferved, that it ought 
to be proved that this letter had ever reached 
Major Gilpin. The belt evidence in the 
world on that head would be the evidence of 
Major Gilpin himfelf, who was then in 
Court, and whom the Hon. Managers might 
call If they pleafed. 

The Managers did not think it neceflary 
to call that gentleman to prove the re^gipt 
of the letter in quefiion } for that was nor^ 
point in any degm fo material as was $hU— 
that the Refident at Lucknow was acquainted 
with the fufierings of Bahar and Jewar Ally 
Khan, and of the ladies in the Khord Ma- 
hal ; for as it was his dtiity to make thofe 
fufferings known to the Governor-General, 
fo it mull be prefunied that the latter was 
not unacquainted with them,and yet took no 
Rep to put an end to them.— But they had 
another reafon for not calling Major Gilpin— 
If he was called by the Managers, the Coun- 
fol for the prifoner would confiderhimas the 
wiuiefs of the Managers, who in that cafe 
would be bound, by a former refolui^ of 
their Lordihips, from putting ccrtalipi' quefo 
tioos to him i which would g^ve the Coup* 
fol a handle for foylni^ that the Managnra 


were attenl|»ting to lead th^ own wimefo* 

* Capb Jpques crofsHoapii^e^ hy the fee Mr. Hafolnga, the fitui 

ptlon qI the hoqfo of Jewer .41ly Khmif the place |n which the Mij^teti were con- 

and ppitlcul^ly with tonW to the exfopt of the gardens* Mr. Sheridan ob^ed, 
tlial if the fitbatibn was proven to be a jperfo^ fo would edh^ nothipg jp the 

jprdent inAaace, as the|Nrironereweidnd| per^ to eejoy enyef In bcncfiti* 



C 6* ] 


^ had rtther therefore that Major Gilpin 
^tled by the prifoner, as then they 
fuch queftions to him as the 
^ni^;woidd not fuffef them to put if he 
,to,^ confidcTCd as their own witnefs. 

Chancellor wlihed to know what 
|lwmVdeteriniDation of both Tides ; if both 
in flieir opinions, then their Lord- 
fbips would adjourn *to their own Houfc, 
and weigh tlte arguments on both fidss. — 
iThe Counielfaid, they could not recede from 
objeftion. The Managers begged leave 
to withdraw for a while to confult. In half 
tn hour they returned, when Mr. Fox in- 
^b^ed thrir Lordfhips, that, for the purpofe 
df favitig time, the Managers would admit 
the4>bje^Ion of ths learned Counfel, though 
tlicy, bdiicvcd themfelvcs able to overturn it 
fo argument ; they admitted it, however, 
only on this occafion, referving to thcmfelves 
a right of combating it, if It fhould bs urged 
again, on a point which the Managers 
ihould deem of more importance than the 
prefent. 

They then called Major Gilpin, who 
proved, that the copies produced of the cor- 
rcfpondence between him and the Refident at 
Lucknow, were faithful anrJ accurate. Tli'7 
were then readj hut nothing occurred in 
them worth remembrance, except the requed 
to “ Mr. Middleton, that he would fend a 
** larger pair of fetters, as thofc which he 
** had fent would not fit the feet of the 
** eunuch,** 

• The Counfel for Mr. Kaftings thrn exa- 
mined the witnefs.- — He faid, the prifeners 
^ad-becn treated with eveiy mark cf refpe<d, 
except in the reftraint laid upon them, and 
the fotters with which th-’y were bound.-— 
The Begums, he faid, had fcveral tlioufind 


men In arms at Fyzabad, who appeared as if 
they were preparing to engage the troops un- 
det^is command, who were 2000 in num- 
ber, and had four pieces of cannon ; and he 
had heard, that they had threaten^ to fire 
upon one of his ofiicers. He was examined 
with rsfpeft to the property in the treafures 
pofieiTed by the Begums : he thought the 
prefent Nabob, as heir to his deceafed father, 
was entitled to the beft part of thofe trea- 
fures ; but this, he faid, was only a matter 
of opinion, or more properly fpeaking, a 
quefiion of lawj upon which he was "r.^kble 
to decide. 

The crofs-examina^on did not conclude 
this day.— At twenty minutes paft five 
o'clock the Lords adjourned. 


Thirtieth Day. 

Wednesday, May xff. 

Mr. Sheridan obferved to the Court, that 
on perufal of the evidence printed under the 
authority of their I^rdlhipj, he difeovered 
many deviations from tlie evidence as deli- 
vered at the bar : hewasfure, however, that 
they had arifen, not from defign, but from 
hurry. He intended to propofe fome mode 
forcorrefting what was wrong in the printed 
account 5 but as he wifhed not to interfere 
with the learned Ccunfcl, who, he under- 
ftood, was going to crofs-examine Major 
Gilpin, he would pofipene the propofition he 
had to make to another opportunity. 

The Court then proceeded to the further 
examination of Major Gilpin, and his cor- 
rcfpondence * from Fyzabad, at the time 
he commanded that garrifon. He was aftcr- 
v/ards ciofi- examined by Mr. Flumcr, one of 
the Counfel for Mr. Hafiings. The evidence 
produced by this crofs-examination was jn 


* Major Gilpin adylfcd throughout his corrcfpondcnce with Mr^ Middleton, that mo- 
derate mcafures might be ufed, which would be much more Ukely to fucceed, and that he 
bad no doubt but that, with the monies already received, he fhould be able to recover the 
Company’s debt. That fuch mcafures might likewife prevent much maffacre and blood- 
flted. He had already received ’ four and a half lacks of rupees in part thereof, by the fale 
cf the Princeflls efieas and wardrobe, and other Aims, making one lack more. Mr. 
Middlcto»J, notwithftandjng, infiftsd that no guard ihould be withdrawn from their 
palrc:, or any lenity ufed, till the w^olc was difeharged, which was little more than 


Letters were read from the Begums themfclves, fetting fonh their diftmfl-ed and pitiable 
flhiauonj and one from the Major to Mr. Briftovr, dating that their women were crying 
ftr lwnge^ that to» were neariy famifted, taving had oniy a fpaniy aUowanee of rice 
for d^^ ^ that they begged to be aliowed to earn their daiW bread , In 

*‘*’ 4 '*? tHelr tljftreffet being fom^t. HeagLi 

modetate meafures ; hot did he believe, that while the eunuchs Tewar and Bahar 
^r f!>Vftoaid«er recover 

was appointed Refident /ijc Lucknow, they were releafed. 


fubilancf 
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ftibftance-^That the, reftraints under which 
the women in the K.hord Mahal were put, 
were not intended to prevent the admhAon 
of provifioh^ or neceiTaries into their habita- 
tion, but the carrying out of it any money 
or valuable eifeds.— That, by order from the 
Nabob, the witnefs had enlarged Bahar and 
Jewar Ally Khan ; and having no orders 
either to detain or enlarge Sumpfhire Khan, 
hefuffered him to dq>art, taking thepromife 
and engagement of the two former to produce 
him whenever he (hould be called for. — That 
thegM^^adreport of the country charged the 
Begumswith difafTedlion to the Englifh, and 
rebellion ; that he believed the report at firft, 
but he had afterwards difbelieved it, as far as 
it related to the Bow Begum, whom he ac- 
quitted in his own mind, as foon as he had 
read the letters of thanks to her from Colonel 
Hannay and Captain Gordon, and he be- 
lieved her in the end to be the friend of the 
£ngll/h : all the inhabitants of Fyzabad in 
general, as well as her own dependents, fpoke 
well of her, and acquitted her of any hoftile 
de/ign againft the Englilh. But he believed 
at the time, and muft ever continue to be- 
lieve, that the elder Begum, mother of the 
late Nabob, was difaifedled to the Engli/h. 
She had a great body of troops about her pa- 
lace^ and appeared to him to be ready to en- 
gage his detachment.— Speaking of this 
Princefs, and alluding to that very occafion, 
Major Gilpin ufed the following very re- 
markable exprcfTion, in one of his letters to 
the Refident at Lucknow, which letter was 
read : — She feems determined to end her 
days, as fhe has always lived— in a rebel- 
lious BLAZE." — Major Gilpin further faid, 
that having afTifted the women in the Khord 
Mahal with a fum of money, he received 
from the Nabob a letter of reprimand for his 
interference.. — That when he made applica- 
tion to the Refident at Lucknow, for indul- 
gence to the prifonerS in the cuftody of the 
witnefs, and the women in the palace, he 
received for anfwer, that it did not reft with 
any one but the togivedireAions about 
^the prifoners, or the perfons in the Zenana 
and Khord Mahal. The witnefs, however, 
admitted, that he had drawn upon the 
ifsMt for the money which he had advanced for 
the ufe of the women in the Khord Mahal, 
and that it was paid j that the had 

fent him additional fetters to put upon the 
prifoners ; and that from the he had 

received orders to u(b every means in his 
power to procure the pigment of the Aims 
demanded of the B^ms, and alfo a kind of 
rtfrimand that he had withdrawn fome cen- 
tineh from abotit the palace^ and hadtrea^ 
with the^w B^m about terms of accom- 


The Managers thought it neceffary to ^ 
fome queftioAs to the witnefs in confeque^ee 
of the evidence produced by his emfs-exa- 
mination. The queffBons may be known 6y 
the anfwers. He replied, that he underftooA 
that the elder Begum was difafteAed to the , 
Engiilh, becauie when her fon waa 
war with the Company, prior to the batdej^^ 
Buxar, (he recommeniaed it to fainr to extifi , 
minate all the Engtilh, except tvftlve ojfiah, 
whom /he wiftied he would referve to 
to her, /or’ /Ao furfojt of carrying' kit' 
palanquin* 

Mr. Sheridan obferved, that the witAOH 
alluded to a period in which the B^igum^A 
fon, fo far from owing any friend/Mp to the 
Engli/h, or being in any degree 
upon them, was a£^ually at war with tbem« 
No other expre/Tion or aft of her life eouK) ' 
the witnefs know of, produce;, or recoUe^ ' 
to prove that (he had, from the period of the 
battle of Buxar, down to the time when her 
jaghircs were feized, done one Angle ^ 
which could be faid to favour of 
mucli left of Major Gilpin faid, 

that at the time when he was at Fyzabad, and 
when he apprehended flic would attack hinci^ 
and end her days as /he had always lived, in 
a rebellimi bla<s&ty (he was, he believed, roua - 
SCORE YEARS OF ACE.— It wa$ Hot a little 
Angular, though this expreAion in Major 
Gilpin's letter would lead the reader to con- 
clude that the life of this old Princefs had 
been a continued feene of rebellion, yet he 
could not mention one Angle rebellious aff 
done by herfelf, or by her command. 

He was examined as to the general cha- 
rafler of Mr. Haftings iA India. He faid, 
that to the year 7773 his charafler ftood 
very high all over that country, for integrity, 
abilities, and humanity; but after theefta- 
blifliment of the Supreme Council of Bengal, 
fome difputes had happened in ' the Council, 
and opinions had got abroad not quite fo fa- 
vourable to the Governor-General. ’ The 
witnefs however faid, thathehimfelf thought 
as higlily of him from the year 1773, to the 
moment when he left India, as all thA world 
thought before 1773. Me faid alA>, that he 
had not been acquainted with Mr. Haftings 
in India— that the Arft place where he was 
introduced to him was at St. Hdena, at Col. 
Muir's houfe, onhisTetumto England. 

A letter from Mr. Briftow to the Begum 
was read iwm the Company's Records, 
which Mr.*Burke faid he did not produce 
with a view of making their Lordfhips be- 
lieve It was /nrs, butt OA the contrary, fbr the 
purpofe of (hewing^ that by comparing it 
‘With the mafs of evidence which they had 
received on the fubjedl, they would And tkai ii 
SM emtimted falfebo^ frm the hegimnng 
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( lettOTy which waticcorded 
ifaftingt In the Bengal Secret Con- 
ileted, that it was to the bt*manity 
» HaiUn^ her JE^weliency the Bow Be- 
l was indebted fat: her releafe from the 
i that had been put upon her and her 
and that,^ had it not been for his 
r inter&renoe^ the confeqnences to her 
.r hnd peihapS to herfelf^ might have 
feciens in the e 3 ctrenie.-«-Mr. Burke 
iMrvedy that the recording of fucli a letter 
tjrtlie perfon who, though it was his duty to 
mveproteded the Begum againft all attacks 
real and perfonal, was 
fiMelf the very perfon who had made tlie 
li^bob, notwithftanding his reluQance, to 
jphander his parent, and Arlp her o£ her pro- 
petQS an attempt to fport with the cre- 
dnh^ of mankind, to fee how far it might 
be carried in oppofition to reafon, truth, and 
Ibund judgement. 

Mr. Middleton was next called to the bar 
by Mr. Sheridan, who Cud, he hoped the 
evidence on this ^rge would not take up 
much longer of their Lordfhips' attention. 

Lord Stormont requeued the Hon. Mana- 
gers would allow him toalk Mr. Middleton a 
few queftions on the fubjedt of his former 
evidence, previous to tlie examination. 

On what occaiion, in what manner, by 
whefe order, and to whom, did the firft in- 
fentign originate, of the refnmption of the 
jaghires, ar^ of (eiziiig the Begums trea- 


Aires? 

* B or^i« 4 l«d vfiib tbe Naljoh, 

On its being further preB^^y Ids for- 
mer esmmlnation recited, the anfwer was — it 
originated with the N^AK>b, but had been 
prewoudy a matter of converfat|cm by Sir 
BBjah Impey. 

When was the firjft time tluit the fub- 
jefl was commufiicaced to Mr. Bailings ? 

I wrote to Mr. Haftings on the ad of 
December lySi, which was the hril time* 
The letmr secked, that the miumpticn of the 
jagblms was ms alternative for ieizing the 
> ereal^res, but that the witnefs iheuld do no- 
ihlnS till ho knew Mr. Hadings's pleafure. 

^ In letter of December the 6th fol- 


lowing, to Mr. Hadings. what ts the mean- 
ing of theic words contained in it, ^ tht 
“ ficafure heretofore frofojed,'’* (Hero tbero 
v/at much perplexity to know what could be the 
meaning of tkfe words j but after much doubt 
amd difficulty it was d^ned.J The anfwer 
came out to be, 

^ That a converfatlon had paired fome 
time preceding, between Mr. Haftings, Sir 
“ Elijah Impey, and Mr. Middleton, on the 
“ fubjedt of feiaing the treafures of the Be- 
gums* That Mr. Middleton liad iniinii> 
ated to tlie Nabob, that if he wou^Jjpake 
“ a propofal to Mr. Haftings, "'a^comlng 
** from himfelf, for a feizure^f the trea- 
fures, it would be readily accepted, and 
^ very agreeable to Mr. Haftings, and that 
he was fure fucli a propofition would not 
“ be oppofed.'* 

The words “ heretofore propofed ** refer- 
red therefore to this converfation. 

This evidence appeared fo very material, 
that the Lord Chancellor ordered Mr. Mid- 
dleton to attend the next day of fitting, it 
being then half paft 6 ve o'clock *» 


Thizty-kirst Day. 

FaiPAY, May 30. 

This day Mr. Sheridan reminded their 
Lordihips, that he had on Wednefday in- 
formed them he had difeovered many errors 
In the printed account of the evidence, rela- 
tive to tlie fecond charge ; he had now to 
ohferve, that the number of thofe errors 
amounted to nearly 100, fome of which 
were not indeed of/ any confequence, but 
others were certainly very material j for 
many things that had been fald by the wit- 
neftes, about the feizing of the treafures, had 
been fet down in the printed evidence, as if 
faid of the refumptlon of the jagbires, and 
vice verfa>'^He tlien called Sir Elijah Im- 
pey, and afterwards Mr. Holt, to correct 
the errors in thole parts of the evidence 
which liad been given by them* But Mr. 
Sheridan finding, that if he was to go tliro* 
all the errors in open Court, a great deal of 
time would be confqmed in a purpofe which 
might be as well anfweied in anotlier way. 


* On elofing our account of tbU day, it is msceftary to remark, that no pofitive evidence ^ 

can be junduced by tlie crofs-uxamioation of Mr. Ba^ings' Counfel, of tbe a^nal exUlence 
of dm iflftmedtion at Fyeaba4> nr in Gorrupom To theie point# four Britiih officers only 
OQfaMatOiy divmlMedeiKiOd^ bacnifafour offices only were |n tho^ f^oumriea at that 
namc^, Cetael'Ilannayi Major MaodonaMy Captain Williams and Captain Gordon. 
Ceioi^l Himnay ia dead. Major Macdonald is in lBidi4«.->Captain l^llliams has been in 
/fiondp^ Amo jfMMaom andi fummoned by tbo Houife of Lords, at tlie requiffiion of the 
Manafetts *>dia have, bouMMer, not thought proper tp call hW—The fourth, Captain 
fMadesb oompnear from dm South of France at the hasard of has life, to eai;p|ain evqry 
'dlrcuMlbdm wbn^ wblch mdefueh m upon of 
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thtt feme of the Managers and 
the Coonfel for the pnfoAer ihoutd meet out 
of Court, to examine the printed aecoimt, 
and ftatc the That the errata Co 

ilated iheuld be Signed by the Managers de- 
puted^ for that purpofe, and the Coutt&l iof 
the prifoner, and (hewn afterwards to the 
dl^etent witne(ies, who (hould inform the 
Court, upon oath, whether (he corrections 
of the errata^ figned by tlie above parties, 
would or would not make the account of 
their evidence as accurate and true as it was 
delivered by them at their Lordlhips bar.— 
Thts' pi'Oppfa] madeby Mr. Sheridan met the 
approbation of all parties. 

Juft as Mr. Middleton wai on the brink 
of being called te the bar, Mr. Law deAred 
to call Mr. Hudfon— and to preface his quef> 
tion by informing their Lordlhips, that Mr. 
Sheridan had unjuftly accufed Mr. Haftings 
of having drawn the Covincil into the writ- 
ing a letter relative to the Begum, to Mr. 
Briftow, when they could not liave done 
fitch a thing, had the Council poifeAbd the 
fame information that Mr. Haftings had be- 
fore him. — Mr. Law faid, he would prove 
from tlie Records, that Mr. Briftow had ac- 
tually fent to the Board much better intelli- 
gence on the ift of December 17S2, than he 
did fend to Mr. Haftings on the lat^ which 
letter of the 12th was dated to be (VippiefTed. 
The letters were then read, and proved, that 
Mr. Law's ftatement was corred, and that 
the Board's letter of the 3d of March 1783 
v/as in faCf a reply to many letters, and 
amongft them, to the letter of tlie ift of De- 
cember. — Mr. Sheridan agreed to the faCf, 
but faid, that the Coanfet allowed, after all, 
Hiat Mr. Haftings had fupprefTed the letter 
of the rith of Deeember, which he did not 
enter tttl the 12th of May following. — Mr. 
Lhw abfolutely denied the faCl ; and affirm- 
ed, that, by the rules of the fervicc, it was 
intirdy optional in tlie Governor- General to 
enter or not letters addreAbd to himfelf, 
which, though treating on public buAnel^, 
were private to th«n.— This Mr. Sheridan 
difputed I but Mr. Law again affirmed, that 
the fact could be proved inconteitibly. Such 
ever had been and was now the practice of 
the fcrvice. 

This Httle altercation being palfed, the 
Managers called 

Mr. MIDDLETON. 

Mr. Sheridan deAred he might be afked, 
what orders he had iffiied on the aid of Ja- 
nuary 178^, to Lieinenant Francis Rutle^, 
felarive to the Btgums eunuchs 'then in his 
cuftody f 

Mr. h^iddleton begged to throw him(e{f 
•n the protection of the Oourt,- that he 


ml|lic not reply to any tranfaCHon on Ah 
fubjea which paflbd at Fyiabad, as it ' 
tend to criminate himfelf, being in tiiie tOi* 
ftancethe principal auchorof the fticaftttOO' 
that were puifuel agdinft them, if any cei- 
minolity was attached to thoA oitiers, hey^- 
not Mr. Haftings^ was the perfon to blaM ' 
Mr. Burke faid, that fnOli a modoef evOd^ ' 
ing evidence could no^- be fttifered— for if 
witnelTes were^lowed to make fueh obJ<n>> 
tions, faC^s couM not be got at. That 
Managep would prove to their Lordfht^ 
that Mr. Middleton was, throughout tliis 
buAnefs, the fervant of Mr. Maftingft. 

Mr. ShOiiden then aiked hSm^ if 
Haftings ever difapproved of the Ofdm Aat 
were lAued In regard to the ftegums The' 
witnefs again confidered that this queSUoa 
tended to criminate himfelf, as he had w 
particular communication with Mr. Haftings ' 
on tilt fubjea, and took fhe ekecutton of 
the orders on himfelf. 

^ Did the witneft not inform Mr. Hbft- 
ings of what was*donc in the Khord MnhaK 
(the palace of the Begums) ? 

He could not toll. 

^ Did he cOneeal from Mr. Haftings whkfe- 
was done relating to them f 
A, He believed he did not. 

Did he recoiled no verbal communicn^ 
tion with Mr. Haftings on tlie fubjed ? 

A. He did not know. 

Mr. Sheridan then put the quefliofy tlua 
way — ^Did the vritnefs ever iATue the follow- 
ing orders— to whom — and on what occa- 
Aon ? — 

** When this note is delivered to you by 
Goulafs Roy, 1 have to defire, that yout 
order the two prifoners to be put fo 

KEEPING THEM FKOM AT.L PO0O, &C«. 
ogrwabU to mjf inJl%'ufliont of ytJUrdoym 
(Signed) Nath. MinntuTON.** 
The witnefs begged the Court would not 
prefs him to give an anfwer to the qudftioa $ 
for he conceived, that if there was any thifl|^ 
criminal in the treatment of the eunuchs, lie 
muft be deemed criminal himfblf $ s<iid he 
lioped it was not expeded that he wotikl ^ve 
evidence agalnft himfelf. 

Mr. Sheridtfb obftrved, that if he aded 
under orders from his fuperlors, his obedienoo 
would not he imputed to him as a crintie. 

The witnefs replied, that he had been ae- 
cufed by Mr. Haftings on account of his 
condud hi this bufinefs, which he believed 
the Houfe ^ Commons had viewed in no 
very favoural^ light. His orders from Mr.. 
Haftings Were in general diferetionary ; but 
he had never made fo much ufo of his own 
dtferetion, as in the tranfadions at Fycabad : 
fotiiat-irMr. -Haftings (hculd be eKpoght tdbu 

crlmii}4 
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iQ the fhare he bad in them, he (the 
^^^^^ieHymufVbe thought much more fo« be-* 
^iieimc.he had j^dbed in a great meafure from 
Sh|a ,ajRni head ! 

the objcdions^f Mr. Middleton to 
Mr. Sheridan's quedions, Mr. Burke 
and, Mr. Fox made Tome obfcrvations : the 
'<Jlourt| however^ would not prefs him to 
give anfwers, as he fought tliey might be 
Injurious to hindelf. *' 

The Managers then endeavoured to pro- 
^epre in another way^ tlic evidence which they 
^ tpuld not t^tain by direct aiifwers to their 
former queirions. 

Mr. Sheridan aiked, whether he had not 
fumi/hed materials for the drawing up of 
the prifoner's defence ? He faid he had.— 
Whether he had not feen in the prifoner's 
anfwer lo tliefecond charge before the Houfe 
of Commons, the following lines ? — 

Before 1 proceed to reply to the charges 
refpe^ing my condudl to the Begums, and 
on the affairs of Oude, 1 mull obfbrvc, 
that they contain particulars, of which I 
^ was tot;^y ignorant until I read them in 
the charges. 1 am therefore very much 
Indebted to Mr. Middleton, and to tlie in- 
formation of gentlemen who were in 
Oude when the tranfafBons alluded to 
** happened. By thefe aids I have been ena- 
*• bled to reply fully to thefe charges," Sec. 

The witnefs faid he had feen the above 
lines in Mr. Haftings's anfwer to the charge } 
he faid alfo, that he himfelf had read the 
cliargc, before he had furnifhed any materials 
Tor the defence. He faid he gave all the in- 
formation on the fubjed of tlie Begums and 
tlieir Minifters that he remembered, and 
without any referve. 

Here Mr. Burke remarked, that it was not 
a little fingular that the witnefs iheuld not 
hefitate to tell all he remembered to the very 
man who had brought an accufation againri 
him for his conduA in Oude, and yet fhould 
refufe to give information on the fame liead 
to ttieir Xx>rdfhips. 

Lord Loughborough obierved, that if the 
witnefs would refer to his letter of the ad of 
Februaiy 1782, he would fee that he had 
mention^ Che affair of the Begums to Mr. 
Haftings. 

^ At what time did Mr. Haftings firft 
exprefs his difapprobation of his condud ? 

He could not tell. 

Mr. Sheridan tlien read extra^s of Major 
Scott's evidence, which ftaied, ^at a parti- 
cular pafiage had been added t 9 Mr. Haft- 
iikf^'s defence by his deflre ; and that it was 
bis opinion, that the whole of it was coriedl, 
honourable, and recent ileable. 

^ Had the Nabob in the affair of the 


Begums any will of ms own, In the mea- 
fures that were executed againft them ? 

j 4 . Believed he had. 

Did the witnefs never contradiA the 
Nabob's will in any meafures he wilhed to 
profecute ? 

He believed he had. 

Upon a further quedion being put to him, 
it af>p6ired he had ilTued his own orders in 
the Nabob's country, contrary to the will of 
the Nabob. 

^ Did he never receive any inflruflions 
from Mr. Hadings, to g^ the Nabob to make 
a gratuity to any perfon, after the toeaty^f 
Chunar ? . ' 

Mr. Middleton again begged their Lord- 
fliips favour, that he blight not anfwer this 
quedion. 

The Chancellor, oh converfing with the 
Judges, allowed the Quedion to be proper. 

He believed hq had received r$ccmmi»- 
JaiidnSf and while he was with Mr. Haftings 
at Chunar. 

^ Where was ffe money and treafures of 
the Begums whi<% were concealed, found, 
and dug out ? 

In the eunuch's houfe. 

^ To whpm was the money brought ? 

To the H^fident, who gave the Nabob 
a bond for the receipt of it, who had agreed 
that it fhould be applied towards the liqui- 
dation of the Company's debt. 

What was the Nabob's demand for his 
fharc of the treafures ? 

A, He believed it was one crorc of rupees. 

He afterwards a^ded, chat when this fum 
was paid to him, it was paid again in the 
fame fpecle as it was received in. That 
from it were difeharged the arrears of Col. 
Muir and Morgan, and Sir John Gumming, 
at Farruckabad. That rupees, from the 
valuation of the country, alter in their va- 
lue $ and chat they were ^^Jhroffed " by him 
and by the Agents of tlie Nabob. 

Mr. Sheridan afked, whether the prifoner 
had ever, either in India or England, ex- 
prefled any difapprobation of the feverities. 
ufed by tlie witnefs at Fyzabad } Mr. Mid- 
dleton faid, he had not. He was next alk^td, 
whether, in defending himfelf againfl a 
charge brought by the prifoner againft him, 
the witnefs had not defended himfelf by 
urging, tliat he had ufed delay (in feizing 
the treafures and Jaghires) only when he 
thought it would have been dangerous to 
proceed with haftc j and that he always ulbd 
/orra, where he thought it could be employ- 
ed with advantage ? The witnefs admitt^ 
that this was the ftyle of his defence.—^ 
Hence it was to be inferred, that Mr. Bail- 
ings, fo far from liaving been offended at thq 
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wrUnefs ior having a£led with too much ri- 
gour and feverlty towards the Begums and 
tiieir Minillers, that he had a^uatly made it 
a crime In him, that he had been How IB 
proceeding to rigorous methods. 

Mr. Sheridan proved, from a part of Mr. 
Hallings*s defence, that though the prlfoner 
did not admit he was refponfible for the 
feveritics inflii>ed on the eunuchs, yet he 
juflitied thofe feverities, and declared that 
the treatment of thefe perfons ought not to 
be ^nought har/h, or undsfervedly fevere. 

, P arlous queltions were put to Mr. Mid- 
dleton relative to the eunuchs, which he re- 
fufed to atjfwer, ailedging, that he could not 
anfwer them without danger to himfelf. 

He w|is afterwards examined by Mr. Law, 
Counfel for Mr. Haftings.— He was afked,' 
whether the fums allotted for the fiipport of 
the Nabob’s houfehold were not fufficient 
to maintain the dignity and fplendour of a 
Court ?— if they had been properly ma- 
naged ? — what number of elephants and 
liorfes the Nabob had ? — what might be the 
expence of keeping the elephants ? — and 
whether tlie elder Begum did not diAike her 
giandfon the Nabob, on account of his con- 
nexion with the EngliAi ? The witnefs 
leplied, that it was matter of opinion whe- 
ther the fums allotted for the Nabob's houfe- 
liold Were fufficient for the fupport of his 
Court in fplendour; for his own part he 
thought, that, with good management, they 
were. He believed his Highnefs was pof- 
fcATcd of looo elephants : the expence of 
keeping them he could not tell, but he 
thought it mull be a great deal more than 
io,oool. a- year; for he knew that one of 
thefe creatures was held in fo much venera- 
tion, that there was a jagliire worth 12,000 
rupcesla-year fettled upon it for its fupport. 
The number of cavalry attending upon the 
Nabob he believed to be about 2000 : he faid 
they were not as well cloathed as the Com- 
pany’s horfe, but much better than the ca- 
valry of any native Prince, and were armed 
like the Europeans. The Nabob, he faid, 
flood in great awe of the elder Begum, and 


would not venture fo vIAt her without tak- 
ing the witnefs with him : his Highnefs left 
him in an outer apartment, whllft he himfelf 
went into the interior one, where the Prin- 
cefs received him. ^ THb Begum, he believed, 
greatly difliked the Nabob ; for be had been 
informed, that whenever Aie received a vific 
from him, Aie made it a point always, after 
he had retired, to have tlje Mufnudy or throne, 
or chair of ftate, on which he had been feat- 
ed, broke in pieces, and thrown away. But 
he could not fay that this diAike was occa- 
Aoned by her grandfon’s attachment to or 
connexion with the FngliAi. 

Mr. Middleton faid, that Capt. Edwardl^ 
had not been patronized by Mr. HaXings, 
but believed it was by Sir Elijah Impey. 
That in the year 1779 there nuiis a great 
drought. That the failure of the lands arofe 
from natural eaufes. That the bad manage- 
ment of the Nabob might like wife have con- 
tributed to the famine. That Col. Hannay 
bore a good charaXer; and that at Goruck- 
pcor the military was neceflary to enforce tba 
civil lawi, as well as colleX the revenues. 
Never heard of bamboo cages till he heard of 
them at the bar; and thought the prifons 
there nearly as agreeable places as our own. 
That in 1781, he was certain the Begums 
were diiaAcXed.—— On being queAioned about 
the Hate of his book of coriefpondence, he 
faid, ** That, directly or indirectly, 
« he never had communication with Mr. 
« Haftings about his book of letters, prior 
« to his examination before the Houfe of 
“ Commons ” 

At ten minutes part five o’clock the wit- 
nefs was ordered to withdraw. 

Mr. Sheridan then addrefted the Court, and 
faid, he was direXed to inform them, that 
the Managers entertained the moll grateful 
fenfe of the patience with which their Lord- 
(hips had attended to the great mafs of evi- 
dence that had been laid before them ; and 
that, wdth what they had given this day, the 
Managers had ciofed their evidence in fupport 
of the fecond charge. 

Their LoidAiIps immediately adjounjed. 
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R. SHERIDAN, 

ON SUMMING UP THE 

evidence 

ON THE 

SECOND, OR BEGUM CHyiRGE. 


Thirty-Second Day, 
Tuesday, June 3. 

QJNCE the commencement of tliis mc- 
^ morable Trial, Weftminfter Hall has 
not Iteii fo numerous or fo brilliant an 
aifemblage of ncilbns as crowded evc^ 
paji’tof it this (fay. By eight o’clock in 
the morning the avenues leading to the 
Hall, through New and Old Palace Y ards, 

^ were filled with ladies and gentlemen of 
the moft re^ftablc appearance, many of 
them Pcerclfes in full drefs, who flood in 
the ftreet for upwards of an hour before 
the gates weie opened. The exertions 
made to pufh toi want, with a view to get 
convenient feats, had like to have pioved 
fatal to many. 

The Petrs did not enter the Hall till 
twelve o’clock, Jn fame minutes after, 
the Loid Chancellor having bowed to 
Ml, Sheridan, to fignify to him that their 
Lordfbips wefe then ready to hear him. 

That Hon. Gentleman role, whilft all 
about him was as ftill and hufh as if the 
Hall was empty.— He faid it was not his 
inicndon to keep back their Lordfbips at- 
teiu’on for any time from the conitdua- 
11 on uf the charge immediately before 
them, by making many pnliminaiy ob- 
leivarions: fuch general remarks as it 
was in his power to make, would only 
weaken vrhai had been already uiged by 
the Right Hon. Gentleman who was die 
principal mover of the imposchmenu* 
wlK)ie genius exceeded eveiy thing but his 
difbolition — ^who underftood and felt for 
adl— through whom and by whom fo gicat 
an embodied ftand had been made in de- 
fence of the rf^hts of man againit man*s 
^pfredion* might, howevci, without 


injury to the general cau/b, and wiihciit 
trelpaifing too much upon their Lordfhips 
panence, fay fbmc few words both upon 
the fubje£l of the impeachment in gene- 
ral, and the particular iititatiun of him- 
felt and his Hon. Colleagues who had 
been appointed to conduct it. 

He thought, that ifevei there was a pio- 
feciuion in which thole who carried it on 
were free from all unwarrantable refent- 
ment, or even improper bias, it viras the 
lefcnt. He could enter into his own 
eart, and declare moft folemnly, that 
he found there no private incentive to the 
part he had taken in this impeachment, 
and he verily believed he might fafely fky 
that all his Hon. Colleagues, as well as 
himfvlf, were actuated folely by the zeal 
they felt for the public welfare, and their 
honeft folicitude for the honour of thor 
country, and the happinefs of thofe who 
were under its dominion and protection. 
Wiih fuch objects in view he really left 
fight of Mr. Haftings, who, however great 
in other refpe^s^ was too infignincant 
to be mixed with fucli important confide- 
latiuns. The unfortunate Gentleman 
« at the Bar is no mighty objeft in my 
** mind. Amidft the feries of mifehiefs, 
to my /enfet feeming tofurround him, 
« what IS he but a petty NucUust invol- 
** ved in its Lamina^ fcarcely feen or 
** thought of.” It was impoflible, therc- 
fuie, that his Hon. Colleagues and he 
fliould feel themfelves under the influence 
of malice or ill-will towards that unfor- 
tunate gentleman ^ they aded folely un* 
der a delegated power j they flood at their 
Lordfbips bar aathereprefentatives of the 
Commons of EnglaDd^ and as th^ a ^4 
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tn (iiat{»uBKc ccjP^ityf it might as well 
be raid that the Commons of Great BrU 
taini in whole name the impeachii\^t 
had been brought before their Lordihips» 
were adluafted by malice to the prifoiierj 
as that the Managers of the Houfe of 
Commons had any private fpleen to gra- 
tify in difcharging the duty impofed up- 
on them by their principals. In truths 
the profecution had not been begot in pre* 
jud'ice^ or nurfed in error i it was found- 
ed in the cleared conviflion of the wrongs 
*that the nauves of Hindodan had fuffered 
through tHe maUadminidration of thole 
in whofe hands this country had placed 
extenfive powers, which ought to have 
been exercifed for the benefit of the go- 
verned, but which had been ufed by the 
priforier at the bar for the lhameful pur- 
pofes of oppreHion. 

' To convince their Lordlhips that the 
Britifh government, which ought to have 
been a bledlng to the powers in India 
con nc fled with it, had been a fcourge to 
the natives, and the caufe of deiblation 
to the mod Houriniing provinces in Hin- 
I dodan, he had only to read a letter that 
[had been received not long fince fiom 
‘X.ord Cornwallis, the prelent Governor. 
General of Bengal.— In that letter the 
noble Lord dated, that he had been re- 
ceived by the Nabob Vifier with every 
mark of fnendHiip and refoefl ; but the 
lionours he received at the Court of 
Lucknow had not prevented him from 
feeing the deiblation that xj^eifpread the 
face of the country, the light of which 
had ihocked his very foul. He fpoke to 
the Nabob on the fubjefl, and earncdly 
reconi trended it to him to adopt fome 
iydeni of government, that might redore 
the proCpenty of his kingdom, and make 
his people happy.— The Nabob's anfwer 
was dnkingly remarkable.— That degra- 
ded Prince laid to his Lordlhip, that as 
long as the demands of the Englilh go- 
vernment upon the revenue of Oude flioiild 
remain unlimited, he (the Nabob) could 
have no intered in eltablilhing any fydem 
of economy | and whild the Englilh 
Ihould continue to interfere in the internal 
government of his country, it would be 
m vain for him to attempt any falutary 
ftforni} for his fubjcfts k|iew he was on- 
ly ,a cypher in his own dominions, and 
tnerefore laughed at and d^ifed bis au- 
thority and that of his Miuifters. 

Surely the date to which that wretched 
Prince was reduced by our mifmanage- 
snent, and the ruin wliich had, by the 
lame cauie, been brought upon bis coun- 
try, called loudly upon their Lorddiips 


to tjiterfere, and refeue their national 
honour and charafler from the infanw to 
which both would be expofed, ir no 
inquiry was made jnto the caules of fuch 
calamities, and no punilhment was in- 
flified on the authors of them.’— PoArVy, 
as well as Jufticet called upon them u> 
vindicate the character of Great Br^aiu 
in India ; for he wtiuld prove to them, 
from good authority, that the natjie , 
powers had £o little reliance ujXMi . 
fidth, that the prefervatioii of our eSL : 
ptre, in tliat quarter of the vvorld, coi^ 
be effected only by convincing the natH ‘ 
princes, that a religious adherence to 
engagements Ihould in future charac- 
tenze the Britiih government ih that coun- 
try.— To prove the necellity iheiu was 
for bringing fuch a conviflion to the mind ' 
of every native pi ince, Mr. Sheridan read 
a letter to Loid Cornwallis, from Cqp- ; 
tain Kirkpatrick, who, when he wrote - 
it, was Kelident at the Court of the j 
Great Marratta chief, Madajee Seindia. 
This gentleman ftaied in his letter, that 
the new fyftem of moderate n brought 
by his Lordlhip, was certainly the only 
one that could give liability to our empire 
in India i but, at the fame time, he mull 
obferve, that as the princes of that coun- 
^try had (b frequently had caufe to lament 
that no engagement could bind us, it 
would require time, and repeated pitiofa 
of good faith, to convince mem that we 
were ferious in the profeflions ^Rich wer.e 
then held out to them on the part of Ae ■ 
Britilli government; that ambition» or 
a dclire of conquefi^ Ihould no lunger 
be encouraged by BritiHi councils ; and 
that a moil religious adherence to all 
treaties and engagements ^Ihould be the 
balls of all our mure political tranike^ 
tions. 

To ihcfc letters, Mr. Sheridan faid, be 
mull call upon their Loudlhips to give an 
aniwer, not by n'ords^ which would not 
find credit with the natives, who had lb ’ 
often been deceived by our profeflions, 
but by deedsy which would convince 
them that we were truly in earneft ; for it 
was only by our punilhing thofe who 
of the delinquencies 
which have brought ruin on tb^ country, 
that we could pofllbly gain confideiKe 
w.th the people of India, and faiisfy 
them ihatfuture delinquents will not be 
encouraged or countenanced by the ruling 
powers at home. 

JfoJting round for an objeft fit to 
be held out to the world as an example pf 
national jullice, their Lordlhips mult ne- 
ceiTarily fix their eyts upon Mr. Haf- 
^ tiugir* 
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lin^s. Ht vvas the great caxife of the de- 
gradation of bur charafter in India, and 
of the oppreHion of its devoted inhabi- 
tants, and he was ^he nply victim that 
could atone for the caiarnitits he had cc- 
caiion d. 

But whilft he pointed mit the piifoner 
at the bar a proper clve^l of puniili- 
gneiit, he be^ficd leave to obierve, that 
Le did not with lo turn the fvi'ord of jof- 
flice againft that man, mcicly becaufe an 
ex.-mple ought to be made j fiich a wifli 
kvas as fu iroin Ills h* ait as Ji v;as incom- 
Ipatible ith equity .^nd iulbce i if be called 
^or piini/lniienf uj;on Mr. Huftings, it was 
becaiife he thought h'm a great delinquent, 
and the grealcll of all thoi'e wlio, by ih'eir 
rapacity "and opprJfion, had brought ruin 
on tise natives of India, and tjifgrace 
upon the inlinbitants of Great Brita-n. 

Whiirt he called for juftice upon the 
prifoner, he could v\ith alfo to do him jiif- 
tice : he would be Con y that the weight 
and confequence of the Commons of 
Great Biitain, in whole name the prole 
cution had been ftt on I’ooi, ftiould ope- 
rate lo his prejudice : indeed, whilft he 
bad fucli upiight judges as their Lord- 
fhips, it was impoflil le that any thing 
could injuic him, but the clcar^H and 
moft unequivocal proofs of guilt, — ** It 
is not the peering fiifptc'on of apjprc* 
bending ginlt — li is not any popular 
** abhq^ience of its wiilc-iprcad conic* 
** quences — It is nor the llcret confeiouf. 
** nefs in the bofom ot the Judge, which 
can excite the vengeance ot the law, 
and authorife its iiifliftion 1— No — In 
this good land, as high as it is happy, 
**"becaufe as juft as it is free, all is dc- 
** finite, equitable and exa£t — The laws 
“ mull be faiisfitd before they are inciir- 
red — And ere a hair of the head can 
be plucked to the ground, legal 
GUILT mull be efiablilhtd by legal 
« PROOF !” 

This principle he mull admit as con- 
eluiive, though, in the prefent cafe, he 
felt' the inconvenience of if, which might 
operate as a bar to public jiillice ; for the 
Managers of the impeachment laboured 
under dilHculties, that could fcarcely occur 
in any other prolecuiion. Tiie wjtnefles 
whom they had been obliged to call, were, 
lor the moll part (he would liate the ex- 
ceptions in the proper place}, #he accom. 
lices qf the pnfoner's guilt, and the in- 
niments of his opprcllions : from fuch 
vitnefles it was not likely that ( roofs of 
hat guilt could be obtained without great 
li^icuity. 

In K\it written documenis from which 

It bad fcleaed ti'cir preefe ixi 
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fnpport of the impeachment, as eonfi- 
dcrable difficulties had occurred : thole 
documents had been drawn up by the 
parties whofeliudy it was, as it was their 
interell, though contrary to their duty, to 
conceal the iniquity of their proceedings, 
and confequcntly to dirguife the truth. 

But tiiough he Hated the difficulties 
which ihe Managers had to encounter, he 
did not 'mean to lay that the proofs 
which they had adduced were in any de- 
gree defedive : ‘‘ weak, no doubt, in 
“ feme parts, and incompetent — and'^T 
** more df'plor ible, as undiitinguiftied by 
** any coin pun 61 ions viliti^gs of repent- 
** ing accomplices — but yet enougli, 
“ and enough in fure validity, to abalh 
‘‘ the front of guilt no longer liid, and 

Halh convi6Uon on coiifcicntious 
“ judges." 

Having premifed thcieohfervalions, Mr, 
Sheridan laid he would now make Ibine 
rcmaiks upon the defence, or lather ^4.*- 
fcMc'fSt made by the prifoner. He hacl 
already made fourt three of which he had 
fince thought proper to abandon, and dii)- 
credit. Imlced, he believed that it was ji 
novelty in hiftory of criminal jurii^ 
piudence, that a perfon acculed Ihoulil 
iirft make a defence, and afterwards en- 
deavour to convince his judges that they 
ought not to give it the lea ft credit. Mr, 
Sheiidan laid, he was the more lurprizcd 
atlliis conclu6l in the pnlbner, as it was 
fincc he had had the aftillance of Counfel 
that he had made this attempt : he 
themght, that when he had been relcued 
fioin his own incautious ralhnefs, he 
would not have taken fo extraordinaiy a 
Hep as was that -of diferediting l.is own 
defence. 

In tvciy court of law in England, the 
confeffion ol a criminal, when not ob- 
tained by any pi omife of favour or lenity, 
or by violent tin rats, was always admit- 
ted as cone III live evidence againft himfelf j 
and if that contcifion was made before a 
grave and rcfpc6lable aflembly of perlbns, 
competent to rake cognizance cf crimes, 
there was no doubt but it woiv(d have due 
weight, becaulc it was fair to prefume 
that luch a confeffion mull be •voluntary % 
and not procured by any undue or im-* 
proper means. The prifoner had, in his 
defence made before the Houfe of Com- 
mons, admitted many fa6ls $ and it was 
the intention of the Managers to urge in 
fupport of the charges, his admiffion of 
them : for when he went the length of 
admitting them, he was ipeaking the lan- 
guage not of inconfiderate raftinefs and 
halle, but of deliberate cot) llderation and 
reiie6lion, as wpuld appear to their Lord- 
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fhips fVom a pailatge ^hkh he (hould read 
to them from tlie introdu&ion to the de- 
fence read by Mr, Huttings himfelf at thcii 
bar of the Houfe of Commons. In that 
paHage, the prifoner ufed the following 
words : 

“ Of the difeouragement to Wtiicli 
** allude I (hall mention but two points* 
and thefe it is incumbent' on me to mcn- 
tion, becaul'e they relate to effects 
which the juftice of this Hon. Houfe 
** may, and 1 iiuft will, avert The firft 
'•'Ts an obligation to my being at all 
** committed in my defence, hnee, in fo 
** wide a field for difciiirion, it would be 
** impoifiblc not to admit ibme things, of 
** which an advantage might he taken, 
to turn them into evidence againft my- 
felt j whereas another might us well 
ule as I could, or bttter, the fitme ma- 
tenuis of iny defence, without involv- 
ingme in the lame conlequences. But 
** I am lure that this Hon. Houfe will 
“ yield me its protection againlt the ca- 
vils of unwarranted inference; and if 
the irui/i can tend to conviCt me, / am 
content to be MYSELF the channel to 
“ convey it . — The other objtClion lay in 
“ my own bread. It was not till Mon- 
dtty halt thafnt formed the refolutton, 
and I knew not then whether I might 
not, in confequence, be laid under the 
obligation of preparing and completing 
“ in five days (and in clFcCl lb it has 
** proved^ the rtfulaiion of charges 
“ which It has been the labour of my ac- 
Ciller, armed with all the powers of 
Parliament, to compile during as many 
** years of alinod undidurbed Iciliire." 

Here then, Mr. Sheridan obferved, the 
prifoner had upon deliberation committed 
ins defence to paper ; and, after having 
liad five days to confider whether he 
/hould prefent it or not, he aCliially de- 
iivered ithinilelfto the Houfe of Com- 
mons, as a defence founded in trut/h and 
tiiumphantly remarked upon it, that if 
“ truth could tend to conviCf him, he 
was willing to be himfelf the channel to 
convey it.;\ 

But what was his language 'now that 
he had had the advice of Counfel ? Kay, 
that there was not a word of truth in what 
he delivered to the Houfe of Commons as 
the truth ; that he had no knowledge of 
many of the fads, no recolleClion ot the 
circuinllances i that^/* had put his me- 
mory in commiffion^ and appointed MeiT. 
Middleton, Scott, Gilpin, &c, the Com^ 
mijioners s nay^ that he had alfb pnt bis 
defences into commi/Tion, to be exerci/ed 
by the fitme gentlemen. Thele^ like 


** raw mafenals, the* mailer' workman 
** difiributes abOul him to all hands 
** awaiting His words are to be firung . 
** -—arguments fpun-j-palTages are to be 
** woven He puts his confcience into 
departments— Major Scott, fays he, 
take care of my confiftency— ^Mr. 
Middleton, you have my memory in 
coinmilTion !— Prov« me a financier, 

Mr. Shore. Anlwer for me, Mr. 

" Holt (all journeymen, good enough 
** for the Houle of Commons, though 
not for your I-ord/hips) : — Help, one 
** and all, to bear me up under the barp 
prclTure of my laurels, the burthen of 
** my glory ! — Kefrelh, and fave me from 
the calentures of my ftatc, from the 
“ peril of my own panegyric.'* ; 

Thus could the prifoner fport with the • 
under Handing and feelings ot the Houfe, 
by afierting that to be taife and not en- 
titled to creiiit this day, which, on a for- 
mer, he had declai*ed to be the truth itfelf, 
and the ground of his hope that it would 
procure him an acquittal, or, what would 
have been the fame tiling to him, would 
prevent the Commons from cairying up 
the Impeachmenl againii him to their 
Lordllups bar. Indeed from this avowal 
and difavowal of defences, and from the 
defence, different from all the former, 
which had been delivered to their Lord- 
lliip's, it vvould feem as if Mr, Haftings, 
was of opinion, that any thing would do 
for the Houfe of Commons.— Poflibly it . 
might turn out hereafter, that he enter-* 
tained a liniilar opinion with reljpeil to 
their Lordlhips ; lor it was not impro- 
bable but he might hereafter abandon 
the defence he had delivered to them : he 
might fay, “ It was not made by me, 
“ hut by my Counfel, and therefore I 
** hope your Lordlhips give no credit to 
** it.” But if he would abide by that 
his lall defence, he (Mj . Sheridan) would 
join ilfue with him upon it, and prove it 
to be in many places void of truth, and 
in almoH every part of it unfounded in 
aigument as well as fafl. 

Having thus touched upon the different 
defences made by the priloner, Mr. She- 
ridan next advei ted to the allegations in 
the fecond charge that had been fupported 
in evidence. He faid, that the Managers 
had proved the high birth and great rank 
of the Be^Aims, or Princeffes of Oude \ 
they had alfo proved from the evidence of 
Sir Elijah Impey, Mr. Middleton, Mr. 
Goring, and others, how facred was the 
refidence of women in India. A threat, 
therefore, to force that refidence, and vio- 
late its purity by fending men armed into 
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4t;iffigiS'»rpe!desiof tortuffj the crtw^ty ef 
{^hidiccidlilaiot becmkceired by dba& who 
wdftc^HiMited^ith the cuf^ms ABci 
'Aoeiofn of the iohiabitants of Hnidoitan. 
A knowledge of the coftoins aud uiaitners 
M' the Muifubnen of Tarkeyr^wottj^l 
eligible one to judge of thofe of MuAulmen 
Jn India: In the former, Jadies went 
.abiood veiled, -afld thouj^h not fo free as 
.ihofekiChrrfttan eounti-ws* dill they ww 
tiiotibxlofdy (hut up as wne the ladies 
:pofefling the fiiine leliglon in Hindodan* 
The confinement of the Turkifli ladies 
^Ms in a great meafore to be alcribed to 
ibej^ottfy of their hu(batids} in Kin* 
Uolbn the ladies were confined^ becaufe 
Micy dMmght it contrary to dteorum that 
jperlbns of their fex ihould be feen abroad: 
Tthty were not the vifitims of jealoui^ in 
the men, on the contraiy, their fequenra. 
tion from the world was voluxtarji they 
diked retirement, becauie they thought it 
bed iuited to the dignity of their iex and 
fituatiem: theywei-e fiiutupfmm Hbeity, 
it viras:t]rue,* but liberty, fofar from hav- 
ing any cliarms for them, was /hooking 
to their feelings j they were en/hrhted ra- 
ther than immured ; they profe/ied a 
greater purity phus prejudice than the 
‘Mahomedan ladies of Europe and other 
.eomitrics, and more ]cealou/ly and reli- 
-gioufiy pradlilecl a more holy fydem of 
Juprrftitton^ Such was their lenie of de- 
Jtcacy, that to them the fight of man was 
;^ol lotion ; and the pitty of the nation 
rendered their lelidence a fan&uury^ 
What then would their Lordfhips think 
of the tyranny of the man who could ad 
in open defiance of tljofe prejudices, which 
were db interwoven with the very exig- 
ence of ladies in- that courrtry, that tlicy 
could not be rettioved but by death? 
Wlwit, he faid, would their Lord/liips 
think of the man who could threaten to 
nro^ihaiie and violate the fanduary of the 
dcfcriptioii of ladies in Oude, by 
fiiying that he would ftorm it .with Uis 
troops, and remove the inhabitants from 
it by force ? 

1^. Stetidan dwelt for (bme .tinoe with 
great foang on this point. He next ad- 
verted to the treaiiures in the Zenana, and 
fthe rdaliDn in which the Bow Begum and 
the Nabob ftood to each odier, and to Mr^ 
Haftings. He adduced various aigu- 
inenta to .fliaw, that theie trea(«res did not 
jhehuig to the date, but .to the Begum $ 
^nd moft happily ridiculed the memory of 
Mr* Mkidton, that remenabered 
r^rsftf>but fetgot the^^si^; that would 
fuppon them ^ nay, fometimes retpeni’o 
fade (hat ovmumd thsrntmm^ 


Thus, he'Xaid, h 

Jbnged to the^aftc, and cbnleqiuently were 
(,the inheritance of the Nabob ^ becauie that 
Prince had drawn tor a large funa, vthich 
was to he paid out of thofe treafures, but 
his dtafi was not honoured-^Axid he 
ibid, they could not be the property of the 
Begum { for he remember^, that when 
the Nab^*s draft was returned without 
having been lionoured, the Begum drew 
for the fame fum, upon the famcireaferes, 
and the fifonev was inflantly paid> 

Mr. Sheriuan /hewed nyxt, that tnedf ' 
was very good ground for preluming that 
the treafures poiTeffed'by the Begum were 
the property of that Princefs ; Aie had en- 
deared herietf to-her hulband, the late Na- 
bob, by fi)^g to him in the moment of 
his ^ftrefs,'^ after his defeat at Buxar, and 
carrying with her to his relief the jewels 
with which in happier days bis fondnefs 
for her had enriched her : U)K>n theie /he 
lail'ed Kim a large fupply. When the po- 
litical ^nerofity of this country redored 
him anerwards to his tlirone, his grati- > 
tilde to hts wife knew no bounds : her 
afcendency over him was fuch, thiit /he 
pmvailed upon him to appoint his fon 
by her% his fucce/ror. 

The prefent Nabob, had ajip^cr^d 
from a palla^ in a letter written by Mr. 
Hadiiigs to him, and fince proved in evi. 
dence, owed to her not only his birth and 
fucctf^on to tlie crown, but allb the pre- 
fervaiion of hU 1 fe ; for one day his ta- 
vtige father, in a \ age attempting to cut him 
down with hts /cy meter, the Begum ni/h- 
ed between her hu/band and her Ton and 
faved die Utter, though with the lofs of 
feme of her own blood ; for (he was 
wounded by the blow that was not aimed 
at her. A fon fo befriended and fo pi*e- 
ierved, Mr. Ha/lings had arm ^d againft 
fueb a mother— he invaded the rights of 
that Prince, that be might compel him to 
violate the laws of nsdure^ by piundeiing 
bis parent ; and he made him a /law, 
that lie might aftenvards make him a 
monfier* Mr. Hadings was bound to be 
the protestor of the Begum, inftead of her . 
Munder^ \ for Her hulband, on his death - 
neib bcqdeatlied her to his friend/htp, and ' 
Mr. Bailings liad always called tltat huf- 
band kis brotbet^-^M no oonfideration 
could make tiim difeharge the duties of 
uny obli|Eadmi diat couiafet bounds to 
hhra^lty* 

. T4ic pi Mr. Brifeaw in 

^771^ Hte diffitfi/iw between the jBc- 
gumH^aoji (be conrequanee of 

she xWim lb was the mnt 
IAr*,SbaP9iitfa obfervations. 

A j . 
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^t4s. Wfltow* hadli Ji> a coiwirfar o»by two ^tinwhi^vini fitnH / foppivfiibl' 

don wUh the fupcarioe or elder Begtun, by an afficiawt ! 

thrown oi»t an infinuation, that the tiea* Mr. Sheridan then adverted to the iks« 
fures whkh ftte poffefied were the treaforeo ^gptiationa of Me* Mid^etow whb (h«' 
of the ftate }r-and on this inrmuatioUf. in Begtime^ in t77%» when tlie diiconceittr 
temed by Mr. Btriftow himfeif, had Miu tlie ruperler Begum would Itave induccti 
Hattings founded aU his arguments onr her to leave the councry, unleik lier au« 
that head, and on which he lately ^peared tliority was fan^lioned:, and her property 
to place fo much reliance*— -The Begums fecund the guarantee of rhe C4Mn- 
at that time gave up to Aibph ul pny.— *11110 guaraatee the Counlel— 
^Dowlah Toms amounting to five hundred. Mr. Hadings,. bad thought k 
\ad fifty thoufand pounds.— Of this a^ to deny, as l^owing.fhac if the agree, 
p^t to be paid in ^ds, which, as mems with the elder "Begnm were proved,, 
they confifted ofi arms, elephants. See. the it would aiiix to Mr. Radmgs the guilt o§ 
Nabob alledged to be his property, and all the Cufterings of the women of the 
rcfuled tu accept as payment. This oc- Khord Mahal, the revenues for wh^ 
cafioned a difpiite, whiclv was referred to I'upport were i'ectired by tlie fame engage-*^ 
the Board ot Caktittn. Mr. Hadings] menc. In treating this part of the 
then vindicated the right of the Begums L je£^, tho principal difficulty aroitt from> 
to all the goods in tlie S^nana, andt the uncertain evidence of Mr. Middle* 
brought over the majority of the Council I ton, who, though concerned in the nego*. 
to hui opinion* The ideas thru placed on | tiaiion of \\\^ faur treaties, could noc 
recoid he had- finoe found it convenient to f recolle^l afibiing his fignature to t hree 
diibwn, as belonging not to Itira, but to | out of that number. Mr. Shei idan prov- 
the majority of the Council ! ^ however, from the evidence even ijf* 

^ “ There arc,” laid Mr. Slieridan, ini Mr, Middleton, that a tivaty had beeti 
this afl'emblage, they who are perie^I figned in October 177S, wherein tlm 
in their ideas of law and juftice, and | rights of the eider Begum were fully re. 
who underlland tolerably wd.1 maj(h> i cognized 1 a provifion fecured for tho 
riiies and ; but liow ibalJ I women and children of the late Vizier 

i«ttS?Ke ibis' ncwciodlriAe of Mr. iiaf* in tlie IClnird Malial; and that theft ea« 
tings ^ It is as if Mr. Burke, tlie gagemems had received the fulled fane* 
y greut Uader of the caufet Ihould fome tioii of Mr, Hafiings. Theft fai 3 :s were 
ten years hence revile the Managerst confiniied by the evidence of Mi*. P<ir- 
and coHiinend Mr. Haftings !” Good ling, a gentleman, who, Mr. Sheiadan 
God !” might fay one of thoTo Gentle* laid, bad delivered himfelf fairly, and ate 
men, it wasy«« who inftigaied the en- having no foui fecreu to conceal. He 
*' quiry $ it wasj'w who made me ihink had tianfnutted copies of thefe engage* 
as 1 did !*’ Aye ; very true/' might ments in 17 So toMr.Haftings at Calcutta^ 
Mr. Burke reply, ** but 1 was then in a tlie anl'wer returned was, that in an'ang* 
minority \ I am now in a majority \ ing the taxes on the other he 

1 have now left my opimons beliind Ihould pais over the jaghires of the B«. 
me} and 1 am no longer refponfible,’’ gums. No notice was then taken of any 
The claims liowcver, it was- obfi^v* impropriety in the trairfa^lione in 177^^ 
able, qf die Nabob, as to the treafure of nor any noti^ ^ven of an iixcoded rq* 
the Begums, were at this time the only vocation of thole engageinenu. 
plea alledged for the feizure. The6 But in June 17^1, when Gen. Cia* 
were always founded on a ^fiage of vering and CoL Mon£ba were na mon^ 
that iToTiSM which was perpetually quoted, and Mr. Francis had retnmsd ia 
.^but never provcd.*^Not a word was. then rope, all the and arr<ear of col* 
^hention^ of the ftcange- rebellion which kaeil evil burft out without relW}]xt,aiid 
afterwards conjured up, and of Mr* Hayings detennined on his jourxiey 
i^ich the exifiince and tbt mtttrifty to the uci^ev provinces.— It was then^ 
Avere equally a iecFecI-<— a diklFt&ioa that» wtusosit adverting to tuteiinedate 
which was at its height at the very time tranfa^Iiotte, he mtt with tlie Nabob 
when the Begums were difpenfing their Afoph ul Dqjjvbh. at Chvnar, and re* 
iiberalUy to the Nabobt aim. cxeccifing ceived from him ^ myltertous prdeatof 
^ihe greateft geiaeEofity ta the Bngtifii oio len^oooU To form a pioper idea of 
4sc.ers in dSbtelh!— a difiiiwbances H this tranABion, it was only neceliai'y eo 
Ihort, withoiat'its parellei ii>, billory, confidertherefpeflive fituationof hiazwbo 
wiiich watra^^h^ gavo^amliOl' him who Feccived this prelenn 
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Xi waft not given by the Nabob from the 
fiijperilux othis wealth, nor in the ahiin- 
dSlAce of his efteem for the man to whom 
it was given. It on the contrary, a 
prodigal bounty, drawn from a country 
depopulated«-*na matter wliether by na- 
tural caufes, or by the grinding of op- 
prefliun. It was raifed by an exa^Hon, 
which took what calamity had /'pared, 
and rapine overlooked $ — and purfued 
thoib angvy difpenfaiions of Providence, 
when a prophetic chaft feinent had been 
indifled on a fated realm. — The lecrecy 
which had marked this tranfa^ton was 
not the imalied proof of its criminality. 
'When Benarum Pundit had, a (hort 
time before, made a prefent to the Com- 
pany of a lack of rupees, Mr. HalHngs, 
in his own language, deemed it “ worthy 
liic praife of being recorded but in 
this in dance, when ten times that fiim 
was given, neither Mr. Middleton nor 
the Council were acquainted with the 
iranfa£tion, until Mr. Hadings, four 
months after, felt bimfelf compelled to 
write an account to England, and the in- 
telligence retuincd thus ciicuitoudy to his 
fiiends in India 1 It was peculiarly ob* 
fei'Vable in this trani'a6lion how mucii the 
dijirrffes of the diderent parties were at 
variance. Mr. Haitings travels to the 
Nabob to fee, no doubt, and enquire into 
his dijirejesy but immediately takes from 
him 100,000]. to be applied to the ne- 
ceiiities of the diftrejfed fead India Com- 
pady : but on iarthcr delibei ation, thefc 
conlidcrations vanifli ; a third objeft 
ariies more worthy than either of the 
former, and the money is taken from the 
one, and demanded from the other, to be 
applied to the ufe of — the diftrjfied Mr. 
Hadings. 

The money, it was alledged by Mr. 
Hadings, had been originally taken to 
dii'chargc the arrear of the army. It had 
not long been applied to that ufe, be- 
caufe it was received in bills on Gopal 
Dos, a rich banker at Benares, who was 
then kept a pnlbner by CheytSing. — ^Ma- 
jor Scott being quedioned on the fubjed, 
declared the bills on Gopal Dos were as 
good as caih, for that thouj^h the prin- 
cipal of the houie was a prifoner, that 
circumitance made no difterencc what- 
ibever with the other partners. Thus 
Mr. Hadings was inconfi^ent with fiiin- 
ielf, by aliedging an obje£lion which 
ihould have prevented his taking the mo- 
tley in the nrd indaiice, for the purpofe 
ht had dated j and Major Scott contra- 
thdling Mr. Hadings, removed the objec- 
tion, and redored the buiinefe to its original 


footing.- — But through all thole winc^ 
ii^s ol myderious hypocrify, and of 
tincial concealment, it was eafy to marlw 
the fenfe of hidden guilt. Mr. Hadings 
himielf, being driven from every other 
bold, advanced the dale plea of State 
Neceffity* But of this necclfity he had 
brought no proof; it was a neceffity 
which lidenea to wliifpers for the pur- 
pofe of crimination, and dealt in rumour 
to prove its own exidence.— To a Ge- , 
ncral leading t!ie armi(^ of Btitatn— -to’ 
an Admiral beai'ing her thunders over.the 
Teas, the plea pf neceility might be in- 
dulged, if the wat)ts of thofe were to be 
fnpplied whole blood had lx:en Ipdt in the 
/ervicc of their country ; but his ** State 
NecejUttfy grand, magnanimous, and 
** all commanding-— went hand in 
** hand with honour, if not with ufe — it 
** went forth with our arms, when the 
** Hero could plume himfelf, like the 
Imperial Eagle on his ned, iinaflaila- 
ble! — and ainidd his fair fuccelTes, 

** look down in judided difdain on any 
“ malevolent challenge of minute eiror | 

** his Fame as firm as the Rocky whicii, 
from his defence, all the enemy had 
battered in vain !" 

On thebuiinefs of treaty of Chunar, 
which fucceeded thcacceptanceof tlnTlh /'{•» 
Mr. Sheridan was equally peri'picnous and 
equally fevere. It was a proceeding, lie 
obierved, which, as it had its beginning in 
corruption, had its continuance in fraud, 
and its end in violence. The firll propo- 
fition of the Nabob after his recent libera- 
lity, was, that the army fhouid be removed, 
and all the EngliHi recalled from his do- 
minions. The bribe which he had given 
was the obvious price of their removal. 
He felt the weight of their opprellion 
he knew, to l^ak his own language—, 
** that when the Bnglilh Itaid, they ilaid 
** to alk for fomething.’' Though their 
predecedbrs had exhaulted the revenue 
though they had lhaken the ti'ee until no- \ 
thing remained upon its leajlejs branches, 
yet a new flight was on the wing to watch 
the firft buddings of its profperity, an^- 
to nip every promife of future 
fiance. » 

To this demand Mr. Haftings had pro • 
mtied to accede, and to recal every £n- \ 
giifhman from the province 3 but by an 
evafion which Mr. Middleion difclofed 
with ib much difiicuhy 10 their Lordlhips 
on the hit day of his appearance, the* 
fhemife was virtually recalled. No cr- 
ders were afterwards giv^ for the efta- 
bltfltment of Englifhrncn in the province^ 
but recommenddiions of the fametfleiSf with 

Mr 



I Mr. Middleton and the Vizier were fent, 
and the practice continued.— In the a^iec^ 
ment rerpefling the refiimption ot the 
JaghireSy the Nal^ob had been duped bv 
a iimilar deception. He had demanded 
and obtained leave to rcfunie thofe of 
‘certain individinls : Mr. Haftings, how- 
ever, defeated the permiflion by making 
the order general ; knowine: that there 
were fome tavoiirites of the Nabob whom 
he could by no means be brought to dif. 
polTcfs. — Such was the conduct of Mr. 
Hadings, not in tiic moment of cold or 
crnfiy policy, but in the hour of confi- 
dence and the cffervefccnce of his grati- 
tude for the favour he had juft received. 
Soailng above every common feeling, he 
could deceive the man to whofe liberality 
he Hood indebted — even his frratltmle was 
perilous — and a danger actually awaited 
on the return which he was to make to 
an cffufion of gencrofity 1 

The trnnfadions in which Sir Elijah 
Impey bore a /hare, and the tenor of his 
evidence, were the next objcils of Mr, 
Sheridan’s animadverfion. — — I'he late 
Chief Juftice of Bengal, he remarked, had 
repeatedly Hated, that Mr. Haftings left 
Calcutta with /wo refonrees in his view, 
— tliofe of Benares and of Oiide» It ap- 
p caredy. howev et., from every circum- 
^^ItteTthatlKe latter rcfoui ce was never 
in his contemplation, until the infurrec- 
tions in Benares, terminating in the cap- 
t'uie of Bedjegur, hafd deftroyed all his 
hopes in that province. At that inftant, 
the mind of Mr. Haftings, fertile in rc. 
foiirces, fixed itfelf on the treafures cf 
the Begums, and Sir Elijah Impey was 
difpatcheil to colleft materials for their 
crimination : “ But I have ever thought,” 
faid Mr. Slieridan, << the fele^lion of fuch 
a pei'fonage, for liicli a purpofe, one of 
the greateft aggiavations of the guilt of 
Mr. Haftings.”— That he, the purity of 
whofe cliaj'a 61 :cr fhould have influenced 
his condu6):, even in his moll domeftic 
retirements ; — that he, who, if confult- 
ing the di|;nity of Britifli Juftice, fliould 
have remained as ftaiionary as his couit 
in Calcutta that fuch a man fhould be 
-called to travel 500 miles for the tranf- 
yiflion of fuch a bufinefs, was a deviation 
^without a plea, and a degradation with- 
out example,— This, however, was in 
fome degree a queftion to be abftra£led 
for the confideration of thofe who adorned 
and iUuinined the feats of Juftice in 
Britain, and the purity of whofe cha- 
ra^er precluded the neceflii^ of any fur- 
ther obfervations on fo diflferent a con- 


With rcfpc6l to the ittanner in which 
Sir Elijah Impey had delivered his evi- 
dence, it required fome obfeiTation, tho* 
made without Imputing to that gentle- 
man the fmalleft culpability.— Sir 

Elijah had admitted, that in giving his 
evidence he had never an fwered without 
looking equally to tk^ probability and 
the confequences of the fa£l in queftion. 
Sometimes he had evert admitted circum- 
ftances of which he had no reculleflion 
beyond the mere probability that they had 
taken place. By confulting in this man- 
ner wliat was probable^ and the contrary, 
he might certainly have correfted his 
memory at times, and Mr, Sheridan faid 
hi- would accept that mode of giving his 
teftimoiiy, provided that the inverfe of 
the propolition might alfo have place, and 
that where a circum ftance was improbable^ 
a fimilar degree of credit might be fub- 
trafled from the teftimony of the wit- 
nefs. Fi*u€ times in the Houfe of Com- 
mons, and t’luke in that Court, for in- 
ftance, had Sir Elijah Impey boime teftU 
mony, that a rebellion was raging at Fy- 
zabad at the tims of his journey .to 
Lucknow. Yet on the eighth examina- 
tion, he had contradifled all the former, 
and declared, that what he meant was, 
that the rebellion had been raging, and 
the country was then in fome degree re- 
ftored to quiet.— The reafons afligned fof 
the former errors were, that he had for- 
gotten a letter received from Mr. Haftings, 
Informing him, that the rebellion was 
quelled, and that he had alfo forgotten 
his own propoiition of travelling through 
Fyzs^ad to Lucknow. With refpeft to 
the letter, nothing could be faid, as it 
was not in evidence 5 but the other ob- 
iervation would fcarcely be admitted, 
when it was recollefled that in the Houle 
of Commons, Sir Elijalf^Impev had de- 
clared that it was his propofat to travel 
through Fyzabad, which had originally 
brought forth the information, that the 
way was obftru6led by the rebclUon!— 
From this information Sir Elijah 
had gone by the way of lllyabad.f^Svc 
what was yet more Angular, was^^bhac 
on his return he would again have re- 
turned by the way of Fyzabad, if he had 
not been again irifoiTned of the dangeci 
fo that had it not been for thefe friendfy 
informations, the Chief Juftice wouili 
have run pl|^mp into the very of 
the rebellion I— There were two circutn- 
ftances, -^however, worthy of remark>^^ 
The was, that Sir Elqah Impe)f 
lhould,%when charged wi^ lb dangerous 
a commiflion as that of oractn-hte; evt* 
M ^ 
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to prove that the Begums had me- never read them at the time, ior the piir» 

^ the exPuirion«of tlieir fort from pofe of feeing whether they were lufli- 
throne^ and of the Engllfh from Ben- cient for the purpofe, or the contrary !— 

‘ jjpaj^ twice intend to pafs through the city After fo long a reierve, however, and af- 
their rtfidence. • ter declaring on oath that he thought it 

** This giM Chief Juftice, faid Mr. unneceflTary, the next ftep taken by Sir 
:Sheridan, difregards bulincfs : He Elijah Impey was to read the affidavits, 
r f*, wants to fee the country : Like feme as, however late, they might contribute 
\ ^ viHocfnt fchool-b^y, he takes the prim- fopiething to his information. He had 
rofe path, and amufes himfelf as he been led to this ftudy, by his own allega- 
goes; He thinks not that his eirand tion, from having been milled by Mr. 
/•♦.IS on danger aud death; and tha^ his Sheridan, one of- the Managers on the 
' ** plfctfure ends in loading others part of the Commons, who by looking at 

** with irons.” When at Lucknow, he ne- a book which he held in his^ hand, htid 
ver mentions the affidavits to the Nabob i perfuaded him to declare that' a fworn in- 
No, he is too polite : He never talks of terpreter was prefent on the receiving of 
th^ to Mr. Haltings— out of politenefs thofe affidavits- -that Major Davy was pre - 
too. A Mnfler of Ceremonies in Jufticci fent tor that purpofe— and that whoever it 
When examined at^ the bar, he faid, — he was, he wr.s peife£l]y fatlshed with his 
imagines there miift have been a^zt'^irv /;/- conduiS): on the occanon; when it was 
ferpreteri from the looks of the manager, aftually in evidence that no interpreter 
How I looked, Heaven knows, faid Mr. whatfoever was prefent. — Now, faid Mr. 
Sheridan, but fuch a phyfiognomift there Sheridan, how I, by merely looking 
isBoefcaping. — He fees a fworn interpreter into a book, could iniimnte the pre- 
in my looks ; He fees the manner of ta- fence of an inteipreter, could inculcate 
king an oath in my looks ! He fees the the affiftance of Major Davy, and could 
Saloii andpthe Ganges in my looks 1 As alJb look the fatisfa61ion conceived by 
for himfelf, he only looks at the tops and Sir Elijah Impey, are queftions which 
bottoms of affidavits I In feven years he I believe that Gentleman alone is able 
t^es care never to look at theie fwear- to determine I 
iiigsj and then goes home one night, and He fliould admit, hwi^'^S 
tmdoi^s the whole $ though when he has that Sir Elijah Impey had not ftri^ly .ntl* 
f«n them. Sir Elijah feems to know lefs tended to forms on the occafion of taking 
about them than when he has not. thole affidavits ; that he had mcrelv di- 

• The fecond circumftancc worthy of rafted the Bible to be given to the Whites, 

' obfervation, was, that if a conclufioii and the Koran to the Blacks, and had 
could be made from a cloud of c*Tcum- packed up in his wallet the returns of 
fiances, the inference on this occafion both witliout any further enquiry 5 or. 
would undoubtedly be, that Sir Elijah that he had glanced over them in India, 
Impey wasdi/Tuaded by Mr.Haftings and having previoufly cut off all cemmunica- 
Mr.^^dletonfrom palling by the way of tion between his eye and his mincit fo that 
Eyzabad, as wtll knowing, that if, as a no confcioiifnefs was transferred from the 
friend to Mr.Haftings, he were to approach former to the latter; and that he had 
theBegums,hcw 6 uTd be convinced, by his read them in England, if poffible, with 
reception, that nothing could be more fo- Icfs information however ftrange iliefc 
reign from the truth than the idea of their circumftances might be, he would admit- 
foppofed difaflfeftion— It was allb obferv- them all;— he would even admit, that 
Bble, that Sir Elijah Impey, at Lucknow, the affidavits were legally and properly 
taking evidence in the face of day in flip- taken, and yet would prove that thole 
portiof this charge of rebellion againft affidavits were not fufficient to fuftaiii 
the. Begums, when converfin^ with tlie anyone point of criminality againft thofe j 
Nabob and his minifter, heard not a who ^ were" the fubjefts of the prefent'^' 
finale word from either of a rebellion by charge. 

which, it was propofed to dethrone the After forae bi icf obfervations on fome 
Nabob, and to change the government of parts ol the affidavits, particularly oq thofe 
bis dominions !— And equally unaccount- of a native officer, who, as Mr. Sheridan 
-able.it appeared, that Sir ESjah Impey, obferved, gave a fpecimen of platoon 
^wi|(p;had advifed the taking of thofe afti- firing in his evidence, by giving three af- 
for the fafety of Mr, Haftings, had fidavits in one day * ; 1 m concluded with 

•iA “ fwom on« — th^ jigain— -and made nothing of it s then cotnes he, with 

^ anc^er, and fw^rs a third^ time— and in company doea better. Slngk^handed be can do 
fucceds by pCttoan fwearitig and volleys ^ oaths I** 
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•tifcrylng, tliat as it would tend very 
iliucK to abbreviate the difcuflion of the 
})rerent charge, to enter more largely into 
tlic tendency of thofe atiidavits, he moufd 
thei'efore make a paufe for the pre(ent> 
and take the liberty of calling the atten- 
tion of their Lordlhips more particularly 
to this point on an enfuing day^ 

At half paft four o’clock the Court ad« 
jounicd to Friday next. 


Thirty-Third Day, 
Friday, June 6« 

The Court being feated at half paft 
twelve, after a (hort paufe, Mr. Sheridan 
rL'fumed his fpeech, hy exprefling his fa- 
tisfa6lion, that in the interval of the ad- 
journment, the remaining part of the evi- 
dence, &c. had been printed and laid be* 
fore lUeir Lordfhips ; as it was the wi(h 
of the Managers that every document 
Ihould be before the Court at the time, for 
the purpofe of determining with more ac- 
curacy whether they had or had not borne 
out the charges which they prefented. 

’ Recurring then to the affidavits taken 
by Sir Elijah Impey at Lucknow, they 
formed, he obferved, a material article in 
the defence of Mr. Haffings ) and on the 
deci fiOn o f their Lgfdffiil s relpe£ling the 
Jpwiglll ol tiie^ aTlegations whicn they con* 
tained, a great part of this nuedion 
would finally depend. With refpeft to 
one part of the charge made on the Be- 
gums — their having Ihewn an uniform 
ipirit of hodiiity to the Britifh Govern* 
inent — it had not only failed, but was abib- 
lutcly abandoned by the Counfel for the 
pri loner, as not being fuppoitcd by a tictie 
of evidence. In deciding on the other 
parts of this charge— their having commit* 
ted an overt-aft of rebellion — their having 
inflamed the Jaghirdars, and excited the 
dilcontcnt.<iiin Oude— their Lordffiips were 
to confider the fituation in which Mr. Haf- 
tings flood at the time thefe charges were 
made. Having failed in his attempt at 
Benares, his mind was entirely direfted to 
the trealures of the Begums. He knew 
. that fuch was the iituation into which he 
'Vy*.d plunged the affairs of the Company, 
't^at he knew he could not addrels his 
•prtml mailers, unlefs fpme treafure wa^ 
' fo^ind. He had therefore flood forwaixis 
as an accufer, where he was alfg to prefide 
as a judges — and with much itautipn 
Ihould that judge be heard^ who has api* 
* patently a profit on the conviftlbn, and an 
(nterell in the condemnation of tlie party 
to be tried. He would not from this infer, 
however, that the charge was grouiidlefsi 
kyc woutdar^^ that wttU fully prov. 


ed, it (hould not meet wUh implicit credljN 
It was obvious alfb that the attempt faid 
to have been made by the Begums to de*' 
throne the Nabob aod extirpate the £n*' 
lifh, was in the highefi degree impio*' 
able ; but he would not infer nboOi 
thence, that it was impoffible. — There iii 
in human nature a perverfe propenfity to, 
evil, which had fomethnes caiifed the per* 
petration of bad afts without any obvious 
gratification refulting to the perpetrator. 
All he fhould claim, therefore, was, that 
the acciifations brought by Mr. Haftings 
againfl the Begums, mould undergo a can- 
did examination, and that probable evi- 
dence, at lead, ffiould be brought to the' 
fupport of charges in themfeives impri: * 
babie. 

Mr. Hidings in his defence had com^^ 
plained, that his profecutor had attempted 
to blacken thefe affidavits as rafh, irre- 
gular, and irrelevant j when they had 
been authenticated by the prefence of Sir 
Elijah Impey, and as he alfo obfervedj^ 
being taken in an enquiry, direfted fole^ 
ly to edablifh the guilt of Cheyt Sing, they 
were merely an accedary evidence in the 
prefent cafe, and were therefore lefs liable 
ti> fuipicion^ The reafoning in this lad 
iiidancc, Mr. Sheridan obferved, would 
undoubtedly be good { but that the aA 
fertion that the enquiries were exclulively 
direfted to the crimination of Cheyt Sing, 
had been proved an abfoJute falfehood,^ 
as they were really intended to jullify 
what was afterwards to be done. Witri 
refpeft to the epithets bellowed on thofe 
affidavits by his Honourable Friend, the 
truth would bell appear from a review of 
their esn tents. —rMr. Sheridan then prctj. 
ceeded to remark on the affidavits feve* 
rally, as far as they related to charges 
againft the Begums^ Thoie of the 
Jemmadars, or native fubaltern officers^, 
caiuained nothing, it appeared, but vague 
rumour and improbable furmife. 

One deponent, that was a black offi« 
cer in one of our rcgjment;^ of Sepoys,, 
flated, that having a confiderable number 
of people as hoftages, in a fort where he ' 
cdnimanded, and who had been fent thi« 
ther by Colonel Han nay » the country 
people got round tlie fort, aud demanded 
that they ffiould be delivered up 5 but in- 
Head of complying with their requcfl, he 
put almofi tvienty of them to death : lie 
afterwards threw down Tome of the 
tlements of the fort, and kjHed four more 
of the hoflages), and, on another dayn. 
the hcad% of 1% more were flruck off, and 
among them the head of a great Rajah of 
the country, by order of CoTonel Hannav. 
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, T|e people round about were enraged at 
, this executioHi and crowded about the 
. §stft t fome of them were heard to (ay 
^ the Begums ha<f offered a reward of 
JldpO rupees for the head of evciy Euro- 
too for the head of cvci^ Sepoy Of- 
r, and* lo for the head of a common 
Sepov.^But it appeared afterwards pret- 
ty clearly that no fuch rewards had in 
reality been offered j for when Capiain 
Gordon’s detachment took the field, the 
' jieople who furrounded him told him, that 
if he would deliver up his arms and his 
' baggage, they would let him and his men 
continue their route unmokfted : fo. little 
were they difpoLed to enrich themfelves 
by the flaughter of the Britifit forces, that 
when Captain Gordon's detachment was 
reduced by defertion to Un men, and 
when the (laughter or capture of them 
would have been of courfe a work of very 
little difHculty, the country people remain, 
cd fatished with the difpcrlion of the de- 
tachment, and then i-eturned to their 
bomes, without attempting to attack tiie 
jjoor remains of that detachment, the tat 
men who continued with Captain Gordon. 
That gentleman, in his afRdavit, 
the Begums to have encouraged the coun- 
try people to rile, becaule when he arrived 
atthe bank of the riycr Saune/a Nutta, on 
the oppofiie bi^nkof which Hands the town 
of Saunda, the Fowzdar, or Governor, 

, who commanded there for the Bow Be- 
^ump in whole jaghiie the town lay, did 
not inflantiy fend boats to carry him and 
his men over the river, and becaufe ;he 
Fowzdar pointed two or three guns acrois 
^e river. Now, admitting both thefe fafls 
to be true, they could not a(fe6l the Be. 
gums ; for it was the duty of the Fowzdar 
io be on his giiai'd, and not to let troops 
into his fort, until he knew for what piir<» 
pofe they appealed before it. In the next 
place, theie was nothing in the affidavit 
which indicated that the guns were point- 
ed again ft Captain Gordon and his men ; 
on the contrary, it was polTible that theie 
guns had made that gentleman’s purluers 
difperiej for it was rather remarkable, 
that they (hould purfue him whilft he was 
in forctp and (hould give over the purfuit, 
when, by the defertion of his foldiers, his 
detachment was reduced to un men. 
However, whatever might have been the 
aaufe of their difperfion, Ca|nain Gordon 
at len^ got acrofs the river, and found 
Jumfclf jn a place Q^/afityp foon as he 
got imp a town tliat was under the autho- 
rily c^lhe Begums, who caufed him to be 
under a protefting guard 
ninil Hannayt Tms grcumftance 


was fimprelTed in the affidavit made after- 
wards by Captain Gordon ; foi' what puiw 
pofe it was not for him to judge. 

Hyder Beg Cawn, the Mintftcr of the 
Nabob, though fwearir.g both to rumour 
and to tafil, could mention no particulars 
of an infui reilion which was to have de- 
throned his Sovereign. Nor was the evi- 
dence of Col. Hannay and the other En- 
glifli Officers more conclufivc s loud fiif- 
picions appeared to have been propagated 
at a time of general diftnrbance, and when 
the flames of war were raging, in the 
neighbouring province cf-Baiares. Mr. 
Middleton, though fwcarJtig after he had 
received his final orders from Mr. Hal- 
lings relpcfting the feizuie of rhe trea- 
lures, could only lay, that he believed the 
Begums hi d given countenance to the re- 
bels, and, he had heard, fome aid. The 
whole of the dcpoliiions, Mr. Sheridan 
obictved, were lb futile, that were they 
defended in an .inferior court of juftice, Ke 
was convinced lie Ihoiild be forbidden to 
reply, and told that he was combating with 
that which was nothing ! 

With rcfpeil to the firft part of the 
charge, the rebellion of the Begums, lie 
could find no trace of any fuch tranla^ioii, 
“ The belt antiquuiitftSHKH^'isSA^^^’’ 
faid Mr. Sheridan, “ would be, afterS^j^ 
** never tlie wiler ! — Let him look where 
he would, where can he find any vcf* 
“ tige of battle, or a finglc blow ? In 
** th s rebellion, there is no foldier, nei- 
ihcr horfe nor foot * not a man ia 
known fighting ; no office order hir- 
vives, not an exprefs is to be feen. 
This Great Rebellion, as notorious as 
‘‘ our Forty-Jivcp paflTed away — unriatu- 
raJ, but nut raging — beginning in wo- 
** thing — and ending, no doubt, juft as it 
** began ! 

“ Jf rebellion, my Lords, can thus form 
unfeen, it is time for us to look about 

us. What hitherto has been r/r£jwfl//c, 

may become hifiurkaU Knightf- 
bridge may at this moment be inveft- 
cd \ and all that is left vis, nothing but 
the forlorn hope— of being dealt with . 
according to the ftatutc-^by the Ibund^. 
of the Riot — and the fight, if u 

** can be, of anpi her Elijah !'• 

The Coiinfel had thpught proper to 
dwell for a time on the Nabob’s going to 
Fyzabad, on his return frpni Cliunar, at- 
tended by aguaixl of 'soap men. Mr. 
Middleton being alkcd, whSj^r thefe men 
were well-appointed, though on another 
(Kcafion he had declared ^imfelf no mi- 
litary man, caught in the inftant a gleam 
of martial' mentQrjip and anfwered in the 

aftir- 
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^{Brmatlve* The contrary, however, was This Mr. Haftings would have tx> he t 
proved by the evidence of Capt. Edwards, trifling miftake of one capital for aoo. 
who attended the Nabob as his Aid-de- ther !— The fame Officer, Wwever, had 
Camp, and alfu that .thofe troops wfre airodepored,ihat the^roopswereof a diffe«' 
a^ually mutinous for their pay, who were rent delcription} thofe ot the Begum being 
then taken to (lop the progreis of difaffec- fwordfmen, and thofb in the fervice of the 
tion ! Yet he wouhl agree to all that the Kajah, matchlock men. The infe- 
Counlel required ; — he would fufftr the rence to be made therefore undoubtedly 
wliole aoc>o men to enter full trot into the was, that the detachment did a6liiaily 
city of Fyzabad — “ while Middleton come from Lucknow j not fent perhaps 
flood by out of his wits, with a gleam by the Nabob, but by Ibme of the Jaghir- 
^ of martial memory, and while Sit* Eli- dars, his favourites, who had abundant 
** jah, like a man going to learn fafl^ions power for that purpofe, and whofe aver* 
** in France, or trcedoni in England, fion to the Englilh had always been avow* 
“ takes a fportive tour, as fmooth and ed. The name of Sadib Ally, his, half- 
•• well -beaten as O/^/ Eraitf^d for broilur, had been mentioned as being 
Captain Edwards had fully proved, that highly criminal in thefe tranr^6ltons 
it was merely the ufual ^uard of the Na- but to the qnellion, why he was uot pu* 
bob. — It would iherc-foie have been dif- niihed ? Sir Elijah Iropey had given the 
refpe6lful to have gone with lels attend- belt anfwer at that bar, by mforming 
ance ; he could have no motive for going their Lordfhips that Siulib Ally was 
incog* unlefs he might have intended ferably poor I He had therefore found pro** 
to make liimLdf a prTfeft match for the teftion in his ponjerty^ and fafety in his 
inlurre^lion, which was alfo incog* or infolvcncy* Every common maxim of 
thcught that a rebellion without TiWcirmyt juiAging on fneh occafions was certain to 
would be molt pioperly fubdued by a be overturned by Mr. Haftings.-— It witt 
Pfifice without a ^uard* generallj^ fuppofed that the needy wire the 

Another fuppoled proof of thedifaffec- molt daring, and that necefTity was the 
tion of the Begums was brought, by al- ftrongeft Jlimulus to innovation. But tlie 
IcdgjrjgjW^oc^^ had been raifed Governor-General in veiling this pro|>ori- 

ryzabad, and lent to the afTiltance of ti^n, had hid it down as an axiom — that 
Cheyt Sing, and this for no other reafon the actions of the poor were fuificiently 
than a detachment of the fame uumlier punilhed by contemjit — that iluj guilt of 
was in the lilt of the forces of that Rajah I an offender fhould mcrcalc in a precile 
This fmgle circumftancc was taken as with his weilth— and that, in fine^ 

full and complete evidence of the identity where there was no trcafurct there could 
of thole troopF. It was no matter that undoubtedly be no treafon ! 
tlie Officer fecond in command with Chc)t Mr. Sheridan next read the letter of the 
Sing had fworn that the detachment came Begum * to Mr. Haftings, complaining 
from Lucknow, and not from Fyzabad. of the fufpicions which had been fo un- 

* The letter was as follows The diftiirbanccs of Col, Kaim.iy and Mr, Gordon 
were made a pretence for feizing my jaghire. The date of the matter is this When 
Colonel H.annay was by Mr. Halltngs ordered to* march to Benares during the troubles of 

** Cheyt Sing, the Colonel, nubo had plundered the nuhole country ^ was incapable of proceeding^ 
from the union oj thoufands of Zemindars y who bad feixed this favourable opportunity 5 they har- 
raffed Mr. Giu’don near Jitnivard, and the Zemindars of that place and Acberpore Op- 
^Spofed his march from thence, till lie arrived nc.ar S.<uiida. As the Saunda Nutta, from 
us ovcifiowiugi was difficult to crofs without a boat, Mr. Gordon fent ro the Fowzdar to 
fupply him : he replied, the boats were all in the river ) but would allUt him, according 
8* to order's, as foon as polfible. Mr. Gordon’s fuuation would not admit of his waiting; 
f he forded the Nutta upon his elephant, and was hofpitably received and entenain^d by the 
8* Fowzdar for fix days. In the mean time, a letter was received by me from CoL Hannay, 
** dtfiring roe toefcort Mr. Gordon to Fyzabad. As my friendfhip for the Enghfh wasal* 
** ways fincere, 1 readily complied, and fent fome companies of Nejeebs todfcoit Mr. Gor* 
don and all his offers to Fyzabad ; where, having provided for his entertainment. 1 ef- 
fe6l^d his jun^ion with Colohel Hannay. The letters of thanks received from both thefe 
<< gentlemen^ upon this occafiou, are fidl in my poffiflTion, copies of which I gave in charge to 
« Major Gilpin, to be delivered to Mr. Middleton,' that he might forward them to the Go- 
vernor- General. To be brief, thofe wlro have loaded me with accufations, are n<w clearly 
tonvilfed of falfchood. But is it not extraordinary, that, notwithfiauding the juftnefs of my 
ff l^aufe, nob^y relieves my misfortunes I My prayers have been conllnnciy offered to Heaven 

<‘fdr 
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:5^y raifed cf her conduct 5 and refer- Iw her through Majj>r Gilp'n t> Mr,. 
Hug^ta Capt. Gordon, who could teltify Middletos*, for the purpofe of being fliewn. 
Her innocence* He alio read the letter of to Mr. Haftinp ; but liic leaves were torn 
Gordon to the J5egiitii *, thanking frdin Mr. Middleton's letter- book in tho 
I'ter for her interfercncerund acknowkJg. |»l 3 ce where they (hoatd have ajipcarcd, 
iM that he owed his life to her bounlv. When examined on this rubjc 6 t, he faid, 
had been alked, witli an air of foire that he had depofitod Perfian copies of 
iumph, why Cant. Gordon was rnit call- thoie letters in the office at Lucknow, 
«d to that bar ? He had anfwcred then as hm that he did not bring trunilmioris with 
now, that he would not call on a man him to Calcutta — becauie he left Lucknow 
who, in his affidavit, had I'upprcHcd all the veiy day after he h ’dieceivcd the origi- 
mention cf this impor:ant iraiiiailion. nals. This ixcnfe, Mr. Sheridan faid, he 
He tniftcd, that if ever he faw him at that Could bokliy aflciL,was a and dti ideil 
bar, he ffiou'id w'itnefs a contrite zeal to ptrjuiy\l luould be piioved, i)y coi re- 
do away the effefts of that iilence, and fpondmgdatcs^thatMiddletohhatl rece ived 
behold a penitential tear for the part he thofe letter^ lend u month befoi'c he left 
bad then taker. He hope<l, however, for Lucknow. IL departed from that city 
the honour of human niuun, that Capt. on ihci 7 lh ol DclobLr, biil mud havete- 
Gordon was then iindci a dtlufion — and ceived thole letuto btforc the zoih of die 
that he was ltd on by Mr. Mtddieion, preetding month. He vv.,s then fore well 
who was well informed of the bufir.efs, to aware c.f the puiiiy of thole in whole op- 
a£lapart of which he did not know the picffion he was engaged j he knew that 
confequenccs. Every feeling < f humanity i their ailaclimciu v\ as fully proved, at the 
l^coiied from the tranib^ioii taken in any I very time when they wiic cliaigLci with 
‘‘“kr point of vitw. It was ditlkitlt to ^ dilpffiflion j but as their priniliiiVicnt was 
iAginc that any man coiilu fay to a be- predclevinintd, he, in cor.cot with his 
nWa61or, •* The bicath that I now draw, piiiicipal, found it neceUary to fuppr Is 
to Heaven, I owe to you ; — my the icltlmonials of their innocence. — 
exigence is an emanation from your This mafs ol fi;u»d and cruelty, covcitd 
bounty— lam indebted to you be)ond as it bad been by evtry ai t winch tbc \iie 
all poffibility of return, ai d thcicfore, agents could dtviie, v'aa 
‘—my gratitude ffiall be your de- view, by die aid of that Power who caiv 
fir udion** given ^ionl*s net^ve cun to an injuut 

The original letters on this occafion >arm^ The ir.juied fulTcicis, with teats 
from Colonel Hannay and Captain Gor- mote poweiful than argument, and with 
don to the Begum, had been tranfmitted fighs more imprellivc than eloquence^ 

•* for your arrival ; report lias aiiiionnced it, for which reafon 1 have taken up the pen, and 
** requeft you will not place implicit confiJence m my accufers, hut weighing in ilie Icale of 
yniWoe their faifth'jodi and my 1 ep'-efinttitionsy you will exeit your intiueiice in puliinj; a 
period to the mbfortunes w»th which i am overwhelmed.”-— Here Mr. Sheriilan le- 
maiked, that the plain and fmiple langiMge of truth gave to the rcprefentatioiis of the Begum 
ui Herculean foicc; her comphiiiits were eloquence, her fuppheatiuns perl'uafiou, and her re*» 
mondrances con vision. 

* The Utter was as follows ;— <* Begum S.«b, of exalted dignity and generofity, &c. whom- 
God prefer ve. 

“ Aftei^preleiiting the ufual compliments of fervltude, fee* in the cqftomary manner, my 
addicls ispicfcnted. 

“ Your gracious Itiier. in anfwer to the petition of yonr fervani from Goont^ah, exalted 
“ me. From the con unts I became uni peakahly impreifed with .the honour it confinred, 

‘‘ May the Almighty protect ihaiioyal purity, and beltow happinefs, encrcafe of wealth and 
profjicricy. 

“ Tht*a)tijnyt oj yovr f\t vant 1 ; eaiirely cuing to your favour and 8;C. JcC.'* 

•f In this, evidence, Mr Sheridan faid in e.xprel9 terms, ** llicrc appearod fl.il peijory 1-^ 

“ enormity, if’* it was fo, beyond all expectation, made manifelt by that Power, 

“ to wliote nod all cre^itutcs p^ilt bend — to whom nothing, in the whole fyftem of 
tltought or action, is impoiTible — wlw c:.n iiuigorate the aini> of inf^incy with a giautV 
f* nerve— who can bring light ewt of d-’kral;-, and got mV out of evil— can live the con* 
fines of Jiiddcn’mifchiel, and dr?.g forth e.' ch mimttrr <'>f guilt from amjdft his deeds of 
U darknefsand diktfter— rdacl.int, alas ! and uuropenting — to exemplify at Icaft', if r.ol 
'* — and to qiwlify .nny c^foal futurings; of innocence hy ih»* fin;d diK in of its oppofite— 

^ 4b i?^>ve tljcrc $re Uic ftfcv«r^failiug conciUoni of God| to make the fihl.nftity of 

“•i** 



ftjppUcated theJr Lprdfliips jiiftice, and 
caWl tor that retilbution which lliould 
t 'ke place on ihe detefted but unrepenting 
aiulior of their wrongs ! • 

The benevolent interference of the Be- 
.gnm in favour of Capt. Gordon^ had 
been alTigned by Mr. Haiti ngs in his de- 
fence, to her intelligence of the luccefles of 
the Englilh at that period, — That this al- 
legation was founded in nvanifeft filf'e- 
hood, couhrvery cafily be proved. — The 
only fncccfs which the Brilifti forces at 
that time met with, was that of Colonel 
Blair on the jd of September, but where 
he himfelf acknowledged that another vic- 
tory gained at fnch a lofs, wo\ild be equal 
' to a defeat,— The reports i'prcad around 
the country at the time were of the moft 
unfavourable caft — that Mr. Hallings had 
been ilain at Benares, and that tlic Itn- 

I glilh weie every where routed,— Thefe 
reports, it was to be remarked, were of 
infinitely more conlequencc to the prefent 
argument, than the tafts which really oc- 
curred ; but if any doubt remained on the 
mind of any man, it was only neccllary 
to recur to a never-failing evidence, in 
that of Mr. Hallings againft himfUF. — 
In a letter to the Council, which was on 
record, Mr. Ilidlings acknowledged, that 
A«guft to the is<l of Sep- 
- teinber, which included of couj fc the time 
of Captain Gordon’s liberation, he had 
been confined in a filuation of the utmoft 
hazard j that his fafety during that time 
was extremely precarious j and that the 
affairs of the Engliih were generally 
thought to be untavouraUle in the ex 
treme I In his defence, however, theiead- 
niifilons were totally forgotten. There 
was alfo an obl'ervable inconfiftency in 
what was tiierc alledged — that Colonel 
Hannay had written ♦o the Begum in the 
Ityle of fupplication — becaul'e, in the def- 
peraie fituation of affairs, he knew of no^ 
other which he could adopt ; and yet, in 
the fame fentence it wgs avei rcd, that the 
Begum had proem ed the releafe of Capt. 
Gordon— from her knowledge of the 
profperous advances of our army!'--'It 
appeared, therefore, beyon'd the poflibility 
‘ of a doubt, that thofe Princelfes had dc- 
♦monftrated the firmnefs of their attach- 
ment to the Bnglifli, not in the moment 
of fuccefs— not from the impnlfe of fear, 
nor from the profpe£f of future protec- 
tion s-^but at a time when the hoard of 
\colleAed vengeance was about to bur if 
our heads ; when the meafure of 
European guilt in India appeared to be 
completely filled»by the oppreffipns which 
liad juft tnenbeen exercifed on the unior* 


nate Cheyt Sing i and when ofTcn 
Heaven feemed to interfere, to cha« 
the meek dii\)ofiiion of the natives, 
aw, ken their refentments, and to infp: 
their revenge ! * 

The ftreomi of the remaining parts w. 
the charge againlf the Begums, was thei 
having inflamed tlie Jqghirdars. It wau 
evident, however, even from the letters of 
Mr. Middleton himfelf, that no fuch aid 
was wanted lo awaken refentments, which 
mull unavoidably have arifen from the 
nature of the bn fiiiefs.— There were many 
powerful interefts concerned j — the Jag- 
hires which were depending were of a 
vaft amount, and as their owners by the 
refumption v.'ould be reduced at once tJ 
pcvcity and diitrefs, their own feelings 
were fu flic ient to produce every effcil which 
had been defer 1 bed. It was idle, there- 
fore, tOtiiciibc to the Begums, without a 
fimdow of pi cot, the infpiring of fenti- 
mems which mull have ejcilted without 
their interference. «* I ihall not wal* 

“ the lime of the Court,” faid Mr. SIi 
ridan, on fuch a lubjea, but appeal — 

‘‘ your Lord/hips individually to detel 
mine, wheliKr on a propofal bciii| 

“ made to conullate your iVveial eftat 
** — and the magnitude of the objefts arc 
not very unequal— the interference of 
** any tvvoLauies in this kingdom would 
be at all necefl'uy to awaken your r(? 
“ fenuuents, and to roulc you to oppoll- 
“ tion,” &c. 

Tho diltomenfs wliich prevailed in the? 
province of Oude had been alfo, and withr 
fimilarjuflicc, auributed loiliefe Princef-j 
fes, and formed the t/iirc/ and lall aiticl^ 
ofchargeagainft them. But the condu6lof 
iheofficLis rcfidiiip in that province, the 
repeated compl.iinis from the natives, and 
the acknowledged rapacity of Col. Har- 
na}*, left no difficulty in tracing thofe di.'- 
coiUents to the foiirce where they had 
originated. The Nabob himfelf was fo 
well convinced of the tyranny of Col- 
’Hannay, that on a propofition coming 
from Mr, Haftings to fend him back into 
the province, the Nabob fwore by Maho- 
met, *<That if the Colonel was fent back, 
“ he would quit the province, and come 
“ lo Velide with Mr. Haltings.'* The Go- 
vernor-General fome lime after fent an 
apology for the fuggeftion, but it was then 
too late — Cjgl. Hannay was dead— and 
the province was defolate l 

“ Should a ftranger furvey the land foi « 
** merly Sujah Dowlah*s,and feck the came 
of its calamity— fliould he afk, vvh:.t 
** monftrous inadneis had ravaged thus, 
** with widc^l'pread war— *what defolat- 
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-«j: foreign fbc— what difpiitcd fiic- 
p:cBioii— what religious zeal — what 
fabled monller has ftalked abroad, and 
witli malice and mortal enmity to man, 
has witheied with the gripe of death 
^ mrery gi^owth of nature and humanity 
^all the.meansof delight, and each ori- 
^ ginaljiunple, principle of bare cxiltcncc? 
the anixvcr will be, if any anfwcr 
be given, No, Hlas 1 not one of theJe 
' things ! no defolating foreign toe ! — 

‘ no difputed fucceflion ! no rtligious 
' liipcrfcrviceable zeal? This damp of 
‘ death is the nieie cffufion ot Britifh 
amity— we link urnltr the preflTure of 
their fupport— we wiiihe under the 
gripe of their pediferoiis alliance I 
** Thus they liifFtrcd— in barren an- 
giiiHi, and ineffectual bewailings. And, 
O audacious fallacy I— fays the de- 
fence of Mr. Hadings — What caufe 
was there fov any incidental ills, but 
their own icliftance ? 

The caufe was nature in the iirft- 
' born principles of man. It grew with 
'his growth)- it ^lengthened with his 

* ftrength 1 It taught him to undcriland ; 
‘ it enabled him to feel. For wheie 
' there is human fate, can theic be a pc- 
' riui 7 of human feeling ? — Where theie 
' is injury, will there not be refentment ? 
f —Is not del'pair to be followed by cou- 

* rage ? The God of Battles pervades 
’ and penetrates the iiinioll: fpiritof man, 
-and roufing him to fliakc off the but* 
then that is grievous, and the yoke that 

' is galling, wiJl reveal the law writieii 
in his heart, and the duties and pri* 
vileges of his nature— >the grand, uni- 
verial compaft of man with man'.— 
That power is delegated in iriiit, for 
the good of all who obey it— That the 
rights of men niuft arm a^ainft man's 
opprefTion— tor that indiftemnee weie 
treaJ'un to human ftate, and patience 
nothing lefs^ tlian blaJphemy — againit 
the laws which govern the world !'* 
That this reprelenlation was not ex- 
ggerated, would appear from thedeferip- 
on of Major Naylor, who had fucceeded 
lol. Hannay, and who had previoufly 
ived him from the vengeance which the 
[lembled H^o/s or hulbandmeii were about 
> take on their opprefl'or. The progrefs 
P extortion, it appeared, had not been 
nifonn in that province:— it hatLabfo- 
itely incicafed as its refbuttesfail^, and 
» the labour of exaCtion became moie 
Bicult, the />rM of that encreafed labour 
id been charged as an additional tax on 
't wretched inhabitants S At length, 


even in their meek hofoms, where Injury 
never before begot rejentment^ nor <jV- 
Sl>air aroufed to touragt^ tiicrcafed op- 
m'cllion had its dueeife^. They allcm- 
tned round their opprefTor, and had nearly 
made him their faci iBce. So deeply were 
they impreded with the lenfc of their 
wrongs, that they would not accept’ of 
even life from thofe who had refeued 
Col. Hannay ! They prefented tbemlelvcs 
to the fwords of the foldiery, and as they 
lay bleeding on the banks of their facred 
dieam, they comforted themfelves with 
the ghaftly hope, that their blood would 
not clefcend into the foil, but that it would 
afeend to the view of the Giid of Nature, 
and theie claim a retribution for their 
wrongs! — Of a people thus injured, and 
thus feeling, it was an audacious fallacy 
to attribute the conduCf to any external 
impulfe. — That Gcd, who gave them the 
form of many implanted alio the willi to 
vindicate the of man. Though 

fimple in their manners, they were not fc 
uninformed as not to know — that Powei h 
in every ftatc Alrnllrepokd for the genera 
good) andthatthe milt being once abufed. 
diould of coiirie be indantly relumed. 

Though the innocence of the Begums, 
Mr. Sheridan conilnued, was thuspnivcd 
beyond a polTibilicy of«dol^]j];,^.XOi^dnof 
but be allowed that he argued fjuly^ 
he did not immediately infer, from thai 
proof, the guilt of Mr. Hattings, H< 
would go fo far as to admit, that Mr, 
HaBings might have been deluded by his 
accomplices, and have been pcFluaded in- 
to a conviction of a criminality which did 
not exiit. If that were proved, he would 
readily agree to acquit the prilbner of the 
prel'ent charge. But if, on the contrary, 
there appeared, in his fublequent conduct, 
fuch a concealment as denoted the fiiUeil 
confeioufnefs of guilt; if all his nana- 
tions of the bufinefs were marked witp 
inconfiftency and contradiction, that mine 
mult be inaccefTible to conviction, which 
could entertain a doubt of his criminality 
. —From the month of September, in which 
the ieiziire of the treafures took place, un- 
til the January following, had Mr.* lis- 
tings wholly concealed the tranfaChioi] 
from the Council at Calcutta ! If an) 
thing could be more Hn^ular than this 
concealment, it was th^reaions by which i 
was afterwards attempted to be juftilied, 
Mr- Haftings firtt pleaded a of/^. 
Jure. He was writing to the Council ai 
a time when he complained of an abfoluti 
iiiaClion : — he found time to narrate fomt 
pretty Eaftein tales, refpcCliiig the at- 

tachnien 
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tachthent of the Sepoys to their can- 
MOftf and their drefling them with flowers 
on particular occaHons — but of a rebel- 
lion which convullcd an empire— of the 
feizure of the treafures to fuch an amount, 
he could not find leifure to fay one fyl* 
lable, until he had fectir^ an exciifc for 
his conduct in the pofTemoi^of the mo- 
ney.— The fecond excufe Wa^, » that all 
coinmunicaticn was cut off witlf Fyzabad \ 
and this was allcdged at the time when 
letters were pading daily between him and 
Mr. Middleton, and when Sir Elijah Im- 
pey had pronounced the road to be as free 
from interruption as that between Lon- 
don and Brentford.— The third excufe 
was, that Mi. Middleton had taken with 
him on his depuruire from Chunar all the 
original papers which it was ncceflary for 
Mr. Haftings to confult I— That the ori- 
ginal papers had not been removed was 
evident, however, from Mr- HaiVmgs 
fending a copy of the treaty of Chunar to 
Mr. Middleton, on the fourth day after 
the Refident'a departure; though it ap- 
peared that it was reinrloled at a proper 
time to Mr. Haftings, to be fhewn to the 
Council. A copy of the fame had been 
fhewn to, the Oriental Grotius, Sir Elijah 
Impe^j^'TihTch l?t confefled his having 
read at the time when he declared his ig- 
norance of the guarantee granted co the 
Princefles of Oude 1 Looking to the ab- 
furdi^ of reafons fuch as thefe aftigned 
in defence of a filence fo criminal ; Mr- 
Sheridan declared, that he would Iny 
afide every other aigumcnt — that he 
would not dwell on any other topic of 
guilt, if the Counfrl for Mr. Haftings 
would but join ifTue on this point, 
and provr, to the fatisfa£lion of the 
Court, that any of thefe excufes were in 
the fmalleft degree fufticient for the pur* 
pofe for which they were aftigned, 

Amidft the other artifices of conceal- 
ment, was a tetter from Col. Hannay, 
dated Offober 17, 1781, which Mr. She- 
ridan proved beyond difpute 'could not 
have been written at the time, but was 
fabricated at a fubfequent period, as it 
contained a mention of fa6ls, which could 
'by no poftibility have been known to 
Col. Hannay at the time when it was 
pretended to have been written. What- 
ever elfe could be done for the purpofe of 
concealment wasdone in that mixture of 
canting and myftery, of rhapfody and 
enigma—** Miv Hdftings* Narrative of his 
Jburney to Benares.**— He there fet out 
with a fblemn appeal to Heaven for the 
truth of his averments^ and a declaration 
of the fame purport to Mr. Wheeler : The 
i'iith,* however, thus pledged, was broken 


both to God and man, for it Was 
in evidence; that ncf Tingle 
had occuned as it was (here jffattd I 
The queftton wdbld undoubtedly 
cor to every perfon who had attended ‘I 
thele proceedings—** Why Mr. HaHtnf 
** had ufed all thefe efforts to v^Jl t , 

** whole of this bqfinefs in myffefyf" 
—It was not ftrl^lly incumbent ori him 
to anfwer the queftion, yet be would rev 
ply, that Mr. Haftings had obviouftV m 
klooeh reafon for the concealment.— Ho 
had looked to the natural effect of ftrong 
injuries on the human mind ; as in thel 
cafe of Cbeyt Sing, he thought that op4 
preftion mu ft beget refiftance i and tn$ 
efforts which might he made by ifie £e« 
gums in their own defence, though real]/ 
the eJfeSli he was determined ter repreient 
as the caufe of his proceedings.— Even 
when difappoiiUed in thofe aims by the 
natural mceknefs and fubmiflion of thofe 
with whom he was to a6l, he could tot 
abandon the idea,— and accordingly M . 
his letter to the Directors, of January V 
1782, had reprefented the fubfeqfu^ ' 
difttirbances in Oude, as the pofttii^e 
caufe of the violent meafures which he 
had adopted— /wo months before thofe 
difturbances had exiftence! —He there 
congratulates his mafters on the ferzure 
of thofe treafures which, by the law c 5 f 
Maltomer, he aftures fbem were the pro* . 
perty of Afopb ul Dowlah. Thus the per- 
turbed fpirie of the Mahometan law, ac- ' 
cording to Mr. Haftings' idea, (till ho- 
vered round thofe treafures^ and envied 
them to every ^fteffor, until it at length ' 
faw them fafely lodged within the Janc^ 
tuary of the Britifti Treafury 1— In the 
fame fpirit of piety, Mr. Haftings had af« 
Aired the Houle of Commons, that fhe 
inhabitants of AGa believed that fome 
unfeen power interfered, and condu£led 
all his piiiTuits to their deftined end..'— 
That Piovidencc, however, which ^ua 
condu£lcd the efforts of Mr. Haftings, 
was not the Providence to which others 
proftfs themfelves indebted; which in- 
terferes in the caufe of virtue, and in* 
fenlibly leads puilt towards its punifli- 
mciit; it was not, in Ane, that Fix>vi- 
deiice 

i** Vi^bofe vtorks art ^oedntfst awl whofe ways 
\ are mgbs.** 

The unfeen power which prote^lcd Mr« 
Haftings, ope|*ated by lading othei'S in- 
to criminsljtyi which, as it ,reipe6t- 
ed the QOVcmpr-Qfneral, utm lughiv , 
fortunate in its If the tlajah, 

Nunducomar brings a charge againft 
Haftings, Providence iu ordbrs it, that 
N die 
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committed a forgery fQvnt 
which^ with ibme friendly 
a fufficknt reafon to re- 
^ vvay io troubkfome an 

the Company's af- 
dmnged through the want of 
^ 1^ Pr9yidencc ordains it fo that the 

flu. though unconkiouflj^ fall into 
4 idl^ and givtf Mr. HalVmgs an 
of (cizing on their ireafures I 
&.the fuccefles of Mr. Haftlngs de- 
not on any pofitive merit in him- 
tfi Jt was to the infpired the 

i|^ven<<born erimrs% and the providential 
^ons of others that he was indebted 
^ach fii<cefs> and for the whole tenor 

Jft*mS'*aiSoUtcdly bear a ftran^ 
utearancCy that a muH of reputed abl- 
wihotild, even when aSing wrongly, 
ave bad leeourfe to fo many bungling 
rtifices, and fpread fo thin a veil over 
deceptions. But thoft who teltiBed 
(UK ftirprife at this circumftance, mnft 
^ attended but little to the demeanor 
[r. Hs^iugs. Through the whole 
his coiidufti he feemed to have 
one general rule — to keep as 
'gs poilible off the faft which he 
^ to relate !— Obferving this maxim, 
kh| puly Andy was to lay a foundation 
\iifaneiful and as ornamented as pof- 
^ j then by a fuparadded mafs of faU 
acics, ie fupcrftrufturc was foun com- 
pete, though by Ibme radical defca it 
lever failed to tumble on his own head ; 
Sfing from thofe ruins, howwer, be was 
(iwn found reaving a fimiiar edifice, 
l)pt with alike elIcft.—Pclighting in dif- 
ficulties, he difdained the j^ain and fe- 
foundation of truth; he loved, on 
the contrary, to 6 uiid on a pred/fice, ^nd 
in encamp on a Inured to falls, 

M felt not the danger, and, frequent dc 
ft;iWts had given him a hardiljood, witli- 
o^t impremng a fenfe of the dlfgrace. 

It had been a maxim^ once as much 
admitted in die prafVice of common life, 
aa in the fcbool of phiUfophv, that where 
heaven was inclined to dclfroy the vice, 
it hugan by debaling the intcllc6l. This 
idffl was carried Hill farther by the Right 
Hon. Grcnilcman, Mr. Burke, who open- 
ed the pi’olecution, who declared that 
bMenCe and ^nce were things abfolutely 
Compatible i — that the vinous man 
‘ deprived of his bdt energies, and 
■^uetilC in his proportion ofmnderftand- 
left witli fuch a fliort-fighted 
.p^etration, as could not come 
denomination of prudence-^ 
^didhononr to the name 


of his Right Hon. Friend, to whom,’*’ . 
faid Mr, Sheridan, “ I Iwk up with ho-^ 

M mage ! — whofe genius is comraenfurate'j 
« 10 philanthropy — whofe memory wiH\ 
<* ftretch itftlf beyond the fleeting ob- ^ 
«* je£l8 of any little paitial Ihuffling-^ v 
through the whole wide range of hu- \ 
« man knowledge, and honourable afpi- 
«< ration afipr hnman good — as large as ^ 
the fyftem which forms life — asi 
«« lading as thofe objeils that adorn it.**| 
But it was dill to be remembered, that! 
there were other charaflers befide a Cxfar; 
and a Cromwell, who, afting ^n deter- 
minations inimical to virtue, and hodile 
to the laws of focicly, had proceeded, if 
not with prudence^ yet with an all- com- 


mandingyb^m*!/^, that was productive of 
funilar effetls. Thofe, however, were 
ilblated chara 61 ers, which left the vice 
that dared to follow either in a date of 
clefpondent vaffalage, or involved it. in 
dedru£lion. Such was the prelent in- 
dunce cf failure, and fuch it was always 
to be traded would be that of every 
other who regarded fuch charafters with 
an eye of emulation. Such was the perpe- 
tiial law of Nature, that virtue, whether | 
placed in a circle more contrafted or cn - 1 
larged, moved with fvuect SPUfeHt j 
its allotted orbit }— there was no diflb- | 
nance to jar, no afperity to divide 5— and 
that harmony which made its felicity, at ^ 
the (hme time condituted its proteftion. 
•^Of vice, on the contrary, the parts', 
were difunited, and each in barbarous 
language clamoured for its pre-eminence, 
—It was a fccne where though one do- 
mineering paflion miglit have fway, the 
others dill preded forward with their dif- 
ibnant claims,, and in the moral worlds 
efFcfis dill awaiting on their caufis, the 
difeord of courfe eiifured the defeat. 

Mr. Sheridan revelled again to Uic 
fubjeft of the claims made on the Prin- 
ceflcs'of Oude — Whether thofe were lird , 
made by the Nabob, or fuggeded to him 
by his Sovereign, Mr. Haltmgs, though 
the Counfcl had laboured much ;o prove 
the former, appeared to him to carry very 
little difleirencc. If the feiture was made 
as a co»&cettion and punilhmimt for fup- « 
pofed ^i}t— then, if ever there was a 
crime which ought to pafs unwhipped 
of judice,” It was that where a.fon 
neceiTarily be made the indniment qf 
infli^ion, by whic|i he broke his covenipt 
of exidence, and violated the con4>d^ 
which hp held hi^rauk ift fodety. .If, jm 
the contraiy, it was meant as a 
tion^, in confequeace of a fuppoiecLr^,t - 
in the Nabob, liicn Mti HaffiugV. wquW^. 
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hwH retolle^led tTie guarantee of the 
Company granted to the Begums $ unlefs 
it was meant to fay, that Mr. HaQ|ings 
a£led in that as in other Inftances, and 
aflured them of his prote£lion»-^untll the 
veiy moment when it was wanted.— It 
^vas idle, however, to dwell on the con • 
daft Of free agency of a man who, it was 
notorious, had.no will of his own. What 
Mr* Middleton aflerted at that bar, would 
fcarcely be put in competition with a feries 
of eltabiiilied fafls ; by which it appear- 
ed, that the Nabob haa Aibmitted to every 
indignity,* and yielded to every alTump- 
tion,-*lt was an acknowledged fa6t, that 
he had even been brought to join in that 
puitry artifice which Imd been termed the 
i'ubornation of letters. This pi; ^tice was 
carried to fuch a length, that he in the 
end complained, in a manner rather ludi- 
crous, tliat he was really tired of fending 
different chat alters of Mr. Briftow, in 
purlnance of the diFe£tions fent to theKe- 
iident. — He had pronounced black white 
and white black ib often, that he really 
knew not what to fay ; and therefore beg- 
ged that, once for ail, the friends of Mr. 
Hadings might be confidered as his, and 
that their enemies might alfo be the fame. 
Aftev^ .this it was fuperfluous to argue 
that the Nabob could dire^l his views to 
fu important an obje£b as the feizing of 
the trealures, unlefs he had been impelled 
by Mr. Middleton, and authorized by 
Mr. Haftings ! 

At half pad four o’cbek, Mr. Sheri- 
dan being apparently exhaiided, by a 
ipeech of four hours continuance, the 
Court adjourned. 

Thirty-Fourth Day. 

Tuesday, June lo. 

The Lord Chancellor not having had it 
in his power to attend the Court this day, 
Karl Bathurd prefided in his room, and 
took his feat upon the woolfack. His 
Lordfhip having called upon the Commons 
to proceed, 

Mr. Sheridan rofe. He faid, that in- 
lying upon the attention . with which he 
was honoured the lad time he had the 
honour of addi^fling their Lordihipsi he 
would not recapitulate on this occadon 
what he had faid on F riday,to (hew that the 
Nabo^ of Oude had been reduced by Mr. 

to the degraded date of a de- 
pSKOdent Prince, who had no will of his 
own, but was obliged to purfue any mea- 
(ure which Mr. Hadings was pfeafed to 
dilate to hitn. The Cottnfel for the pri- 
foner had laboured to imprefs their Lord* 
ihips vtith an idea, chat the Nabob was a 


Prince fbverei^Iy ihdqiend^t, and ih dig 
degree fubje£l to the controul of Mr* HmM 
tings $ but after the numberlefs 
that had been givth of his being a TygfejiiM 

in the hands of the Governor* 

would be incumbent on the Cotmdd’iiM 
prove his independence hf vktfy^ dd|| 
evidence indeea ( and he bel^^, thali9 
the affair of the refumprion of the 
atif '■*■■■ "Isiaure of the treafures in pa^^ 
cuf i ^y would dnd it a very diiSEteidig 
in3t^>2 execute fuch a tadt. The 
Managers had aderted, that the ihealh^ 
of feizing the treafures had originasad^ 
with Mr. Hadings, and they had giv^l 
in evidence many (trmig proofs in 
port of the aflertion ; it would be 
bent theiefore on the Coaofei to piovh|| 
that the meafure had originated with 
Nabob $ and of that they coukl not giv^ 
a more fatisfaflory proof than the 
or indi ument, in which it was originftByg 
propofed by him to Mr. Hadinjgs r but^ 
as he believed no fuch propo(ittoh;evi|^ 
came from the Nabob, as an 
meafiire, fo he took it for grant^j^tpm 
Counfel couid never produce any IttWw 
paper from that Prince, containing 
fuch propofition, as coining immediatel|( 
from himfelf. 


The feizure of the treafures and the 
jaghires was the effeEi of a dark conjph 
racy% in which no more than fix perioha 
were concerned. Three of theconfpira- 
tors were of a higher order— theie were 
Mi\ Hafti/igSy who might be confident 
as the principal and leader in this black 
affair } Mr. Middleton, the En^ifh Rc^ 
iident at Lucknow ; and Sir Elijah Impey t 
—the three inferior or lubordinate conipi*. 
rators were, Hyder Beg Khan, the nomi- 
nal Minider of the Nabob, but m reality 
the creatuin of Mr. Hadings ^ Ct^del 
Hannay, and Alt Ibrahim Khan* 

Sir Elijah Impey was intiuded by Mr; 
Hadings to carry his orders to Mf. Mid* 
dleton, and to concert with hini the means 
of carrying them into execution.- As 
this gentleman was a principal a6tor in 
this iniquitous affair, Mr. Sheridan 
thought it would be nccelTary to take no* 
t!ce ot fome pafcts of the evidence- which 
he had delivered upon oath at their Lord* 
(liips bar. 

When Sir El^ah was aiked, what he* 
eame of tfle Peilian affidavits (fworn be* 
fore himj after he had delivered them fo 
Mr, Hadings ?-.-h€ replied, that he really 
did not know. He was aiked, if he had 
got them trandated, or knew of theh 
having been irandaied, or had any cOn« 
vei'lation with Mi** Hadings on (lie dib- 
N« je6 



l:of the^AdmU N^He»pUed» that be^ 
|w.Wtbtng,at aUjof their having been 
thtMihe bad no converfa- 
^wl^m wtth 'Mt. HafttAgson th« 

" tfao afiidavits after he hud deli- 
[them to him. .He was next ailced, 
^ Jter he did not think it a little fingu. 
^ .tbat he fliould not have held any con- 
‘^lon .with the Governor. General, on 
, bjeft of fo much moment as <v'3S that 
E/tbi affidavits he had taken ? His an- 
ndir was, that he did not think it fingn- 
1:1 and his realbn for thinking it was 
It,. «tas, that he left Ciumar the very 
^ ailLy. after he delivered the affidavi. s to Mr. 
^{laftiiigs. From this anfwer their Lord- 
||bip8 might infer, that Sir Elijah, on 
wtting Chunar, bad left the Governor- 
»|^eii«r^ behind him : but Mr. Sheridan 
4faid, he would prove that this was 
Fby no means the cafe $ for, from letters 
Written by Sir Elijah himfe f, and which 
ad been read in evidence, it appealed, 
^ lat he arrived at Chunar the ift of De- 
^centber 1 9S i s that he then began to take 
^affidavits; that having compleated that 
'^ndinefs, he and Mr. Haftings left Chu- 
together, and fet out on the road tu 
^4^enares ; and that, having been together 
/'irom the firll to the fixthof December, 

V |he former took leave of the latter, and 
^j^oceededon his way to Calcutta.-— 
^Wre Mr. Sheridan left their Lordlhtps to 
^judge, bow far Sir Elijah Iinpcy had or 
, had not attempted to impofe upon them, 
^.|vhen lie laid, that his realbn for npt 
^ jthinking it (ingular, that he (hould 
**^t have had any converfanon with Mr. 

on the fubjeft of the affiilavits, 

; sd'ter he had delivered them to that gen* 

' flenian, was — iefi Chunar the wry 
next day.'^T^^ inference was, that thfre- 
'Vf he toufd not have converfed witli 
lim; but now their Lord Aiips luuft fee 
that filch' an injference would be falfe, as 
‘sir Elijah left jChupar in company with 
the Governor- General, and continued 
with' him till the 6th pf December. If, 
jhcn« fhe mifwer made by Sir Elijah was 
lb worded, as to lead to a falfe infe- 
rence, it would be fpr their |.ordfhips to 
judge, vbftber thp whole of his evi- 
^dence, bn that poipf, was or was not 
, calculated to mtflead and (deceive them. 

There was ^notber pait pf the fame 
jgetMeTnan''s‘ evidence, whichche would 
^rbye was stpt eiiUlled to apy credit from 
Ibeii; liof d/hips.' Sir Elijah had /wuorrt, 
t knew nothing of thp Perfmn affi- 
ritii;iiayiiig h^ep tranAated. ' Now it ib 
that a letter from Major Wil- 
die confidend.'il Secretary of 


I 


Mr. Haftings, and Peifian tranllator,' 
had been read to their Lordffiips in evi* 
dence, from which it appeared, that he 
had made an affidavit before Sir Elijah 
Impey himlelf, at Buxar, on the zith of 
December, juft fix days after that gen- 
tleman and Mr. Haftings parted, the pur- 
port of which was, that the papers an- 
nexed to the affidavit were faithful tran- 
nations of the Perfian affidavits (alfo an- 
nexed) taken by Sir Elijah ; the date (the 
I sth of Decembei ) appeared no fewer 
than fx times in Major Davy's depoii- 
. tioris, ib that there could not*l|!e any niif. 
take in it ; it was fwom before Sir Elijah, 
and ivas fitted by -him ; and yet, that 
gentleman fi id /hoor«, before thtir Lord- 
Ihips, that he had never heard of any 
Iranilation of thofe Perfian affidavits. 
Upon thefe two circumftances, Mr. She- 
ridan faid, he would make only one remark, 
which had been ufed by a very great man, 
** That no one could tell •where to look 
for truths if it could not be found on the 
Judgment Seat^ or kno^ •zvbat to credit^ 
if the affirmation of a Judge luas not to 
he trufted-^ 

Sir Elijah Impcv, as he had oblerved 
before, was irttrufted by Mr, Haftings to 
concert with Mr. Middleton the ig^ans of 
carrying into execution the orders of 
which Sir Elijah wat the bearer from the 
Governor- General to thcKvfident. T hefe 
oiders did not appear any where in co/ /- 
ting ; but their Lordfhips had been made 
acquainted with the puiport of them by 
the hioft faiisfadlory evidence ; they 
therefore knew, that Mr. Middleton was, 
ip obedience to tbtni, to perfuade the 
Nabob to propofe, as fiom himrelf, tu 
Mr. Haftings, the feizure of tho Begums 
ti’cafures. — That this was the real fac>, 
would appear unqueftionable, from the 
general tenor of Mr. Middleton’s letters 
pn rhe fubjc 61 , and from Mr, Haftings’s 
own account of the buiincl’s in his de- 
fence,— The latter api>eared to be ex- 
ti-cmcly at a lofs how to a6l about the 
trcafurcs.— The (fuppofed) rebellion of 
the Begums made it extraordinaiy, that, 
at the moment when he was conm'cating 
their eftates, he (hould ftipulate, that an 
annual allowance, eoual to the produce 
of thofe eftates, ihouLd be fecured tp tliem t 
he found himielf embartalTed how to 
proceed alib refpe^ing the treafures; for| 
pn Uie one hand, he did npt wi(h to ap- 
pear the principal mover in feizing them, 
anil ye't he did not hefftate to charge them 
with treafon and rebellion, for which he 
might have feiz«d them as forfeited to the 
Oatc. In tbp cai'e^ >t looked as if 
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fiikt feared to do what the treafon of the , 
. J^egLims would have juftified him in do- . 
itig. His embari'aflTinents on this occa- 
lion proved » that he was confcious of tlte 
injuitice of his pf^edings a^nft thofe 
C ladies,— If they were notorioufly m re- 
bellion, there could not be an^ ground 
for his being alhamed of appearing in the 
meafure of feizing their prop^ty : it was 
only the confcioufnefs or their innocence 
that could make him afraid of undertak- 
ing what would bring upon him the exe- 
cration of all ranks of people. ^.In this 
perplexity, he dcfircd Sir Elijah Iinpey 
would inftru£\: Mr. Middletoi^ to urge 
the Nabob to propofe, as from himfelf, 
the fcizurc of the trcafures. The un- 
happy Prince, without a will of his own, 

. confented to make the proiiofal, as an al- 
ternative for the refumptlon of the jaghires, 
a meafure to which he had the mod un- 
conquerable reluctance. Mr. Haftings, 
as it were to indulge the Nabob, agreed 
to the pronofal, rejoicing at the fame time 
that his Icheme had proved fo far fuc- 
cefsful, as that this propofal, coming 
fiom the Nabob, woiila, us he thought, 
free him (Mr. Hadings) from the odium 
of plundering the Piincedcs. But the 
artifice was too Hi^llow, and their Lord- 
fliips were now able to trace the meafure 
to its fource. They were now apprized, 
from the evidence, that Mr. Hattings 
fu^frefted it to Sir Elijah Impey, that 
he mignt fuggeH it to Mr, Middleton, 
that he might Jug^efi it to the Nabob, 
that his Highnefs might fuggffl it to Mr. 
Haftings; and fuggeJUon returned to 
the place from which it originally fet out. 
One fingle pafllige from a letter, wrote 
by Mr. Middleton to Mr. Haftings, on 
tche zd of December 1781, would make this 
point appear as clear as day. In this pal- 
iage Mr. Middleton informed the Gover- 
nor-Genera', •* That the Nabob, wifhing 
to evade the meafure of refuming the 
jaghires, had fent him a incfl:ige to the 
following punjort — That if the 
meafure propoled was intended topix>- 
fc cure the payment of the balance due 
y*' to the Company, he could better and 
** more expeditiouily that obje£i, 

by taking fiom his mother the trea- 
ff fures of bis father, which lie averted 
to be in her hands, and to which he 
<< claimed a right, founded in the laws 
f ^ of the Koran ; and that it would be 
* Efficient that he (Mr. Haftings) 
** would hint hh opinion upon itr without 
f‘ giving a formal JdnSipn to the ntca* 
ft fu*'e propqffd* Mr. Middleton added, 
7be r^miption of the jaghtrfs it is 


necfffary to fufpeitd^ till I bOite jfPht 
** anfwer to this Utter*'* / 

Upon this letter, Mr. Sheridan ftird, 
he had fotne obfta^tions to make, jfii 
the ftrft place, it was clear, that thbugli ' 
the Nabob had confented to make the ^ ' 
fired propofal for ieizing the trcafures, it ' 
was only an alterhatipse\ for it entered 
into the Nabob's head both to feize the 
tieafures, and refume the jaghires the 
former meafure he wifhed to fubftitute'In 
the room of the latter, and by no meant 
to couple them together ; but Mr. Haftin^ 
was too nice a reafoner for the Prince-r-^ 
for he iniifted that one mCafure thoiild be 
carried into execution, becaufe the Nabob 
had propofed it; and the oilier, becaale 
he himfelf determined upon it ; and thus 
each party found his alternative adopted. 

Another remark u^xin ^ihis letter was, 
that here the Nabob was ftill to 

plead his right to the trcafures, as'fotlnded ^ 
upon the laws of the Koran ; but pot a 
word was faid about the guarantee and* 
treaty that had baned or extinguiftied 
that right, whatever it might have been. 
But if all that Mi\ Haftings would have 
the world believe was true, he had .1 
much better claim, ngainft which the 
treaty and guaraniee could not be pleaded; 
and that was the treofon of the Begums, 
by which they had torfeired all their pro- 
perty to the date, and every claim upon 
the Englifti for proteflion. But upon 
this right by forfeiture, the Nabob was 
filent ; he was a ftranger to rebellion, and 
to the treafon of hit. parents; and there-. ^ 
fore was reduced to the neceftity of re- 
viving u claim under the laws of the 
Koran, which the treaty and guarantee 
had for ever b irred. 

The laft obfervation with which he 
.would trouble their Lordftiips, was upon 
the very remarkible expreftion contained in 
this iettei'— That it would be fuflicient 

to hwt hh CMr. Haftings) opinion upon 
“ iV, without giving a formal fanciion 

to the meafure propf.'fedy~~^S^hy this 
caution } If the Begums had been guilty 
of treafon, why Ihould he be f:^arfol of 
declaring to the world, that it was not 
the pradicc of the Englifti to prcie6l re- 
bellious fubje6fs, and prevent their in- 
jured Ibvereigns from proceeding againft 
them according to law ? That therefore 
he coniideied the treaty and guarantee, by 
' which the Begums held their property, as 
no longer binding upon the Engldli gu- 
vernment, who confequently could have no 
furtlier right to interfere between the Na- 
bjpb and ms reb^ellious parents, but ought 

to 
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tB Imvc him at liberty to' ptmifli or for- 
filve them as he Hiouid ibink At. But, in- 
-Itead of bolding this language, which 
JKianlinels and coisfcious integrity would 
have diflated, had he been convinced of 
the guilt of the Begums, Mr. Halhngs 
vrilhed to derive all poflible advantage 
’ from aSli*ve meafures again ft the Begums, 

. and, at the fameft me, fo far (o fave ap< 
pearances, as that he might be thought 
to be paffive in the affair. 

Mr. Sheridan remaikcd, that in ano- 
ther pafTageof the fame letter upon which 
he bad jult made thefe obfervations, Mr. 
Middleton informed the Governor-Ge- 
neral, that he lent him at thi^ fame time a 
letter from the Nabob on the fnhje6l of 
leizing the treafurcs ; but this letter had 
been fupprelfed. Mr. Sheridan called 
upon the Ccunfel for the piifoner to pio- 
duce it, and then it would fptak for it- 
lelf j or to account fatisfa^ioi ily to their 
Lordfhips for its not having been enteied 
upon the Company’s records. But tins, 
he faid, was not the only ruppieftion of 
which he had rcafon to complain j tl*c 
affidavit of Goulals Roy, who Jived at 
Fyzahad, the relidence of the Begums, 
and who was known to be their enemy, 
was lupprefted. No perfon could be lo 
well informid of their guilt, if they ha«l 
been guilty, as Goidafs Roy, who Jived 
upon the fpot wheie levies were faid to 
have been made for Cheyt Sing, by 
order of tJie Begums. Therefore, if his 
teftimony had not deftroyed tlie idea of a 
rebellion on the pan of the Begums, there 
- was no doubt but it would have been 
carefully pre/ei ved. The infonnatioii of 
Mr. Scoit had ailb bcenfuppielled. That 
gentleman had lived unmoklleci at Saun- 
da, where Sumpfliire Khan coinmaiidcd 
for the Begums, and where he had car- 
rujl on an extenfivc manufacture, with- 
out the leaft hindrance from this (fup- 
^fed) difaffccled Governer Sumyiliiie 
Khan. — Mi. Scott was at Saunda when 
Captain Gordon arri\ed there, and when 
it was faiil that the Governor pointed the 
guns of the fort upon Captain Gordoifs 

f ariy. If this circumftance had leally 
appened, Mr. Scott muft have heard of 
4 t, as lie was himfelf at the time under 
the prote6lion of thofe very guns. Why 
then was not the examinaiion of this 
gentleman produced? Hd%elicved their 
Lordlhips were fatisfi.d, that it it had 
f|]ppoi*ted the allegations againil Suinp- 
ibij-e Khanr,;^t.woujd not have been fup- 
preifed, 

Mr. Sbi^idan faid, it was not dear to 
him that fcrvi:c a tool at Mr. Middl»« 


ion was, Mr. Haftings had thought pro- 
per to entruft him with every pari of hi» 
^intentions throughout the biiiinefs ofnhc 
*Begums } he certainly miftnifted, or pre- 
tended to miftruft him in his procecdingsj 
relative to the refumption of the 
hires. When it began to be rumuurcd 
abroad, that terms lb favourable to the 
Nabob, as he obt lined in the treaty of 
Chunar, by which Mr. Haftings conlent- 
cd to withdraw the temporary brigade, 
and to ifinovc the Englilh gentlemen 
from Oiide, would never have been grant- 
ed, if the Nabob had not T^^ibed the par- 
ties concerneil in the negociation, to be- 
tray the int. reft of the Company. Soon 
as ihde run.ours reached the curs of Mr. 
Haftings, he rxciiled Mr. Middleton and 
his nflift.mt Rciidenr, Mr. Johnl'on, with 
having accepted bribes from the Nabob. 
They both joined in the moft folcinn af- 
fui'ances of their innocence, and called 
God to witneis the truth of their deda- 
miions. Mr. Haftings, after this, ap- 
peared fatisfitd : poftibly the confeiouf- 
nefs that he had in his own pocket the 
only bribe which had been given on the 
otcafion (the ico,ooo I.) might have made 
him the iefs earneft in profecuting any 
further enquiry into Ute bulineijs. 

From a pauage in a letter from Mr., 
Haftings, it was clear he did not think 
proper to commit to all the or- 

ders that he wiftied Mi. Middleton to 
execute i for tlieieMr. Halimgs exprefted 
his doubts oF that perlbu’s “ firmnefs 
“ and activity, and, above aiU uf his 
RECOLLECTION of his INSTRUC- 
TiONS, and thtir importance; and 
faid, that if he (Mr. Middleton) 
could not rely on his own power, and 
•• the means he poflcfl’cd for performing 
“ thole fcrviccs, he would free him fro?): . 
** the ckur^sy and would proceed himfelf 
** to Lucknow, and would himfelf un- 
ilcrtakc them.” 

Their Lordfliips muft prefume that the 
injlrudions alluded to muft have been 
Verbal ‘y for had they been itr/z/rw, there 
was no danger of their having been Foi*-^ 
got. Hire Mr. Sheridan called upon the^ 
Counfel to ftaie what ibofc inftru6lions 
were, which wcie of lb mMQ\\i7J7poriancc% 
which the Governor was greatly afraid 
Mr. Middleton would rot rccolleff, and 
which, nevcnhelcfs, he did not dare to 
commit to willing, which would havfc , 
been the moft cfteffual way to prevent 
him from forgetting them. 

To make their Lordfhips underftand 
fbme other expreffions dn the above j^af- 
iH^e, Mr. Sheridan recalled to their me- 

moryis 
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nory, thit it had appeared in the cvi- 
{f^nce^^iat Mr. Middleton bad a drong 
to the reriiniption of the jag- 
£eS|' which he thought a fervice of fo 
Mch daiigert that he removed Mra. 
Kddletotfand her family when he was 
ibout to enter upon it j for he exjieftcd 
refilbnce not only from the Begums, 
but from the Nabob's own Aunicels, who 
knowing iliat the Nabob was a relu£lant 
mdi uincnt in the hands of the Englilh, 
t^haught they would pleafe him by refid- 
a ineaiure to which they knew he 
had given his authority a^ahijl hh •mill : 
in a word, Mr. Middleton ex)xr£teil that 
the whole country, as one man, would rife 
againft him ; and therefore it was that he 
fufpended the execution of the order of 
refumption, until he fliould dnd whether 
the ferzing of the ireafures, propofed as 
an would be accepted as 

fuc'/i. Mr. Haliings prefled him to exe- 
cute the order for refuming the jaghires, 
and offered to go hinifelf upon that fer- 
. vice, if the other fliould decline it. Mr. 
Middleton, at lafl, having received a 
thundering letter fiom Mr. Haflings, by 
which he left him to a6f under ** a dread- 
ful refpoiilibility,” let out for Fyzabad. 
For all the cruelties and barbarities that 
were executed there, *tlie Governor-Ge- 
in his narraiive laid, he did not hold 
Jiimfelf refponlible, becaiile he had com- 
manded Mr. Middleton to be perfmally 
prefent during the whole of the traiii'ac- 
tion, until he fliould have completed the 
bufinefs of feizing the treai'ures, and 
refuming the jagliiics. — But for what pur- 
pofe had he ordered Mr. Middleton to be 
prelent? He would aiifwer, by quoting 
the orders verbatim. — “ You you rf elf 
“ mult be perf anally prrfcnt’^yoM mult 
not allow any negociatioii or forbear- 
** ance ; but mull profecute both fervices 
** until the Begums are at the entire 
** mercy of the Nabob.*’— Thefe peremp- 
tory orders, given under a dreadful re* 
fponflbility,*' were not iflued for purpol'cs 
oi' humanity j that the preience of the Kefi- 
- dent might reftrain tlie violence of the 
f l^diers, but that Mr. Middleton fliould 
be a watch upon the Nabob, to fteel his 
heart againfl the feelings of returning na- 
ture in his bieafl, and prevent thepofll* 
bility of his relenting, or granting any 
terms to his mother and grandmother. 
This was the abominable purpufc for 
which Mr. Haflings had commanded him 
to be pi-efent in perfon ; and, on account 
of his preience tor fuch an eud, Mr Haf- 
tings pleaded that he was not rdpuiilible 


for what was done o i that occafloa at • 
Fyzabad. 

Here Mr. Sheridan was taken ilU and 
reared for a while, to try if in the frelh air 
he could recover, fo as that he might con* 
elude all he had to fay upon the evidence 
on the lecond chaige. — Mi'S Adam, in 
the mean time, read fomc letters of Mr. 
Middleton.— Some time afftcr, Mr. Fox 
informed their Lordihips, that Mr. She- 
ridan was much better, but that he felt 
he was not fufticiently fo, to be able to do 
juflice to the fubjefl he had in hand. The 
Managers therefore hoped their Lord- 
ihips would be pleafed to appoint a future' 
day, on which Mr. Sheridan would finiih 
his obfervaiions on the evidence. 

Upon this their Lordihips returned to 
tlicir own Houfe, and adjourned the Court 
to Friday. 


Thirty-Fifth Day. 

Friday, June 13. 

At twelve o’ Clock, the Lord Chan- 
cellor and the mover of the prefent 
Charge appeared in their refpe£live places^ 
and both in a ftate of recovered health. 

Mr. Sheridan began, by apologizing 
for the interruption which his indifpofi- 
tion had caufed on the former day. He 
aflured their Lordfliips, in tlie ftrongefl 
terms, that nothing but the im)iortanceof 
thecauiti, to which he felt himA’lf totally 
unable to do julltce, could have made 
him trefpafs on tlut indiiigetice which 
on other occafions he had fo amply ex- 
perienced. 

He had then concluded, with fubmit- 
tiiig CO their Lordfliips the whole of the 
correrpondeiice, as far as it could be ob- 
tained, between the principals andagents^ 
in the nefarious plot carried on againft 
the Nabob Vizier, and the Begums of 
Glide. Thefe letters were worthy the 
moll abftrafted attention of their Lord- 
fliips, as containing not only a narrative 
ot that foul and unmanly confpiracy, bui 
alio a detail of the motives and ends foi 
which it was formed, and an expofitiot 
of the trick, the quibble, the prevarica- 
tion, and the untiuth with which it wai 
then acled, and now attempted to be dc 
tended !— The queflion would undoubt 
cdly luggefl itieif, why the correrpon 
dcnce ever was produced by tlie partie 
againfl whom*lc was now adduced i 
evidence, and who had fo much reafo 
to difliufl the propriety of their own coii 
duft?— Tothis the anfvver was, that 
was-owing to a mutual and provideniii 
^refcntmenc wiucli h,;d btokcii out b< 
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tween the parties, which was generally 
the cafe betwten peribns conctrned in 
ftfch transitions. Mr. Mnliilcton was 
ihccnfed, and f'ch as a gatiing triumph 
the coiifi/.t'nce repoletl hy the Governor- 
.Qenerjl in oth^;r Agents. — Mi. Baitings 
was offended by the tardy wannefs 
which marked the condufl of Middle- 
ton ; by the vffi-i ms ieincir.ftrance« by 
the A>;ent — ihou^jh as knovving the man 
to whom rlify wer., addrelTed, they w<,ie 
all grounded on mi Tivcs of policy, not 
of humanity ; and vi expediency, which 
left juftice entirely out of the quelfion ; 
but the great olfenllbi " ground of qu.ii - 
rel vva.s, that Middleton had dared to 
fpend izi'o days in neguciation — though 
that delay had prevented the -general 
mairacre of upwards of t'zvo ikmtjand 

pnpy^s ! '}'here.il caufe, however, of 

this difFiiencc was a fiim belief on the 
part of hL*. Haitiiigs, that Mr. Middle- 
ton had inverted their ilifferentfituations, 
and kept the llon'i Jfzars of plunder to 
himfelf. There were undoubtedly foine 
circumftances to juilify this fiilpicion. 
At the time when Mr. Bailings had liiil 
complained, the Nabob’s Tieafury was 
empty, and his troops fo mutinous for 
tlwir pay, as even to threaten his life ; 
yet in this moment of gratitude and 
epulence^ Middleton intimated the Na- 
bob’s defire to make Mr. Bailings a pte- 
icRC of ioo»oool. That raciiflce, how- 
ever, not being deemed fuflicieir, Mr, 
Middleton was recalled, and Major Pal- 
mer was feiu in his room, with inftruc- 
fions to tell the Nabob that fuch a dona- 
tion was noi^^ be attempted : thePiince, 
however, with an unfortunate want of 
recolieciion, faid that <‘no fuch offer had 
ever been in his mind,”— Thus, it had 
always been coniideied as the heighten- 
ing of a favor bellowed, that the receiver 
Ihould not know from what quarter it 
came ; but it was reierved for Mr, Mid- 
dletop to improve on this by fuch a 
licati refinement, that the perlbn giving 
fliould be totally ignorant of ti e favor 
he conferred I 

But tiotwithftanding thefe little dif- 
ferences and fufptcioiis, Mr. Hadings 
and Mr. Middleton, on the return of the 
latter to Calcutta in Otlobcr 1782, con- 
tinued to live in the fame iWje xii friendly 
collufion^ and fraudulent*^]l‘amiliarity as 
ever. But when Mr. Briltow, not^ an- 
iwering the purpofes of Mr. Haflings, 
was accufed on the fuhorned letters pro- 
cuied from the Nabob, one of which pro- 
nounced him the blacked character in 
exideflee« while another, of the fame,datc% 


fpoke of him as a very honed fallow f 
Mr. Hadings thought it might atipi'2|, 
particular; and therefore, nfttr their in?^ 
timary of fix montli^, hccuIcs Mi. Midi ^ 
dleton alJb befoie the Boaid at Calcutta ^ 
Itwris tlicn tint in the rnfli eagerntfir 
whii.h didir.guiflied bis purluit of every ^ 
ohjt’B, Mr. Halbngs had incautiouHy,^ 
bur happily for rlic prefc-nt purpofes of 
jullice, brough* foiih thefe feertt letters. 
It matteied i.ot what were the vie 
wliich induce J Mr. Hadings to bri ^ 
that whether he had drawn up 

the dcn-tatiop, or bblfgad Middleton 
with iuG aid in framing a ^.e/enre i the 
v/holti c.nJed in a repanee, and a poeti- 
cal qiior-xiion from the Governor-Gene- 
raf. The only ciiciimftance material to 
the puipofes of hnnianiiy, was the pro- 
duflion of indruments, by which thtife 
who had violated every piinciple of jiil- 
ifcc and benevolence, were to fee their 
guilt explained, and, it was to be hoped, 
to experience that punifiiuienl which they 
deferved. 

To thofe private letters it was tl* it 
their Lordfhips were to fir what- 
ever elucidation of the fubie6l could 
drawn fiom the panics conteined: wiit- 
ten in the niOincnts*of confulcnc * , they 
deciaied the real motive and olqefl of 
each ineafuie; the public letters v/ere 
only to be regarded as picefs of guilt, 
wlunever they elLiblilhed a contiddic- 
tion. The Counfd for the Priloner had 
chofen, as the lafcit ground, to rely on 
the public letters, wiitten lor the con- 
cealment of fraud and purpofe of decep- 
tion. 'I'hcy hail, for inllance, parti- 
cularly dwelt on a public letter Irom 
Mr. Middletc'u, dated in December 
1781, which intimated Ibme particulars 
of fuppoled contumacy in the Begums, 
with a view to countenance the tranfac- 
tions which Ihortly after took place, and 
particularly the- lefunipti m ol the Jag- 
hires. But this letter both Sir Eiijtii 
Impey and Mr. Middleton had admit- 
ted, in their examination at that bar, to 
be totally falle ; though if it were in 
every point true, the ap'prehenfion of ic- 
fiifance to a meafure could not by any 
means be made a ground for the enforce- 
ment of that mealiire in the firll inflance. 
The Counfcl feenied difpleafed with Mr. 
Middleton for the anfwer, and therefore 
repeated the quellion. The witnefs, 
however, did not readily fall into iheii 
humour; for he declared, that he did 
not recoLie^f a particle of the letter ; and 
though memory was undoubtedly not tht 
ybr/cof Mr. Middleton, he was not, per- 
haps , 
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tiaj/, entirely faulty on this occafion, as 
was ceriainly uf a later Ffibri- 
cMon^ and perhaps not from Ins hand. 
This letter, however, was alfo in dire6^ 
contradi6Uon lo every one ofr the 'De* 
fences fet up l)y Mr. Railings. — Ano- 
ther public letter, which had been 
equally dwelt on, ipoke of the deter- 
mination of the Nabob" to icfunne the 
Jaghires. It had appealed in evidence, 
that the Nabob could by no means be 
compel le’J-^o yield to their mearuies— 
that it was n'Jt until Mr. MidtlJeton 
had adually ifl'iied his own 
for the Collt'6lioii of the Rents, that ihe 
Nihob, i-ithcr than be brought to the 
ut nod Hate of degradation, agreed to let 
the incMfiiie he brongiiC iui'.i^ard on his 
own ad I The reliltance of the Be- 
gums to that mcal'iire was noticed ir< the 
fame leit-T, as an inltanc*^ of female 
levity — IS if their defence of the pro. 
)>es ty alligncd tor their fiihriilence was to 
be made a repiotch j — or that they 
tlellrvcfl a reproof for //(;///;/ r/}, 

by tusi.i twining a feminine ohjcdiun — to 


when SirKlijah made 1 ii& vifit 
now, to •whet t^e ahtojl blunt^ 
pofe'* of the Nabob, h.s langu.*!^ 
wliolly diflVrent from that tbeil 
—it would have been muc 
purpofe to have laid, , 

" Taint not thy hiind, no. 
contrive 

Again It thy Mother aiig . . 

On the fuhjfcd: of thofe AfHdavii 
would only make another iingle i 
ivat.oa. — Sir KJ'jali impey Ind deni 
acquaintance with their contents, t] 
he had been adu.illy accompani 
Buxai- by Maj.'i* Davy, who there 
fl ted tliLin from the Perfian, for t 
of Mr. Haflin 'S ! — T'liere was an 
them, an Afiivl ivit taken in Er 
fiom a Native at Biixar, hut whic 
fill! explained to the deponent by ] 
Davy in the prcfence of S r El jab Ii 
— Ilow far ilnrcfoie ti e afleiiion < 
Chief J'lllice was phufible, and ho 
this fact was conAllent with that 
Tiun, he fhouid leave it to their Lor 


their \>^\\\'^Jlcr'Vcdl 

This icnit.ince to the meafure, which 
was expf iled, and the conibling flmghter 
on which M-. Hadings lelied, were look- 
ed to \a all thofe letters as a judiHct lion 
of the meafure itfelf. There was not 
the Imallell mention of xha anterior le- 
bellion, which by prudent after-thought 
had been fo greatly tnagnihed. There 
was not a fyliable of thofe dangerous 
rrachiuations which were to have tie- 
throned the NaOub *; — of thofe faiigui- 
nary aitifices by which the Englilh were 
to have been txiirpitcd — Not a uniticle 
concerning thofe pra^lices was mention- 
ed in any of Middieti n’s letters to Raf- 
tings, or in the Hill more coniidcutial 
communication which he maintained with 
^ir Elijah Impey ; though after the 
latter liis Jetteis were continually poit- 
ing, even when the Chief JuHilc was 
travelling loniid the country in fearch of 
afHdavits. When on the 28th o! No- 
vember, he was bufied at Lucknow on 
that hononrahle bufinefs, and vidien three 


to tletermine. 

It was in ftmie degree obfervabh 
not one of the private letttrs of 
Haffings had been produced at any ti 
— Even Middleton, when all conHd^^ 
was broken between them, by the p]^ 
duflion of his private corrtfpmdence ^ 
Calcutta, either feeling for his own fafety-j 
or funk under the falcinating influeii^ 
of his mailer, did not dare attempt a to 
taliationi — The letters of Miolletw 
however, were fufficieni to -prove' 
fidiation of the Naboh^ when prtfled'% 
the mc.ifijie of refiiining the Jaghires, 
which he had been reprefeiued as 
whoiiy fioin liimfelf. — He was there 
iciibeii as loll in fuiien melancholy^ 
wiih fvrliiigs agitated beyond expreft]o*itJ 
and with every mark of agonized feiiii^ 
btliiy. To fiich n degree was this appa'| 
rent, that even Middleton was moved td 
inteiferc for a temporary refpite, in whic| 
he might be more reconciled to the 
fure. “1 am fully of opinion:'* faid 
“ that the dcTpair of the Nabc b muH 


<tays after he was found at Chunar, at 
the diftance of 2O0 miles, prompting his 
inllrumenis, and like Hamlet’s Ghoii ex- 
claiming — ‘‘ SWEAR I” — his progiefs 
on that occafioti was fo whinifically fud- 
den, when contralled with the grav ity of 
ids employ, that .an obferver would he 
tempted to quote again from the fame 
fccnc, — “ Hai Old Truepenny, canft 
ihait mole fo faft i* the ground?'* — Here 
Jiowcvtr Uic iginpaiilon ctaied-— 


impel him to violence \ 1 know alfo thal 
the violence mull be fatal to himieT-^ 
but yet j^think, that with his prefect 
ieelings, he will difregard all conJequeh- 
CC3," — Mr. Johnfon alfo, the A/ndanj 
Resident, v/rote at the fame time to MfS 
Haftings to aver to him that the meafure 
was dangerous, that it would requireCji 
total R«;fonn of the Collctlion, whiitf 
could not be made without a Campai^A 
•^This wasBr/fi^JuliUcl this wa|:]^ 
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Humanity! Mr. HaiHngs enfures to 
^lies of the Company in the Itrongcft 
l^[{thelr Prorperit/aiid his Protec- 
,|^the former he iecures by fending 
*lunder them of their wealth 
t-jjrraJ their foil! — his protec. 
p'*®*^ht with a fimilar fecurity ; 
^t of a Vnltme to a Lamb — 
ping in its Vitals! — ihirlting for 
Pood ! — fearing off each Petty Kite 
St ^hovers lound — \nd then, with an 
;ij[hlting perverfivin of t.irns, calling la- 

Pro/rt^i':;; I 

'kW An object for which ffiftovy fearches 
^ any fimilaiity in vain. — The deep- 
arching Annals of Tacitus — the liuni- 
wus Philofophy of Gibbon— all thep.e- 
■|jrds of Man's Lnunnity, from Qiiginal 
L to this jtfiiod in which we pronounce 
Ivviiidleinto compaiativeinfignificanctf 
^'enormity — both in aggravations of 
cPrinciphs, and extent of thcii Con- 
llicmtial Kuin ! — I'he vi£lims of this 
itflion weie confelTedly deilituie of 
i^power to refift their opprefTors j but 
t debility, which from other boibnis 
uld have claimed Tome companion, 
gjith refpefl to the mode of futferin*.;, 
excited but the ingenuity of To*. 
Ulel Even when cveiy feeling of the 
^abob was fubJutd, nature made a 
ingering, feeble ftand within his bcfonij 
Mrt even then that cold unfeeling fpirit 
if malignity, with whom his doom was 
5xed, returned with double acrimony to 
ts purpofe, and compelled him to inflicb 
m 3 parent that ueitiuilion, of which he 
njras himfclf referved but to be the lalf 
fiftim I” 

Yet when cruelty feemed to have 
'cached its bounds, and guilt to have 
tfeended to its climax, there was fome. 
:hing in the charafter of NJr. Halvings, 
gvhichfeemed to tranfeend the latter, and 
iverleap tlie former j— and of this kind 
was the letter to the Nabob, which was 
lifpatched on this occafion. To rebuke 
Mr. M'dJletpn foj- his moderation, as 
wa^inftantly done, was eafiiy perioinied 
[brough the metiium of a public and a 
private letter.— ]jut to wiitc lo the Na- 
iiob in fuch a manner that the command 
night he conveyed^ and yet the letter 
tftervyards ihewn to the world, was a 
aik of moredijficulty ; but #hich it ap- 
peared by the event was admirably fuited 
o the genius of Mr. Halvings. His Jet. 
fr was dated the fifteenth of February 
th ugh the Jag hires had ht^en then 
i&ually feized— and it was in proof that it 
Md been fent at a much earlier period, 
p t^e iiffured ttkc Nabob of )iis 


cidence with his wiflies refpefting te* 
fum|;ition of the Jagbires— he dedares 
that if he found any difficulty in the 
meafure — he, Mr. Hafiings, would 
to his afjiflayice in perl'un, and lend hii 
aid to itunijii thofe whoo/>yi/?/iv/ it— “ for 
that nothing could be more ardent than 
his fiiendfhip, or more eager than his 
zeal foi his welfare.^’ The moll defpe-p 
rate intention yras clothed in the mildeff 
language. — But the Nabob knew by fid 
expeiisnce the charaSler with whom he 
liad to deal, and ihercfnre was not to be 
dcceivcii j he faw the gliftcning 
in the hand which was trcacheioully ex- 
tended, as if to his affiftance — and from 
that moment the lad faint Ray of Natuie 
expiicd in his bofom. ?vlr. Middleton 
from that lime extended his Iron Sceptie 
without icfiftance — the Jaghires were 
feized, evtry meafure was c.iiried, and the 
Nabob, his Feeling; wounded, and his 
Dignity degraded, was no longer confi- 
dered as an obje6l of rcgaid. — Though 
thefe were ciicumllanctis exafperating to 
the human heut whicli fejt the imalleif 
remains of icnfihility, yet it was necef- 
f.iry, in idea, to review the whole fron) 
the time that this trcach;>ry was fil'd con- 
ceived, to that when by a feries of aiti- 
fices the mod execrable, it was brought 
to a completion. Mr Haltings would 
there bo fecn (landing alooi indeed, but 
not iiia6liye in th** war I He would be 
dilcoveied leviewing his agents, rebuking 
at one lime the pale confcience of Mr. 
Middleton, and at another relying on the 
ftouter villainy of Hyder Beg Cawn, 
With all the caimnefs of votcian delin- 
quency, his eye ranged ihiough the IniiV 
profpeft, piercing through the daikncfs 
of fuboidinate guilt, and arrangiug wiily 
Congenial adfoitnefs the agents of hiTs' 
ep'mes and the indruments of hr 
Cruelty. 

The feelings of tli*? feveral parties r. 
the time would be mod jiioperly judgei 
pf by their refptctive coircfpondencii^ 
When the Bow li.jgiini, dcfpairiiig oL 
iedri.fs from the Nabob, aildiciVed hcrfelf 
to Mr. MicMleton, and reminded him of 
the guarantee which he had (igned, (he 
was in(itni)y prornifed that the amount 
pf her Jaghire /h >uid be made good, 
chough Mr, Middleton faid be could not 
Intereferc with the joveret^n tlecilion ot 
the rcrpeiling the ' lands. The 

clelpded and unjbitunate woman “ thank- 
ed God that Mr, Middleton was at hand 
fpr her relief/' at the very indant when 
he was dirt^ling every cfl\>rt to her de- 
Itru^ion;— when he liAd aclu 4 lly wwttei) 
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^yordcrs which welre to take the ed- 
ition out of the hands of her ageny ! 
^ven when the Begum was nndecrivecT— 
When (he found that Briti/h faith was no 
protection, when fhe found that (he 
fhould leave the country, and prayed to 
the God of nations not to grant his peace 
to thofe who remained behind j— there 
was ftill no charge of rebellion ^ no re- 
crimination made to all her reproaches 
for the broken faith of the EngliQi. 
Even when ih 3 ug to madnefs, fhe afked 
how long would be their reign,” no 
mention of her difalFedtion was brought 
forward ; the ftrefs was therefore idle, 
which the Counfcl for the prifoner ft rove 
to lay on thefe expreflions of an injured 
and enraged woman. — When at lall ini- 
tated beyond bearing, (he denounced In- 
famy on the heads of her Oppreffors, who 
was there who would not fay that (he 
/poke in a prophetic fpirir, and that what 
(lie had then predicted had not even to 
its lad letter been accompliftied ! But 
did Mr. Middleton even to this violence 
retort any particle of accufation ? Noj 
he fent a reply, ftating that he had 
recciv(-d luch a letter uiuler her feal, but 
that from its confents he could not fuf- 
peCl it to, come from her, and begging 
therefore that ftie might endeavour to 
iietiCl forgery ! — Thus did he add 

to foul injuiKs, the vile aggravation of a 
brutal jeft^—Wke the Tiger that prowls 
over the Scene where his Ravages were 
committed, he (hewed the favagenefs of 
his Nature, by grinning over his Prey, 
and fawning over the laft Agonies of his 
unfoitunate ViClim. 

Thole letteis were then cnclofed to 
the Nabob, who no more thin the reft 
made any attempt to juftlfy hlmfelf by 
imputing any criminality to the Br- 
gums. He only (ighed a hope, that his 
coiiduCl to his parents had drawn no 
(hame upon his liead \ and declared his 
inrention to punilh— not any dif.iffec- 
tion in the Begum— but fonne officious 
iVrvants who had dared to foment the 
inifunderftanding between them and the 
Nabob, — A letieir was finally fent to 
Mr. Haftings, about fix days before the 
feizirre of the treafiire from the Begums, 
declaiing their innocence, and leferring 
the Governor-General to Captain Gor- 
don, whofe life they had protected, and 
whofc fafety (hould have been their juf- 
tification. That enquiry was never made ; 
it was looked on as unnecefl'*ry — bccaofe 
the conviClion of their innocence wa^ too 
lieeply impreifed I 


The Counlel in recommending an 
tention to the public in preference 0 
the private letters, had remarked in |}S^ 
ricuJar, that one letter (hould not be 
ken as evidence, becaule it was evident/# 
and ablfraCfedly private, as it contain^ 
in one part the anxieties of Mr. Mi(idi44S 
Ion for the illnefs oT his fon,— Thp 
was a fingular argument indeed. TW; 
circumftance undoubtedly merited (Irt^ 
obfervation, though not in the 
in which it was placed by the Counfet.*^ 
it went to fhew that fome at leaftof tliqtf 
concerned in thefe tranfaffions, felt tn 
force of thofe ties, which their efibrj 
were direffed to tear a funder— that tho» 
who could ridicule the refpc6five attac^ 
inent of a mother and a fan— who woutS 
prohibit the levcrence of the ion to 
mother who had given him life— wbOf 
could deny to maternal debility the pto.^ 
teftion ^\\\^\\ filial ienderneji fliould af* 
ford— were yet fenfihle of the ftraintA 
of thole choidi by which they were co^ 
nested.— There was Ibmething in th« 
prefent bulirefs — with all that was h'oiF^ 
rible to create a^oerfion — fo vilely loatl^ 
fome, as to excite chfgnft. — If 'it 
not a part of his duty^^ it would be fupew 
fitious to fpeak of the lacrerlnefs of thj 
ties which thofe aliens to feeling — tlio^ 
apoftates to humanity had thus divided^ 
—In fuch an aftlmhly, friid Mr. Sheila 
dan, as that befori? which I fpeak, therfe 
is not an eye but niuft !c*ok icpioof to 
this condiiil — r.ot a hcan but muft jnr* 
ticipaie iis cof.dcnui.iiion. — “ FfLIAI/' 
“ Pll^l'V ! It is the primal bond ofSoJ 
«< ciety— It is that iiiilinflivc piinci|;]y| 
** which, paiiting for its proper gojll 
fooihes, unbidden, each feufeand 
“ libility of man ! — It now quivers ct| 
every lip ! — it now beams from ever^ 
eye! — It is that gratitude, which foftenl 
** ing under the fenfeof recollefted goodl 
is eager to own the vaft tbuntlefs dehi 
it ne'er, alas ! can pay— for lb manj 
“ long years of unceafing folicitudeyi 
honourable felf-deniaU, life-pieieivj 
“ ing cares I — It is that part of <Ht| 
pra^ice, wheie duty drops its av|||r 
<« — where levcience refines into low 
•• —It alks no aid of memoiy ! 

** needs not the deduflions of real 
fon !— ifli exifting, paramount ovJ 
all, whether law or human i'm| 
“ — few arguments can encicale 
** none can dimini(h it I— It is thr M 
“ crament of our nature — not only w 
duty, but the indulgonte of maiH« 
is his fiift gicat privilege — It ligr 
Q <• 
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' moAKft hw laft moft endearing de- and profound InfUtutes of— CocKan’i 
! when the bolbm glows with Ariilirnttic /** 

^^eidea of reverberated love— when to 'Proceeding next to ftate the diftrelha 
^:^ ttqiute on the vifitations of nature, . of the Begums in the Zenana, and of the 
^ and return the bleflTings that have becn^women in the Khord Mahal, Mr. She- < 
^^^eceived ! when — what was emotion ^idan remarked, that feme obfervarion 
•^^fixed into vital principle— what wasMwas due to the remark made by Mr* 
^ mftinft habiiuatetl into a mailer- paf-*Haftings in his Defence, where he de- 
^♦.fion—fways all the fweeteft energies of Ipclared — ** that whatever were the dil- 

Inan hangs over each vicilfitudeof all .^ trefles there, and whoever was the agent, 

** that muft pafs away — anls the melan- '^‘-the meafure was in his opinion reconcile-^! 
^chqly viilues in tlieir lart fad talks of able to jiiftice, honour, and found poll- ^ 
i^life— to chear the languors of decrc- cy.’* Major Scott — thei^ovtparablea* 
6 pitude and age — exploie the thought gent of Mr. Hallings, had declared this 
^ —explain the aching eye 1'’ paflage to have been written by Mr. Haf- 

' Thejaghires being feized, Mr. She- tings with his own hand. — Mr. Mid- 
iSdan proceeded to obierve, the Begums dleton, it appeared, had alfo svovved his 
Were left without the fmalleil fliare of (hare in thole humane tranfaflions, and 
l^at pecuniary compenfation promifed by blulhingly retired. Mr. Hallings then 
Mr. Middleton j and as when tyranny cheered liis drooping fpirits. — “ What- 
and injifjlife take the field, they aie al- ever part of the load,'’ laid he, yours 
ways aiti'nded by their camp'foUowersy cannot bear, ir.y unburdened chara^lcr 
^Itry pilfeiing, and petty inlult — lo in fliall afliime. I wul crown your labours 
fits inibincf, tiic goods taken fioin them witn my inefUihle approbation — Thus 
were ibbl > t a mock Tale ac inferior va- Pivhi^fiv'trriors ye diall go forth ! do you 
Kvi'u golil and jewels, to life the fi.id n’cr'ioryt and I’Jl find chara^er~^ 
fongua. c of the Begums, inlHntly loft and afinnr^ repulfe, and contumely fliall 
^eir v<il»ie when it was known that they all he fee at defiance !” 

Hmc from them! Their minifteis wrre ff I conid not prove, continued Mr. 
piercfore imprifoned to exroit the dcficj- Shciidan, tliat thole ails of Mr. Mid- 
^l^,cv which this fraud had occafioned ; dletcn were in reality the afts of Mr. 
aijd thofe mean arts v.cra employed to Raftings, I lliould not trouble your 
juftifv a continuance of crm^liy. Yet Lordfinps by combating thefc aflertions ; 
IlielV again wcic little to the frauds of hut as that pait of his criminality can be 
Mr, Haftmgs. After extorting upwards inconteftibly afceitained — I lliall un- 
•fioojoco'. he iorbade Mr. Micldieton di^ubiediy appeal to the aflVmbled legif- 
5 co ne to a condufi^^'e J ttlchifnt — B-i laiors of this realm, and call on them to 
.new that the titafom <d' om* allies in 1-y, whether tliofe a^ls were jiiftifiable on 
^dia had their origin iblely in the cv.inis ti’c fccrc of policy \ I lhall appeal to ali 
^the Compar.y. He could not thure- thenu£:uft piefideuts in the courts of Bii- 
fay that the Rcginns were e.nfi civ liili juftice, and to all the learned orna- 
Plnoctr.t, until he had corlulred tr.e uumts of the profulfion, to dicidewhe- 

emral of Crimes /—the CuM ^hrr thefe aflions were reconcifeabJe fo 

\{ count Caicuitil — And this ptudeticc jujHce . — I fiiall appeal to a reverend .a f- 
f Mr. Halting,® was fully jultificd Icmidage of prelates feeling for the ge- 

ly the event — for liieie w.is a^ually ncial intcreils of humanity, and for the 

ound a balance of tzventy-fix lacks honourofthcreligiontowliichthcybe- 
rioie pgTinll theB?giims,vvlv.ch z6o,co®l. Ions* j Let them detci mine in their own 
^0ith of trealon lud never been dreamed inimla, whether thole a6ls of Mr. Haftingfl 
before. “ I'alk not to nv,’* faui the and Mr. Middleton were fuch as a LV////- 
pvcinor-Gcneral, of their Guilt or t;an ought to perform, or a man to avow ! 
meet ncc, but as it fnits the Company’s He tin n proceeded to relate the circiim- 
\Ve will i\ot tiy them by the fiances of the imprilbnment of Bahai 
^ode •^f Jufiiiiian, nor the Infiitutes Ally Cawn and Jewar Ally Cawn, the 
Timur — V/e will not jud^ them cither ir.iniftera of the Nabob, on the grouiuh 
rhe'Ibi'.fti laws, or their local cuf- above ftated : with them was confinet 
)iHj No! We will try them by the that arch-rebel Sumpfhire Cawn, b) 
%llipIuidion Table, we will find tbrni whom every aft of hoftility that hat 
^xl y^Y^hcRaleofThreet and we will taken place againft the Rnglifh, wa? 
Mileiiin lluTU ^•.coiding to the fapitme ftated to have been committed.— No en- 

quiv) 
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qniry, liowever, was made concerning his fociates for the reprefentatives of BrU’ 
tieajony though many had been held re- ** tifti faith andBiitiHi juhice inlndiar^ 
fpcfling the treafure ot the others. He — Oh ! F.aith, JJh Justice !** cx* 
was not i'o far noticed as to he deprived jiclaimedMr. Sheridan, ** 1 conjure you bj 
of his/W nor was he even compli-^V your facred names to depart for a mo^ 
iiiented with fetters ! and yet when he ment from this place, though it be 

on a future day to he informed of thews' your peculiar rcfidence ; nor hear jour 
inifchiets he was now Hated to havedone,^V* names profaned b^ fuch a facrilegiouf 
he muH think that on being foi’gotten,H^ combination, as that which 1 am now 
Mery providential ef cape ! — The®* compelled to repeat! wheie all the 
others were, on the contrary, taken from®* fair forms of nature and art, truth aud 
their milder prifon at Fyzahad ; and ▼** peace, policy and honour, (hriink ba^ 
when threats cbuld effe^ nothing, tranf-^* aghaft from the deleterious fhadel— • 
^erreil by the meek humanity of Mr. J* where all exigences, nefarious and yile« 
Middleton to the lortrefs of Chunargur. w* had fway — where amidH the blacic 
'rticie, where the Britifli flag was flying, agents on one fide, and Middletoft 
mey weie doomed to deeper dungeons, 1 ** vvith Impey on the other, tlie toiighc^ 
nc’.vier chains, and fevercr punifliments.^** bend, the inoft unfeeling flirink! — tliq 
/There wheie that flag was dilp^ayed® “ great fieuie of the piece — chai'a£lef^ 
(which was wont to chcar the de|Teifcdw ** lilic in his place! aloof and indepeii^ 
an<l to dilate the iubdiied heart of mifcrA ** dent, from the puny profligacy in hia 
-ihefe venerable, but unforiunate me® “ tiaiu! — luit far from idle and inadlivcv 
were fated to encounter lomethirg lowe^ ** turning a malignant eye on alliTufchirf 
than ThR niTioN, and foinethijig ** that awaits Ivni ! — the multiplied aw 
^than ni-sr/ir.'i! I: nppT.rcd from, the^** p'uatiis of ir-mpotifing expedients, a»4 
evidence ot ivT.'. Holt and others, that ^ ^** intimidating mihuments I — now cring- 
they were both criully fli'gf;cd, though ** ing on his prey, and fawning on hU 
one was above fcvcntyjeiis of ng?, to ** vengeance ?— now quickening the Jini- 
extoft a coiifeflitiii of the buried wealth ** pid pace cf ci aft, and forcing ever^ 
of the Begums! — Being charged wiih ** Itund ihai lein ing nature can make iii 
iVdatfef\ion, they prccl.Vimcd dieir Inno- \\\Z heait '.—•.he auachments and the 
cence.—** Tell us where are the remain- i ** dirorums of Hid'. — each emotion of 
“ ing trcafiires, (wao the reply)— it is*** tenoci i-cfs a^.d .honour! — and ail thi 
*‘ only a treachery to your immediate fo-B ** illilincuon*; ot national cluuaiileriflics! 
•< vereigns : — and you wui then be fitai-1 ** — wiiij a long cataio^uc of ciuncs and 

The follow’ing note from Mr. MiiUilctoii to Lieutenant Francis Hadcdge, Jareu’ja! 
unary 20 , I73i, had h*t-u lead in evidence: 

“ Sir, 


Whtn till.'! note i:) dell vf red to you hv Kendas Tlov. I h.n-e »o defire, rh?.r von orJe. 
** liie,tv»-i) pnionns to be put j/j i w;;, tbt^n ait Zife ag)ccahU tu riy w 

** ft (f ye/hfjay, 

(Signed) Nath. MinoLrTON." *- 

Mr. Middleton had ir.ck*rd rcfi/ed to rchnt'n ledge th-at he v. r< ts tld.'i note, alledging that 
as he liad been accufed by Mr. !oj hiN conduiSl at Thaabad, he beggs^d he m’gh 

nor he fenced to aufwer qnefliou? ihai wovdil ciptuh ife himfrlf. P>ut uhsl w«s the natuf 
of the ncruiatjoii brought Air. Middle’ini by M>'. H.ifiu'gs ^ Wns it, that he h:^ 

nietl harlh methods to get polfcfi'l.m of the ticjfarii? No — the cli.irgc was, tliat he lu 
fh'^WTi tw much foi be.irance ; and Mr. Middietcifs anbver to Mr. I fdl'pg«:’s w; 

of a tiimire wlvcli proved that it was not of u o gr";.t fi’vti jty that the Govei n®i -General ha 
arciih’d him. — “ It con'd not, 1 fl.jtttr luyfihV* fain Mi. Mid.d'icton, “ be termed a h'lig 
iinvvaiiantable delay (two days). — The Nabvb was J,n to tl’.e Pcgnm whom we w ere i 
proceed agauill — A fm agaiult a ttu^tho- muft at Icaft afXts in his mod® 1 

pioceeding^ In the Eaft it is well known that no mui. eiilvi by himlelf or Ins tropp 
** can enter the walls of a Zenana, fc.ncrly n ihe cafe of nCling agajnll an open cni^m 
much lefs of an tilly^^an aliy a^anf /«> (r.vn w:^c> . The outer Wall*-', .and ^ 

**-Beguins agents, were all that wcie liable tu immediate attack; they were d.a’t Wid 
and fuccelsfuUy, as the event piovcd — No further rigour than wlirit I have vxert| 
*« could heufed againft fenviles in this country.— Wnur k Force could BE i..v:rL(q 
*< ED, IT WAS NOT SPARED.’' 

This defence cleoiiy (hewed, »lnt Mr.'Haftings had accufed Mr. Mkldlvtcn, not 
Jng nfed taa mwii fever ity, but of ttoJ luviiig uled ckpu^'', 

** aw 
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ona, beyoiid the reach of 
light for human malignity to per- 
or humanr.vengL:ince to puni h 1 
^iioWER than perdition — black, 
than despair !»’ 

>1^ .might have been hoped, for the hi 
' the human heart, that the Begum 
been themlelves exempted from 
i in tliefc fuRerings, and tliat they ha 
t wounded only tluough the /ides oi 
Sir Minifters. — The itvcrl’e of this] 
imever, was the faft.— Their Palace^ 
furrounded by a guard, which wai 
khdrawn by Major Gdpin, to avoid th 
ving rcfentincnts of the people, ant 
^iJflced by Mr. Middlttou, through hii 
lears from that “ dreadtni lerponhbility’ 
^hich was impofed on him hy M>. ilafJ 
gjbgs.-^'l'he women of ihe Kuord Mahal, 
who had not been involved in the Be- 
gums iuppoied crimes? who had railed 
tv^fuh-rebfilkn of their own \ and who, it 
y||ld been proved, lived in a d llincl dweil- 
9g, weie cauielelsly involved in the lame 


this plea, by endeavouring to claim ih^ 
whole Infamy of thofe ti’anfaff ions, and 
th ffionopolisie the Guilt ! He darM even 
to aver that he had been ehwTdemned by* 
Mr. Haftings for the ignominious part he 
had a6lcd -he dared to avow this, be- 
caiife Mr. Haftings was on his Trial, and 
he thought he fhould never be tried 5-— 
but in the face of the Court, and belbre 
he left the Bar, lie was compelled to con- 
fels that it was for the lenience not the. 
fe*veritj of his proceedings that he had' 
been reproved by Mr. Haifibgs. 

It would not, he trufted, be argtied, 
that becaufe Mr. Haftings had not mark** 
cd eveiy palTing fliade of guilt, and 
caufe he had only given the bold outline 
of cruelly, that he was therefore t'qibc ac« 
— It was laid down by the law of 
fengland — that law which was the peifec-* 
■tionof Rcafon — that a Perfon ordering an 
to be done by his Agent, was an- ♦ 
piwerablc for that a6I with all its coni'e- 
quences. Middleton had been appointed 


f^niftiment; their Refidence fuiroundcc^ in 1777, the avowed and private Accent j 

%kh oriinnlfi. ttitf'V driven to deliinn- A/Tr- HziUintrc. 


I 


guards, they were driven tc dclpriiij 
' famine, and when they poure^l loitm 
fad procefTion, were driven back by the 
otdiery, and beaten with bluc/geonj to the 
cenc of Madnefs which they had quitted. 
,Tlietc were ails, Mr. Sheridan obferveil 
‘'"t^liich, when told, needed no comment 
hi fliould^hot offer a fingle fyliable to^ 
awaken their Lordlhips feelings ? biitl 
Joave it to the fa6fs which had been’ 
«PQved, to make their own imprefiions 
. The argument now rivalled Iblely to 
Ais point, wliethcr Mr, Haftings was to 
he anfwerable for the crimes commiitcd 

| ^,his agents? It had been fully proved 
Mr. Middleton had figned the treaty 
ith the luperior Begum in O^Iober 1778. 
e had acknowledged ligning Ibmc otiiers 
of other dates, but could net rccollM his 
»uth< rity. Thefe treaties had fcetn tully 
pecogni'/ed by Mi . Haftings as W'as fully 
|)roved hy the c\:dcnce ot Mr. Pin ling, 
in the year 1780. In ih.u of Oilober 
1 778, tlic Jaghi;e vsas ucuitd., vviiii.b was 
allotted for the luppoit of tiie wemen 111 the 
jl^hord Mahal: on the hill uica of le- 
iiiqung ihole Jaghives a provhiwn ihould 
^ye been Ucmeil to tlK*Ie unfoi lunate 
intocn, and in this rel'p.^I Mr. ri iftings 
vas clearly guiliy of a ci-tnu*, oy his 
^on ot making fuch piovilion. But 
liie pleaded, that he was not nccoum- 
tor the Ciuelties which liad been ex- 
ied* This was the Pica which Ty- 
aided by its Piime Miniftcr, Trea- 
pf, was alwas fine to ftt up. ‘ Mr, 
gidictoii had aticmpicd 10 Itrcngihcn 


he flxond-Jt If of Mr. Haftings. Tlic* 
Governor-Gtneial had ordered the mca- 
fure: Middleton declared that it could 
not have been effc6U'd,by milder means. 
Even if he never law, nor heard after- 
wards of the conlcqucnccs of the meafure, 
he was anfwerable for every pang that 
was inftidled, and for all the blood that 
was fhed. But he had heard, and that in- 
ftanily, of the whole. He had written to 
airaign Middleton of forbearance and of 
neglect! — He commanded them to work 
upon their hopes and fears, and to leave 
no means untried, until— -to fuiA their 
own language, but which vjtpJ^be bet- 
ter fuited to the BanJittk ^f — 

“ they obtained poff’®d*f^bf the lecret 
hoaids of the old Ladies." — He would 
not allow even of a delay of two days to 
fmoothc the compelled appi caches ot a Son 
to his Mother, on fiicb an occafioiit— 
His orders were peiemptory j — and if a 
maftacre did not take place, it was tho 
merit of acci<lcnt— and not of Mr. Haf- 
tmgs. Aticr this would it be laid, that 
the prifoner was ignorant of the ails, or 
not culpable for their canfequ< uctb ? It 
was true, he had not ciijonieil in lb mvTny 
woids the guardSf ihc fimincy 'Uid the 
bl'it(geons\ he liod not weiglied the f(t» 
tersy nor numbered the lu/hes to be iii- 
ft]£led on his viftims. But yet he wjXs, 
equally guilty as if he had borne an aflive 
and perfonal (hare in each trania6Vion. 
It was, as if hs^liad commanded that clie| 
heart (hould b^*toi'A from the bofom, 
yet had enjoined that no bhod ftiouid I 


lat lliej 
11, and! 
Id lolJ 
lowl; 



acnT^ etuite. He ftatcd ttx 

cciuuabic to the to hib Comuji it beiny ir.crely fiattd, that “ if.on ^n-' 

io his Copfat fitft and to bis. Goo ! | ‘‘ quiry ceitain fac5ts appeared/' no en»»; 

^ Mr^ H::ftings had endeavoured alfo to •qinry was thereby dii^^ly enjoined!--, 
tget rid of a part ot his Guilt, byobl'erv- “ would revive laid he) thofe.^iiu* 
rh if he was but c-;/.- of tlic Supreme ** jjjiDfitics that fubljilcd betwee^n theJBe* 
and iluit alhihe red had fane- “'gums and the Vi? ier, which. had then 
tu ued thulc traiiftU^dions wuh their ap- “ tubfiJed. — If the fortpcr.wcrc inclin| 4 * 
j»rv)liaiion, J t Mr. HalUngs .-ould prove, “ to appeal to a foreign j*irifdidion,the)r'' 
iK u ever, ihrii other'^ p-uticipatcd in the “ were the beft judges of their Own feeU 
^Tiiilt, it woi'.ld not rend to ciiminiih his “ ing, and fliould be left to make their 
owQ Ciimiii;luy, JSur the laft was, own complaint/* All this, however^ 
•th.it the Courcil liad i»t nothing erred fo was nothing to the magnificent paragraph 
jiiiichas in a c rimihal Credulity given to which concluded this Aljnutc, and 
jt he declarations of the Governor-General, which Mr. Sheridan alfo requeued the at- ' 
Tlijcy knew not a word of ihofe tranfac- tention of the Court. “ Belldc,(faid.Mr* 
tions until they v/ere iinally concluded, Haftings) I hope it will not be a de- 
w'as not until the January following, “ partarc fiorn official language to fay— 
lhai they faw the mafs of Kdlfijood which “ that the iM-\JEstv of JUSTICE ought 
ftiad hern piiblifticd under the title cf “ not to be approached without folicita- 
“ Mr, llaftings’ Narrative." They had “ ti.m : Ihe ought not to dtfeend to in- 
been then unaccountably duped into the i flame or provoke, but to with-hold her 
fuOVring a Letter to pals, dated the a 9 th J* judgment, until Ihe is called on to de- 
I of November, intended to deceive the Di- ' terrnine 1" What is ftill more afto- 
' xe.'lor-j into a belief, that they had rcceiv- nifliing was, that Sir John Maepherfon, 
fd intelligence at that time, which was (who, though a Gentleman of Senfe and 
not the Thcfe obfcrvations, Mr. llonor, he ftated to be rather Oriental in 

Siiciidan laid, were not meant rocafi any his imagination, and not learned in the 
obloquy on the Council; — they had uii* Sublime and Beautiful from the Immortal 
douhredly been dtethed, and the deceit/ Leader of this Predtrution, and who had 
praififed on them bv m aking them figry befoi e oppofed Mr. Haftings) was caught 
the Narrative, was of itfelf a ftrong aef by this bold bombaftic quibblti and joined 
rufation of Mr. Hallings, and a decide- 1 in the fame words, “ that the Majesty 
proof of his ou n ConiciouliiLfs of Guilt . “ of j fs i jCh ou^^ht not to be approach* 

Wlien iin.d of corporal Inflidion, ins “ cd without lolicitUviMn." 

Ihranny was gratified by iniulting th : “But Justice is not this halt and 

. underftanding. Other Tyrants, thougU “ miferable ohjeft ! (continued Mr- Shc- 
born to greatnefs, fuch as a Nero or “ ridan) It is not the ineffedfive Bauble 
Caligula, might have been roufed, it had “ of an Indian Pagod ! — It is not the 
been l uppolechliyrcllcdticn, and awaken- “ portentous Phantom of Defpair — It is 
cd into contrition ; — but here was an in- not like any tabled Monftcr, formed 
ft.ince which fpurned r/ theory, and baf- “ in the Eclipfc of Rcafon, and found iit 
fled fuppofition : A man born to a {latex “ fome unhallowed Grove of SupcrftU 
at lead of equality inured to calcu!a-\ “ tioiis Darknels, and Political Difmay I 
t'oii, and brought up in habits of rellcc- ** No, my Lords ! 

non and yet proving in the end that “ In the happy reverfe of all this, I 
Mouftcr in Nature, a “turn from this difgufling Caricature 

fcn:>\qr 'Tyrant I “ the Real Image! — Justice 1 

Tile Loard of Diredlors received thofe “have now before me AUGUST and, 
advices which Mr. Haftings thought pro- “ pure 1 the abflradl idea of all that 
to tranfmit ; but though unfuriiifhcd “ would be perfedt in the fpirits and the. 
with any ocher materials to form their I “ afpirings of Men ! w’here the Mind 
judgment, they exprelfcd very ftrongly I “ riles, where the Heart expands 
their doubts, and as properly ordered an } “ where the Countenance is ever jplacid 
enquiry into the circumflances of the al- ' “ and benign ; — where her favourite at- 
ifaftedlion of the Begums; pro- “ titude is to (loop to the Unfortunate : 
iniSiitfcing it at the fame time a Debt which “ — to hear ilftir cry and*to help them : 
v/as due to the Honor and Juftice of the “ — to refeue and relieve, to fuccourand^ 
' Bmiih Nation. This enquiry, however, j “ fave : — Majeftic, from its Mercy 
cn" the direction's reaching India, Mr. j “ Vencrablc,from its Utility :—Uplifte^ 
liaflings thought it abfoluicly iiccefTary “without Pride i—P'inn, without Qb3 
Part I. • ‘ ^04 “duracyl 



" vBraey : ' BeneHeent in each Pre» )l**To ailminiftcr to T ruth and Equ^, i% 
fertRCe : — Lovely, though in her \ ** they would fatisfy the Laws and fatif- 
^ Frown \ ' « fv themlclvcs — with the motl exalted 


* “On THATrJusXrCF I rely:-^ 
IDcliberate and lure, abflra^cd fir^m all 
Party Purpose and Political Specula- 
** tiori !— not on W'^ords, but on Fa£ks f 
«f — Ybu, my Lords, who hear me, I 
f* conjure, by thofc Rights it is your bell 
privilege to preferve — by that Famp 
it is yt»ur beft pleafurc to inherit— by 
^all thofe Fe’^lincs which refer to 
** the firlt t '■ m in the leries of exillence, 
“ the Original Compact of ourNa- 
•*turt— t>ur CoNTRovLiNG Rank in 
P* the Ci tation— -This is the call on all, 


“ Blifs, poHiblc or conceivable for out 
“ Nature ; — The Self- approving*; 
“ CONSeXOUSN'ESS of VIRTUE, ' VHtJtLCW^ 
“ the Condemnation wc look for wifi be. 
** one of the moft ample Mercies accom- 
** plilhed for Mankmd (tnee th^Crca* 
tion of the World !** ^ 

My Lords, I have done I 

The Court immediately rnfc, and ad» 
journed to the /r/f Tuesuav in th< 
next Seinon of Parliamciu. 


END OF THE FIRST PART. 
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PART II. 

O N the 20th ofNovEMBEB, 1788, the of the impeachment, vhfch was to be 
Houses of Lords and Commons regretted not only on account of the 
met, in confequcnce of the laft commif- melancholy caufe that had produced it, 
fion for the prorogation of Parliament but alfo of public jiiftice, the caufc of 
having expired ; but were under the ne- which, at leaft in the prefect cafe, had 
ceflity of poftponing the bufincfs of Mr. been unavoidably checked for a confi* 
llaAings's Trial, from afevere indifpo- dtrable time. 

fition with which his Majcfty was then The caufe of the delay was now 
afflicted, andwhichprcvcptcdthe opening happily removed, and their Lordfhipg 
of theSelBon in the ufual regular man- were again enabled to proceed in tho 
ner till March 10, 1789, when a com- important trial, which had already 
milTton having iiiued under the Great taken up much of their attention* 

Seal, appointing certain Commiffioners He trufted, that in the tumult of 
to hold the Parliament, the Lord Chan- joy occafioned by his Majefty’s reco* 
cellor opened the-bufineffl of the fame very, which now filled the ^aftsof 
with a Mcflagc from His Majcfty. On all his fubjeds with exultatiX equal 
Fib. 14, an order had been previoufly to the depreflion which they felt whilft 
made by the Houfc of Lords for refum- bis Majefty was afflided with nckneli*~« 
ing the Trial on the ^th of April ; this, he trufted, he faid, that in this -tumult 
however, was’aflerwards difeharg^d on of joy, their Lordfhips would not f&r- 
March 25 ; and on March 30, another get that jujlice was due of right to IM 
MelTage was fent to the Commons, in- injured, and that they could not vor 
timating that they would proceed on luntawly fufpend it without a breach of 
the Trial of Warren Haftings; Efq, on their public duty, 

April 21* Accordingly, He faid, he was jnft come from « 

Thirty-Sixth Day, place (the Houfc of Commons) where 
Tuesday, April 21, regulations had been made for fccond- 

The proceedings in this Trial were re- ing his Majefty's wiftus, in giving fo- 
fumed* At twelve o’clock the Peers in Icmnity to the public tbankfgiving that 
their robes took their feats in the Court, was to take place on Thurfday, and 
and ordered the Serjeant at Arms to fum- paying due homage to the Almighty 
mon Mr. Haftings to appear. That for his happy recovery, 
gentleman was foon brought to the bar But it was not by prayer alone that 
by.thc Ufher of the Black Rod, and the becoming homage was to be paid t€ 
.Serjeant at Arms having, by order of Heaven. Courts of were links 

their Lordftiips, called upon the Com- of that g- 'at chain, ot which the firi! 
mons to proceed in fupport of the and great link was divine justice j 
Charges brought by them againft the this was an attribute eflential to the 
prifoner, Deity; and man, by endeavouring to 

Mr. Burke, chief Manager of the approach as riearly as the nature of 
Proleeution, immediately role, and ad* man would admit, to a refemblance td 
drelfcd the Court* his Maker, might be afliired, that in 

T;he melancholy event, he faid, of cxercifing reprefentative juftice, be 
his 'Majefty’s illnefs, which had fo w*as performing a fervice and an ho* 
deeply afte^ed the nation, and fufpend- mage not lefs acceptable to Heaven^ 
cd the funftions of government, had than the moft fervent prayer, 
occafioned a delay in the profieevtion Having premifed this^ he faldi there 

B were 



were fame difficulties) under which 
the iiyipeachmenl had of late he^un to 
labour) w*hich he would endeavour) 
with their Lord Ihipsi leave, to remove. 

Some perfonS) no doubt lefa friends 
|o public juftice than to iMr. Haftings, 
had of late begun to afic, this 

trial would terminate ? To taeir quef- 
tion he would give'ihis Ihoit anfwer — 
^*As foon as the ends are attained for 
which it was inftituted.” 

It would be ftrange indeed, if, be- 
caufe a pVilbncr had contrived to ren- 
der it difficult for his profecutors to 
difeover a>I the mazes of his corruption 
and crimes; if, becaul'e he w.».s Wdtoh- 
tul to le i/.e cv'crv opportunity that 
might occaiion delay or trouble, and 
was ready to improve it, that liib pro- 
feciitors ffioulil abaiulon the duty tiicy 
owed to the public and to their coun- 
try, ai:J futfer a criminal to cfcape 
puuilhmeiu, merely becaufe it was 
likely to be a work of labour and of 
time to prolecute him to convi6i*m. 
If a priloucr was watchful, aa.ve, la- 
borious and perfeverin;4, it vvwU'd he 
fliameful forthofe to whom the care of 
bringing him to jultice v/as comiriitted, 
to be^vanting in vigilance, activity, 
labouPand p'.’iieveranco. 

If ihe Icr.i^th of time that a trial was 
likely to hit was a re.ifon for putting 
a^eiid to it, it war, equally a rcafon 
fJi not beginning it. But as both 
Moufes of Parliament had entered upon 
Ihis trial, wl.icli they knew Oefore- 
^aud niuft, from its nature, luu to 
great Kn.^tti, he ma<ic uo ciouut but 
they would feti it to he a duty, both 
to the nation and to the piifoiiei, i*or 
to drop it, but t'> carry it on ui.til it 
ffioald terminate, where alone it ought 
to end, in the acquittal or condctuiia- 
lion of the party accufed. 

He was well aware, he faid, that 
their Lordlhips muft find it a work of 
labour and falifMJe to fit out fo long a 
trial ; but ne v,ould fay, at the farue 
time, ttui the Commons would not 
call upon their Lordiliips to undertake 
my thing of whicn they Were not ready 
to let t'icm an example. The Col- 
•CHESTER CommiLiee had been kept 
fitting within a day or two of the time 
Which their Lordfiiips Had hitherto oc- 
yotCfito this dial. And yet the Com- 
tnitlee had to enquire into httle more 
Ih^n paltry adls of amounting 

only to poundiy JhiUtti^sy and 
penccy and into the coiulucfc of a Re- 
turning Officer, who was no more ibaa 


a Miller. But their Lordffiips bad 
before them a Governor General of 
Bengal, who was charged with enor- 
mdus crimes, and with having taken 
bribes, and plundered the dctencel^fi 
people of his government of I'ums 
amounting ro millions. 

But the length of the trial was not 
the only objection that he heard again-ft 
it ; he had been informed that the pri- 
foner had complained to their Lordlhips 
of the great expence to which it ex- 
pofed him, and threatened hilri with 
the total ruin of his fortune, as hia 
defence had, even in this early flage of 
jL him alreaily near 30,000!, 

1 h's was ceitainly a very large fum ^ 
anti it was by no means his wilh to ex- 
hriult any man*^ fortune merely by his 
defence. How fo great a fiini could 
have been pofiibly expended by him 
already, he could not comprehend; 
but this be would venture to lay, that 
the iottune of Mi. Hallings was not 
likely to be exhaufted by the expence 
to which he was fiiujecUd by his de- 
fence. I he immenfe bribes he had 
received whillt he was in office had fo 
fwelled hij loriune, that he might con- 
lider the b'.fs of 3c^oool. as a trille. 
lie had uccived from one fingle Ze- 
mindar, at one time, a bribe to that 
amount. And therefore, as their 
Lordlhips would find, that the im- 
uienie loitUif.e of the prifoner had been 
acquiied by rECULATiuN, tlity would 
not think it very haid that wealth fo 
acquired, Ihould be diminifiied; nor 
would they fed any cotnpalliou for the 
lofles or a perlon, vvlui was obliged to 
take from the !lor»;s which extortion 
.'ind cpprcfioK had ei.ahled him to accu- 
mulate. . 

Hav<ng made thefe preliminary ob- 
fervations, Mr. Burl.c laid, he hoped, 
that notwitnftanding all the difficulties 
whivh had been thrown in the way of 
the trial, it was nov/ going to he re- 
fumed, under anfpices as favourable as 
thof- undci v/hich it had begun. 

He then iidormed their Lordfliips, 
that the charjic which he intended to 
open, was the leventh, which related to 
PRtsEN i qorin plain Enghlh, bribes. 

Bui bdurc he opened the charge, he 
begged leave to make fomc few re- 
marks upon fomething that had han. 
pened fiiice the Jaft time he had hrd 
the. honour of addreffing their Lord- 
Blips. Packets had been brought over 
liom India, containing aUcftatioiis 
Irow perfonij from whom Mr. Haf- 

ting9 
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tinf§ was chargcij with having ta\*en or 
extoited money, the pinpr^it of which 
atteftations was to exculpate iheac- 
cufed, and to declare that wit It re- 
fpetH: to them, he h;ul not a»Sled rigo- 
roufly or iinjnftly, or fpoiled them of 
any part of rheir property, but had be- 
haved to them vvith kindnels, modera- 
tion and jiift'ce. 

At fiilt fight the Commons, hr fiid, 
might appear in an aiikvvnrd li.ihf, by 
being thus thjix^vivtd hy ihcdr* very 
pcrl'ons, on account of whofe 
.and oec.iiioned hy the pidbn* 

they had brought him to their Lord- 
Ihips' bar to anfwer lor hi^? adn»irudr:v- 
tion. In was odd that the paities in 
whofe behalf the proucution had been 
commenced, Ibould e(>mc forward and 
declare that thev had received no in- 
juries from Mr. that he had 

done them no wrongs. 

But fo far were the Alinafrers for the 
Commons from being diif^oncerU d by 
thefc Qllejlations^ that they wMiUl he 
themfvlvea the (irit to ofT-r them in cvi. 
deuce — their Lorciftrps would then ke 
what little dependence ought to he 
placed upon atteftations figiied by per- 
lous wliole fing«rs were Itill fhooting 
with the pain occafiOnc l tjy i k'omb- 
SCREWS, and who uevcrlhelel's could 
be prevailed on to declare under their 
hands that the man who had wronged, 
tortured, plundered rium, was their 
benefaaor. Thete atti ftitions, ac- 
companied hy the other evulencc which 
the Commons wtuild produce, would 
ferve to Oiew the deplorable ftate to 
which the wretched natives of Indik 
were reduced, who were lo miudi in 
awe of their rulers that fearing io 
complain, they even bellowed praijis 
upon ihcir iindoersf or, as the Poet 
faid, 

T'key pay that homage w///i the 

MOUTH tuhich the ^oiild fain 

DENY, but OAEES 

Thefc atteftations would ferve at the 
fame time to Ihew the influence which 


Mr. Haftings ftlll ponrfied in Indi.v 
through the means of his creatures^ 
who fill all the fubordinaie offices of| 
government in Uiat country. This in^| 
fliience was fufficient to piocurc figna-i 
tiircs to any kind of iiifti iiments framed! 
by ♦he friends of Mr. Hiftings, in his| 
dt fen'e ; inftriiments vvliich, however,! 
iinioriunalely for 'the prifoner, would 3 
defeat tr e very purpofe for which they 1 
were procured; for they actually de^\ 
foine important pointa which Mr,^ 
Haftirgs himfclf and there- ] 

tore they m.ght be f.id to mean this, ; 
“ If Mr. H.iftings accufes himfelf of > 
** hiving taken any money from us, i 
“ don't believe him, though htTpeaUa [ 
“ .igainft Iiinifclfj for he has not pliin- ^ 
“ dcred us, or behaved otherwife to 
ns tlnn kindly.” That this might 
not bf" thoii-ht a forced conftrii6lion, 
Mr. Hiiikc read from one of thefe at- 
teftations a dechratinn made by a na- 
tive (<f grt-atr-mk in Iiulia (Irom whom 
A-Ir. Hailiugs admitted tie had received 
mou c> ) t o t h i 8 e lu- A — ‘ / V. // / /. e f Governor 

C( 7u r(d had nt. vi r take n ary Jr on him%^ 
Ml. Burke remarked humoroufly 
upon the fnle of thefe atieftations, 
which, he faid, all bore evident marks 
oi European birth. It was clear, he 
f.iid, 111 It they had been fiiji written i(i 
in all the fimpIiCuy of a Wef- 
tern Itle; that they wtre afterwards 
trdnflnted into anil adorned 

With the loity metaphors ol the Enji\ 
and then turned once more inU» R.ngljb 
lor the benefit of their Loidfhips. 
The fame ideas, the fame arrangement 
rm thr.>ugh them all ; the lirfl tiiat was 
feeii was hk'^d, and heiug liked was 
adopteil by all, which Ihewcd that they 
were extremely well calculated to con- 
vey the ideas of the prffoner’fi friends, 
and were therefore re-echoed from 
every part of India ; and thus was. 
verified what Voltaire had juiily ftid, 

'* Les BONS Mots /o7it toujours re- 
DiTs *.■' 


f 
*■' 

* Amongft others, Mr. Burke made the fo'.’.owinB remarks, with a view to throwjjs^ 
ridicule over the whole of the atttftat.ona, ai'd dell, oy their effctts. 

They were, he faid, like the tAUDATioKis of the Ancients, with which ilie advocates 
of perfime under accufations filled their fpeeclies, and on winch they relied much fni the. ac|L 
•uittal of their clients.— “ But how little,” (aid Mr. BiSke, *• ought JnCges lo t'M 
« to thefe LAOnATioNES, when there fcarcrly ever was a criminal yet brmiglit lo tim 
•I wlio had not been aide to produce them in his defence. Tlieir Lordlhips knew ih. t ev^ 
»< Caius Verrea had plumed himfelf upon the i.audationes, by means of wliirh lie hoped 
** not only to efcane punifhment, but to overturn the accufaiion, and cover (us acoufeis wi^i 
ff ^onfufion, by IbewioB U«« (Nr« was not even a fltadow of groond for the charges toby 
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ifaving thus far cleared his way,Mr« 
Burke \rent into the confideration of 
the 7th charge. 

, To. ftiew that the Government of In- 
dia was in a peculiar manner expofed 
to temptation and corruption, he caufed 
to be read by Mr. Grey, one of the 
Managerf>, a minute entered in the 
council-book of Calcutta, by the late 
Lord Clive,, which pointed out the ex- 
iftenceof this evil, and the neceflity of 
oppoling a barrier againft it. His Lord- 
ih<p recommended it in ftrong terms to 
the Court of Directors to fettle upon 
the Governor General, and upon the 
Councillors, fuch falaries as might place 
them beyond the reach of temptation ; 
and to ftriftly forbid them to receive 
any prefentsfrom the natives. 

The Court of Directors felt the pro- 


priety of what was thus recommended ; 
they faw the extent to which corrup- 
tion had prevailed among their fervants, 
who to their own private emolument 
had facrificed the intcreds of the Com- 
pany, and the chara^er of their coun- 
try. They, therefore, refolved to form 
a new government, upon the plan re- 
commended to them, and repofing in 
Mr. Haftings the higheft iruft that had 
ever been placca by them before in any 
of their fervants, fent him to Calcutta, 
and granted him a fplendid fupport for 
his new dignity. 

By the covenants into which he en- 
tered with the Company, Mr. Haftings 
had bound himfelf never to receive any 
prefent from the natives above the 
value of 400I. 

In ptoportion as the truft thus re- 


M had brooglit againft him. Their Lordftiips knew that even Cains Verres, whofe name for 
rafatityj peculation^ and opprejjion^ had pafted into a p*ovcrbf and who had nearly de- 
STROYED Sicily, was able to pvocMre atteftathns from thatift.md — that he had made 
w moderation f equity and jufiiccp the rules of his ccnduei^ whjlft he was Governor of Chat 
** country. 

Is it then matter of furprize that Mr. Haftings IhouIJ procure atujiauons to his ebaraffer, 
w from a country where his influence is kept up by means of his numerous dci)endanis, who 
fill all the fubordinate departments of government, and where confequently the wretched 
V natives dare not refufe any thing which thepanizans of Mr. Haftings may think proper to 
< a(k? ^ 

•• Mr. Haftings had affigned this reafon for turning out all the officers in Bengal who had 

* been indebted to Mohammed Reza Khan for their appointmenis : That if tJiefe people 
^ had been fuffered to rernain in power, it would have been impoffible to bring their pnn- 
'• cipal to juftice. — If this was a good reafon, it would deftroy tlie whole force of the 

attejlations in favour of Mr. Haftings ; for to adopt his own words, it might be fa id that 
be could not be brought to juftice yrhilft his dependants lemaincd in power in India; and 
“ if the example of Mr. Haftings was fuch as might be followed in any inftance, the Com- 

* moDS might, as a preliminary to trial, defire that all the depend.'infs of the prifoner, Mdmg 

* ojices in India, fhonld be removed from their fituations, for ottierwife it would be impoffible 
to bring him to juftice. 

But the Commons could not think of imitating the arbitrary difpofltion of a man, tvho 
“ waged war againft even the friends or ilependanls of the perfon whtim he wanted to 
poniih. So far, therefore, were the Commons from wifhing ihit thefe people Ihould be 
difmifted, that they would themfeWes produce in evidence .'igainft the prifoner, ihofc very 
atteftatious procured by his friends, and on which he feemed to rely fo much for his de- 

* fence. 

** The produdlion of thefe laudation ks appears to me, faid Mr. Burke, to indicate that 
the prifoner has no great dcpendancc^ipon the merits of his caiife ; and I augur but badly 
tf of his defence, when I fee him refort to il'.oic means, to which perfons Handing at the 
bar of the inferior couils of criminal law in this countiy, never fail to have recourfe, when 

> lhey are not able to defend themfclves by evidence relating to the fa^s with which they 
are charged. — At the Old Bailey, perfons who are indited for murder, burglary, robbery, 
< &c. always call evidence to character, when they have no defence with refpedl to 
ijaa. , 

Witneffes arc then produced, who declare that they have known the prifoner from a 
toy, that he always bore a good and honeft charaaer, and that they would truft him with 
tDtold gold. ’ ' ' 

; - •* But, my Lords, mark the cnnfequence. — This admirable charadler is generally followed 
h,bf Ihf verdia— o viLTY— ; ahd muft always he the cafe, when a man has nothing 
I fiat oharaBer to appoft to irrefragable proofs ; and efaroaer is a commodity fS 
* )Hdily to be numofa^ored or procured,'’ . - • . 
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pofed in Mr. Haftingrs and the confi- 
dence placed in him were great, fo in 
proportion was "his guilt in violating 
them. He maintained the fyftem of cor- 
ruption which he wasfentto deftroy, and 
be' took BRIBES, though he was hound 
not to receive fo much as presents. 

With refpcdt to his receiving mo- 
ney, he had admitted, in his defe nce, 
that the fact had often happened ; hut 
then he juftified his conduct in thofe 
cafes by faying, that money in India is 
often given as a tribute% dec* and that 
in that light and that only he had re- 
ceived it. But this defence could not 
bear him out. 

There were in India, Mr. Burke faid, 
but two fpecies of payments, except for 
goods bought and fold, that could be 
called legale One was called a pes- 
CUSH, and was the confideration which 
was given for a grant of zemiiidaries, 
lands, &c. The amount of this pef- 
cufh was always fpecified in the grant, 
and was always paid into the Exche- 
quer. The fecond fpccies was called 
a fiazir or na%irannah<t and was given 
as a token or acknowledgment of de^ 
pendance^ from an inferior to his fupe^ 
rhr. The nazip was always trifling ; 
the higheft he had ever heard of in 
Ind’a, as given to a nati*ve^ confided of 
loo pieces of a gold coin worth about 
thirty- fix eachj and this nazir 

was to no Icfs a man than the Sovereign 
of Indoftan, the Great Mogul himfelf. 

But what might be a proper prefent 
to the King of Delhi, would be too 
trifling for Mr. Haftings, who took 
whole lacks of rupees at a time. 

Of the fi'ft of thefe two fpecies of 
payments Mr. Haftings could not avail 
bimfclf, becaufe the pefcufh formed a 
part of the public revenue ; and the 
fecond could be no gratification to him, 
becaufe the money that could he fairly 
taken under the denomination of a na- 
zir, muft neceflarily be only to a fm.dl 
amount ; and therefore when he took 
large fums from the natives, for his 
own private ufe, they could be confi- 
dered, let them be coloured by whit 
they might, only in the light of bribes* 

As to the PROOFS which he intend- 
ed to produce of the receipt of 
BRIBES, Mr. Burke faid they were of 
two kinds— one prefumptive^ the other 
pofiti^ve ; and both, he hoped, would be 
found fully fuflicient by their l^ordihtpp* 

He begged leave here to diferiminate 
the parts ohhe charge towb ich he intend- 
jcd to apply the (refumfitivc evidence* 


Mr. Hafimgs was directed by his 
periors in Leadenhall-ftreet to remove 
Mohammed Reza Khan from the of- 
fices which he hc4d under the Nabob 
of Bengal, and to enquire into his con- 
du<!t during his adminillration, which 
was fufptdlcd to be corrupt. 

Mr. Haftings executed the order, 
but with a degree of rigour not en- 
joined, and not warranted by his in- 
ftru(5t!ons — He had caufed Mahommed 
Reza Ktian to be arrefted, and carried 
under a military guard to Calcutta, 
where he was kept a prifoner for near 
two years, under a ftvere reftraint, for 
he was not only not fufTered to pay a 
vifit, but was not permitted even to 
receive one. 

This tre itment of a man of illuftrious 
rank difgufted the natives, who beheld 
writh indignation a man confined under 
a military guard, who had filled the 
higheft offices in the ftate ; who had 
been a kind of Viceroy of a great kin^* 
dorn, under the Nabob of Bengal | and 
who, Mr. Bui ke faid, if he could com- 
pare fttuitions in India with thofe 
which were in fome degree fimilar iq 
England, united in his own perfon the 
feveral higii offices of Firft Lord of the 
Treafury, Lord High Chancellor, Lord 
Chief Juftice, and Lord Archbifliop of 
Canterbury, and who, for the fupport 
of his great dignity, had afalary or in- 
come of ico,oool. 

Though It might have been propel 
to enquire into the conduct of a man 
fufpefttd of mal-adminiftration, yel 
Mohammed Rtza Khan was not a per- 
fon to be treated with indignity; af 
that could be neceflary on the occafior 
was, fo to fecure him that he might be 
forthcoming when his judges were 
ready to try him. The rigour ufed b^ 
Mr. Haftings was employed for corrupi 
purpofes, namely, to compel that Mi> 
nifter to purchafel\\Q indulgence of the 
Governor General. 

Mr. Haftings pradtifed uponhiafean 
more ways th^n one. He a6led as if hi 
wa^ going to proceed againft his pri 
foner with unrelenting rigour; andwit| 
this view he did a moft cruel thing 
for he turned out of office every native 
in the whole kingdom of Bengal, whe 
was indebted for his appointment tc 
Mohammed Rtza Khan, and filled u; 
all the vacancies with perfons knowi 
to be enemies to that unfortunate Mi- 
nifter. In confequence of this meafure. 
great numbers of poor people were re^ 
duced to poverty by the iofs of placet 



t 6 1 


iffhich they had long held, and which 
iverc their only fupport. 

Mr. Hafl>ngs had juftified this mea- 
sure to tlie Court <jf Directors by lay- 
ing, tuajlit'it hid n.'.t taken place, the 
.influence Mohammed Rezi Kl.-iii 
.would have flifled all evidence of hia 
through the means of his crea- 
tures in ofTi 'e. 

Who woi'ld not think, fai<l IMr. 
Burke, after i'ufh ft.'ps as thefe. that 
Mohammtd Kcz • Khan was going to 
be put to a flvere trial? Who vvv uld 
not think th'd hr was to expt'ht nothing 
but incxorablt jaltice ? Biu thofo who 
might think h, knew liulc of Mr. 
Haftings ; for in fa'^j Mohammed wjs 
difmilfcd not only vvit» out punijhmcnt, 
but without trial. So that it 
fairly be prefamed, all things conG ler- 
cd, that as it was not thc^.v/7f off is 
man which hailcaufcd him to be tre^.ied 
with fo much iinjudi liable r'goir at 
firft, fo it wid not to his ;Af,v5rf7;'c that 
he ^As indebted for the reftorafon of 
his liberty, and the end that wa^i put to 
all proceedings ag linft him. It rr/ght 
be fairly lif.-ned he had rmtU. hls/.i, v» 
with Mr. Hsfl ngs, and /*» r,/} 

of nis innocence with which a Cuini 
of JuJlite wuaid not have bwcn fttif- 
fied. 

He trufled tluir Lorddj'ps wryld 
agree with liim, that in this whole pro- 
ceeding there wer^ f^rong / rr /v/ry-z/Tr 
proofs thit ?.Tr. nafting: s ^luf- 
fulman hi.'i libci {y, and the latter actu- 
ally paid the pthf for it. 

There was I'omcthing in circvmfiOH:n% 
which he coniidered incvidciioe at. in- 
finitely fttongtr than the moft /^^/T/iir 
oath* And ^»s actMilAtions fn»ght faiily 
be repelled in fome liliiations by the 
caaruHfrs of the puticd accufed, fo 
ttiey . !^t be fupported by them and 

by circumitincts. 

For intlance, faid Mr. Burke, if a 
man wu? to Iwear to me that he had 
feen the Lord Chancellor, the Lord 
Chief Juttice, and the Archbilhop of 
Canterbury, in their r 0 bc&, rohbin? 
on the highway in open day, I woufd 
jpot b?heve fuch an affertion, though 
upon otitii, bccaufc tl e ad fo fivorn to 
would be contrary to all rules of prvha^ 
hilitjf anti t«^ the charadigrs of the ptr- 
hbnagt’3 ft) accufed, and confeqUknily 
incredible : But were I to fee a man, 
whofc c)AMASti'v iin corruption was ge- 
nerally known, take a rich perfon into^ 
cuftody,. threaten him with the veif 
geance of the law, and the power of 


his cnei^s, and afterwards not only 
not punilh that perfon, but enlarge him 
without having fo much as tfed him, I 
Would inlLititly lay to myfelf, tlu- rich 
man has ^r/.'if./his proftcntor, and pur- 
ch ifed impunity with the ucrifice.of a. 
pu t of hib v/ealtb. And in faying this 
I ihould not fear that I wa^ palling a 
jiuL'mcnt, thoiigli ! hid wo pnjiti'vc 
proof that tlv)p bribe was i<5tuaily given. 

Tne luxt point to which Mi. Burke 
faid he intended to a[)ply prefumptlve 
evidence, related to Munn> Begum. 
But he apprized their Lordihips, that 
he did not mean to coisfint?' hirnfelf en- 
tirely to prijuniptrje proofs on this 
head. 

When Mohammed Re/a Khan was 
removed from his office^, one ot w.iich 
w*5 that of Guardnn and Chief Mi- 
nilUr totlie thtn N bob of Bcimal, w^ho 
w tS at thit Itme minm, Mr. Haflinga 
was oiderrd by the Court of Dirci5tors 
to fupp'y liis place with fomc man of 
knov n oitegnty. 

D’d Mr. Hallings piy ready obedi- 
ence to this ordei ? No. On the con- 
liaiy, lu* C’lrp’-tvly diliegirded it; 
rr.u inflc.;d of a nimed a tv'mnn 

tv) fd! i:i' i'Ttpcii e of Cuai cii\tn 

aisvl »?/ '•'/; »* t'. ilie young Pi nice. 

Th.‘ ciicMinll *n.ts altcmling this 
aj poiu'.mcnt ucic of a nature that 
llrongly indiv'atcd in the Go- 

tirii-'r Cvn.i’d. — 'Fo make this appear 
oly, iVb. nurkc giuea fliort hiltory 
of Miiuny ILguin. Thi' woman W'as 
bora .1 si.AVE, a pajscjng Giaj- 
hy Trade, a-.d riiosT’T ute by pro- 
FES>iON. Tl ofe who knew any thing 
f-f India, kmw that the pancing 
GIRLS wer?; the very oulcafts of fc- 
c:cty. Dancing in India was not con- 
lidcred in Kurope; it was not th.it 
wuh’f.ic AwCi grvii^tful movement wnicfi 
gives eafe ino dignity to the carriage, 
which polilhes the manners WMthoi;t 
corrupting the morals, and which the 
moll innv)cent and virtuous of the fair 
frx vely propc'iy ftndy to acquire and 
improve. Dancing in India confllted 
ill immodcjl and li<fii>vious geftiires, and 
in aiftions wh.ch could not be named in 
an alfembly fuch he had the honour 
to aodrefs. This dancing girl, this 
Miinny Begum was employed, among 
others, to dance before the prefent 
Nabob's father, who taking a liking to 
her, for fome time cirried on a com- 
merce with her ; Ihe told him at lafl: 
file was pregnant, and made him bev 
lievc ihe was fo by himi Upon this he 
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took her into the ^cre flic 

was ddivereti of a fo.n, and where flie 
was treated with the fame refpe<5t a^ 
the reft: of the ladies of that place. 
Her influence was To guat, that flie 
procured \\zxhajlard Ion to fiicceed the 
Nabob, to the prejudice oi his legiti- 
mate children, and accordingly he 
afccrided the tlironc, after the death of 
his fiippofen f^thcr. His mother had 
all authority under him . hut his reign 
was of. a Ihort duration, for he d»ed a 
minor. The tldeft legitimate ion of 
the old Nabob was then raifecl to the 
throne, and hts mr.tlnr, a pr ncvf^ of 
illuilritius birth, w.ij in veiled vA^h the 
dominion of the iVr.igli , fiom whi^ h 
Munny Begum h.ul been rcmovid at 
the dcrkih of her ion. Under tids 
young N iboh, M^jhirsuntd \ic7i 
pownicd tl'e courury. Wlu n Mi. 
Ilallings reniovr»i hur, the r v'-vof the 
N.ihidin cquefu-'i ihc (h»v;n. 'rOenei.d 
would appoint r’ri to fill the vacancy 
occ.ilioiico by thi.«i remov ' the unele 
w.r> t Pnuce whom Mr. Ilalhngs mm- 
ftlf defoiitied a?- a man vviilmut amln- 
tion, ai.d bv no means dangcrou*' ; 
and therefore he might have been ap- 
pointed .vith fifcty to the CompMiy’s 
intcreft. But this Prince was/m»*, he 
had nuth'ng to fupport hirnfclf and 
family but a pcnlion from the Com- 
pany; a perf n fo fituaied had btlle 
chance of fucceeding with a man of the 
4:har^ft^ T of Mr. HaA'ngs. 

The pcrloii moll fit for the feraelio 
was the relpcdable mother of the Na- 
bob; but Muuny licgum, the dan- 
cing GIRL, who knew the world, gam- 
ed the tavour of Mr. liallings by mcr ns 
of irreJ.jVible arguments, ar.d by him 
flie was ippointed ruler of the king- 
dom, in tlie name of hex Jiep f-.nt whole 
own mother was removed. 

Thus, inft.ad of appointing ^man to 
fucceed Mohammed Rezi Khan, ac- 
cording to the Company’s orders, he 
appointed a *ivoman, who, according to 
^the manners of Al'n, could not he j'feih 
and to whom no one coidd fpc.’k I'lit 
on a difierent lide of a cn-tain from 
her ; and a woman fo fitiiatcd was to 
prefide over the admin'dlrarion of all 
affairs, civil,' judicial, rchgious, and 
military. 

By order of the Company, Mr, Haf- 
tuigs was to appoint to this fituation a 
■pcifon of hitc^7'!ty : the w.iy in which 
he obeyed his luperiors was by tru fling 
the government of the country, and 
the education of lie young Princt, to 
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a perfon who, having been a DANCfNC^ 
GIRL, had been of courfe a. PROSTI* 
TOTfc by rROFIiSSlON. 

To accoiiMi for tflin ftrange conduct 
in the Governor General, Mr. Burke 
faid, Munny Begum offered two lacks 
of rupees^ or about z2,oool. fleriing for 
the fituation. Mr. Haflings accepted 
the offer, touch, d the money ; and fhc, 
to the difgracc of the Britifl) govern- 
ment, waa placed at the head of affairs. 

But the dilobedience of orders did 
not flop here. The Court of Diredlori 
ordered Mr. Hdlings to make reduc- 
tions in the Nabob’s eftdblilhmentSj 
and cnulc the favings to be paid into 
the Comp.un's treafury. They or- 
dered nun ..t the fame time to caufe 
tegular accounts of thofe fivings to be 
kjpt, rc'.d tr.mimittfd from time to 
tisf.e to F.n..'iand. But though the rc- 
cluclions Wilt: madCjiH) rucounl of the 
fav.iigs w >s kept, at k ifl none were 
ever tranfiniUrl to England. The fav- 
ings, how I vvi, wire known to amount 
to about 9:>,ogol. a year, the whole 
of whic.h, It was extnmely probable,* 
Ml . H iflingj^ had converted to his own 
piivateuft ; for what w'ns rt m.irkably 
fulpicious in .ill th fe trai.f-* ions re- 
I-itive lo M('ha»r, tiled Rezi Klun and 
Munny Bi r;um, the G .v. r o G-ner?,! 
aided without the concuircnre, or fo 
much ab Uit kiiowL itge of his Coileaguei 
ill the CoLiiiCil. 

Thus all the paiir^ which the Com- 
p.-.ny hid taUui to pint tluirkrvants 
b<.)on(' the icaeh t/t ten ptatirn, or at 
Icall of wrie tnlirciy loft— 

ill vain had ihty tttiKd upc n the Go- 
veiuor Genei.d an income of near 
30, cool, fterling a rt-ir, wliKh had 
been Ihougiit I'ufticiciit lor tiiat puiA^ 
pidc, n<U n erely by the Couit . Di-'^ 
rectors, but by ihe Council of .ueDgal 
itfeif. 

Ii Mr. Hdlings .hirvifilf wms to be 
believed, it Wre j'nfii ient not only to 
fupp ft ill i'pLiidoiJ! tlie office of Gij- 
vernor Gciural, but tenable l»im in a 
few ycr rs** ^vli*j prilbncr's own words) 
•' to lay bv enough to make hnr. com- 
fortable and iinh pendent all the ufl of 
bis lift.” The priUmer had enjoyed 
th.it fitndtn.n r^wr fotirifcn ;;iid 

yet it tMd been lui.i iiclcd di)n,vui by 
t*is tr tnitp, tb^'t he was comp ir.iciviiy 
pOi r. fn his Mip.uti.s in Council, he 
b-Mlled rh.it Tame and thegoi’.d Ojiimon 
of hiscoiiinry were his gre.it 
be ore which all ccuihdtTaiio.ns e." fqr^ 
tau: Qi <x4 4.lV". u.cJ avva}. 


The 
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The defirc of fame for fenrices done 
to one's country, though not •virtue^ 
was certainly the belt counterfeit of it, 
the beft fubditute tor it, and was truly 
laudable* The man who felt an ardent 
paflion for honeft fame would be ft^und 
luperior to every grovelling paflion; 
all bis ai5tions would partake of the 
ruling pal1ion> and bear the imprellion 
of nobUnefs> But nothing of this was 
to he found in Mr. Haflings : he aJfeQcd 
to dijregard a brilliant fortune, and to 
look only for a competent one, and to 
ewrt only the good opinion of his coun^ 
try* What was now his (ituation ? Ke 
bad failed in every thing. By his own 
declaration, he who wanted a compe* 
tency only, was a bankrupt xn fortune ; 
and he who had conftantly in view the 
good opinion of his coutttry^ which he 
confidcred as the great reward of all 
his labours and fervices, was now a 
frifouer at their Lord (hips' bar, his 
COUNTRY his ACCUSER. 

The accufations which ftood againft 
him were not for adts of direful de* 
folation and (laughter- Such adls in 
general were privileged crimes, the 
effedts oi fuperior vju'kednefSf and con- 
^quently were not likely to be often 
repeated- But the crimes which were 
laid to the charge of Mr. Hallings were 
of the, grovelling kind, which did not 
ufually grow upon a throne, but were 
hatched in dunghills. However, when 
they were earned to the throne, and 
fandioned by the bigheft authority, 
then they became not the effedls of a 
momentary palTion, but the confe- 
quences of a fyftcmatic plan, which 
originating in a fordid foul, could never 
give way to a noble and generous ini- 
pulfe. 

The fountain-head being corrupt 
and impure, the whole ilream muft 
partake of the corruption ; the chief 
ruler himfelf being the example of cor- 
ruption, mud necelTarily encourage, 
inftead of reprefling and deftroying it ; 
and thus a general fyftem of bribery 
and peculation take place through the 
whole government. This, Mr. Burke 
faidf was a true pidlurc of the public 
fcrvice in Bengal, from one end of it to 
the other. ^ 

Having dwelt long upon this point, 
Mr. Burke next adverted to thofe adit 
of corruption of which Nuncomar had 
g^ven information to the Council. 

The charges brought by Nuncomar 
againft tbe Coveroor Ceacral dei>cad* 


ed upon many circumftances, and be 
had named (b many witnefles who 
were to fupport them, that if they 
u^ere falfe, he afforded the very beft 
means that Mr. Haftings could wifli to 
refute them.— But without ever de- 
claring that they were falfe, he refufed 
to meet them ; he vilified the accufer, 
and repeatedly diflblved the Council, 
that his colleagues might not be able to 
proceed in their enquiries into tbeie 
charges. They made fome progrefs, 
however, and Nuncomar's evidence 
together with that of hi^ fon Rajah 
Gourdafs was taken, in which they 
mentioned the films which they them- 
fclves had paid him in the name of 
Mutiny Begum ; the very fpecida of 
coin in which they were paid j the bags 
in which the money was tied up, and 
the exchange that was paid, and to 
whom, for giving the current coin of 
Calcutta in its (lead. This was cor- 
roborated by a letter from Munny Be- 
gum herfelf: and to crown all, Nun. 
comar deflred that Canto Baboo, Mr. 
Haflings’s own banyan, might be exa- 
mined to all thefe points. The Go- 
vernor General, however, who was 
bound by regard fof his own honour, 
who was bound by the orders of the 
Company to enquire into a6ls of pecu- 
lation and corruption, and by an adl 
of Parliament, under the authority of 
which Commiflioners had been fent to 
India for that purpofe, not only difo- 
beyed the Company and the Legifla- 
ture, but would not fuffer his own 5*r- 
v.4nt to obey either. It might be pro- 
per, perhaps, for a man bold in con- 
feious rectitude, to oppofe his general 
charaHer to general accufation $ but it 
was a mark of wcaknefs, not to fay of 
guilt, to oppofe general charadler to 
fpecific accufations, fuch as were tbg 
charges brought a^ainft him by Nun- 
comar. He had indeed reviled that 
Rajah, called him wretch, and the molt 
contemptible of his country. 

But Nuncomar was in his own ccun- 
try, by his equal in dignity to any 
^eer among their Lordlhips ; in facred^ 
Tiefs of charadlcr to any Bijhop $ in gra-^ 
viiy of deportment to any Judge \ and 
iu fortune to mod Princes. 

Here I^Tr. Burke faid, that if the 
Counfcl ihould hereafter be fo injudi- 
cious as to attempt to bring forward the 
convidlion of Nuncomar, for the pur- 
pofe of deflroying the of thefe 
charges, he would open that feene of 

aiiOdo 
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BLOOD to thcir LordHiips' view, and 
ftitw them how Nuncomar was mur- 
DERUD under forms of law. 

I'he Idff point on which Mr. Burlfe 
touched, w»s the lack and a half of 
lupecs yjivcn to Mr, Haltinps» aa a 
hiibe, when he wtiit to Moorflicdabad, 
the relidencc of the Nabob of Bengal. 
It appeared that the Tieafiucr of that 
Princcj not knowing under what head 
^ of accounts to place the expenditure of 
that fum, coiifulted the Prince, who 
delired him to put it under the head of 
expences enUriai)iing Haftings. 

Now filch expences could not have 
been incurred on this head ; for the 
entertainment muff have been not only 
extravagant, but abfolutely beyond the 
means of the Nabob, as their Lordihips 
fhould fee. 

By order of the Company the Na- 
bob's allowance for all his expences, 
had been reduced from 250,000!. a 
year to i6o,qoo 1. now the entertain- 
ment of M*-. Haftings, at the rate of a 
lack and a half of rupees for Icfa than 
three mouths that he lUid with the Na- 
Ixib, mull coll 200I. per day, and near 
70,000!. a year j and as Mr. Middle- 
ton ha<l alfo a larg 4 allowance for e//- 
UrlaDinfHti almoft the whol: of the 
Nabob’s income imifl have been fpent 
upon thefe txuo p> rfo^/s ; a d< gfec of 
hofpit.ilitv this would be, which no 
Prince in Alia or Kurope could afford 
to exercilV. 

But wiiat rendered it extremely 
fliamct’ul in the Govci nor General, who 
admitted that he coll ihc Nabob the 
lack and half of rupees, though he 
w'oiild not allow thar he had pocketeU 
the money, to fullli fucli an ailicleas 
th's to appcrir under the Imd of r;7/rr- 
tfiinmeni^ was, that by the reduction of 
the Nabob’s inco.ne, he had reduced to 
abfolutc bcg„Mry about /out tecu hundt tU 
of the decayed nol^iltty and of 

Bengal, who by the inirodiiiMion ot the 
Englifli into this country, were driven 
,^o<n all places, both civil and military, 
Which Wert cngioOVd by thele foreign- 
ers, and hid nothirtg ui the world to 
fuhfift upon, but fmall penlions from 
the Nabob, which were taken tiom 
them when that Prince's allowance was 
reduced. 

Had the cxpence to which Mr. Haf- 
tings put the Nabob been allowed for 
the ufe of this b(,)dy of gentry, it would 
have fed them all, numerous as it was ; 
but it was as it were fated, that Mr. 
Haftings ^ould not fo much as dins 
with9ut creating ^ famine » 


Thus it was that Mr. Haftings prayed 
not upon the opulent^ but the poor^ thcl 
needyy and the oeggars : at their ex- 1 
pence did he cram 4 ii 8 infatiable maw* | 
He was not like ttie Eagle, which 
feemed to pride itfelf in contendingf 
with a prey that was able to ftrugglej 
with it ; but he was like a Vttl:ure, that! 
faftened upon carrion, a prey tha^ 
could make no refiftance* 

There was a mockery of feeling in 
the account given by Mr. Haftings of 
the fttu-!t;on of thefe decayed gentle- 
men. Me faicl that he reduced without 
relurtance the Nabob’s elephants, me- 
nageries and (tables $ but when he was 
obliged to cut off the penfions, which 
he knew to be the only fupport of thefe 
unfortunate families, he laid his heai't 
was bleeding whilll he was doing it, 
Kxiicr ABLE iiYrocRiSY I Cried Mr* 
Burke, jnsulting fiTV] X know 
not in which this man was mvrft cruel-— 
in (tripping ihtie people of their 
only fuppori — or in prett nAhv^ to lei I 
for their diftrelVc?, when the daily ex- 
ptnee to which his table put the Nabdb, 
would have removed them all. 

It being by llna time four o’clock, 
Mr. Burke laid, he would nor detain 
their Lordihips my longer dayy with 
the opening ol the fevcntli charge. 

Thtir L**rdlhips then adiiiurntd the 
Court. 

Thirty S r- v e m h Day. 

WlDN'I SD^Y, ApRIF, 23. 

The Loids imt in their robes ai 
ufiial i but on account of the liidikii 
inUifporuion of ^^r. Buike, the I'rial 
WMS adjoin ntil till Suiinl.iy, and a 
nirfTagc ft lit to i he Coininuns to ac- 
quaint them di' rtwith. 


T H I It T Y - L l G H T H D A 
Saturday, April 2 t- 
Thi.s day Mr. Bui ke p» oceeded in 
his o[eningof the fevtnlh article of im- 
peachment. 

He reminded their Lordlb’ps, that 
when he had hit llie honour ofaddrch 
ling them, he Ibewtd that trom various 
circnmlt'uicc^ attmuiijg ui/uiy of 
the piiloiur’s adniiniftration, there wag 
ftrong ground tuT prefimiug him to b<? 
guilty of corruption, and that ihls pre- 
lumpiion of giidt w^s turned iniorifr- 
tahiiy by poidl've proofs — fo that their 
Lordihips would h ive in this cafe the 
nioft fitipfadtory evidence— 
evidence, nrifing from the nature .md 
C citcumftancca 
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drcumftances of the meafurcs on which 
the chargCf then under confidcration, 
was founded — and po/tiive evidence, 
confiding either tn written documents, 
or the oral teftimony of witntlTes. 

The prefuntption of guilt, aiifing out 
of circumftances which ait<n/Ied the 
meafures of the prifoner’s o(>vernmcnt, 
was confirmed alfo by a variety of cir- 
cumfiances that followed thole mea- 
fures* On this ground he begged leave 
to go a little at*large into the condiidl 
of the prifoner, which, he contended, 
was of itfelf, and without any other 
proof, fufficient to fix upon him the 
guilt of peculation and corruption. 

When the Council of Bengal was 
new modelled, and S'r John Claveriiig, 
Colonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, 
were appointed members of it, ordeys 
Were fent out by the Court of Direc- 
tors to that Council, to eiujuiic* into 
the adts of peculation and opprefli.m 
that might have been committed iijum 
the natives hy any of the Company's 
fervants in India. 

In obedience to tbrfe orders, the 
three ge Alemen whom he had juft 
named fet on foot an enquiry into 
the truth of charges of bribery and 
peculation delivered at the Board 
againft the Governor Otneral himfelt. 
But that gentleman, inftead of meet- 
ing the charges with that confidence 
which became a man bold in confcioiis 
innocence, refuftd to make any de- 
fence : nay, he refufed to meet the ac- 
r.ufcrs — and If filled all enquiry to the 
utmoft of his pnwer. With rhis view 
he repeatedly difiblved the meeting# of 
the Council, and en<le«voi!rtd, as far 
as in him lav, to frullratc Ihtir re- 
fearches, and to withftand ihe autho- 
rity of the Company, by onpofing 
execution cf the oroers fent from the 
Court of Directors to the Governoi- 
Gencral and Council, to fet fuch en- 
quiries on foot. 

Such a line of condudl could not 
h ve been adopted by the prifoner but 
with a view to fcrccn himfclf from the 
confequences, which he well knew 
niuft follow enquiry- The fiiifts to 
which he was driven to fave appear- 
'^imcej, at the fame time that he wiftied 
,.^o efcape deteflion bud panifiiincnt, 
' ferved only to confirm and give addi- 
tional weight to the charges that had 
been brought againft him. 

: Notwithftancung his defire to be 
thought innocent t he never once at- 
tempted to deny the receipt of the mo- 


ney which he was accufed ofhayil^g 
taken as a bribe} but inftead of at- 
tempting: to defend himfelf, began an 
attack upon his colleagues at the 
Council Board, whom he charged with 
partiality, and a kind of confpiracy to 
dellroy his character. 

^ Inftead of ftiewing that the accufa- 
tion which had been recorded againft 
him was unfounded, he endeavoured 
to prove, as far as bare aflerlions could 
prove it, that Sir John Clavering, Co- 
lonel Morifoii, and Mr. Francis were at 
the bottom of this acrufation, and that 
it was on their fuggcltion that it was 
brought. 

But even if that had been true, and 
tbefe gentlemen had really encouraged 
others to ft and forward and acciife the 
Governor General, could it be faid 
that it followed from fuch a cirewm- 
ftance, that the accufation was falfe, 
and that his colleagues had fuborned 
and countenanced falfe witneftes?— 
Might it not be inferred that the en- 
couragement held out on fuch an oc- 
caiion, might be no more than this— 
that ihefe gentlemen would protect all 
perfons, who, having any difeovery to 
make relative to ads of bribery, cor- 
ruption, or peculation, committed by 
any of the Company’s fervants, w'ould 
ftand forward, and communicate it to 
the Bortrd ? 

As it was at leaft pnjfdjle that the 
motives of thefe gentlemen might be 
good, what could the w^orld think of 
the only fpecies of defence made by 
Mr. Haftings, which conlifted in no- 
thing but the *vili[ying traducw\^ 
the gentlenr.en, who, in obedience to 
tlieurdeisof the Court of Directors, 
their fuperii>rs, were endeavouring to 
difcover whether any, and what ads of 
peculation had been committed by the 
Eriglifh in India, and by whom ? 

Kven if ihefe gentlemen had been 
animated in their enquiry by a fpirit of 
ho;ciliry to Mr. Haftings, and had given 
evident marks of a determined refolu- 
tion to reprefent him to the Court of 
Diredors as guilty of peculation, ftill, 
as in purfuing the enquiry, no matter 
with what motive, they were in point 
oifafl ading in obedience to the or- 
dero of their fuperiors, it was the duty 
of the accufed, at leaft, to declare that 
the accufation brought againft him was 
untbunded. Had Mr. Haftings done 
this, he might have availed himfelf af- 
terwards of the advantage which this 
evident hoftility of bis colleagues 
* would 
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would have given himi and made it a 
collateral part of his defence. 

But from the day on which the 
Charges were firft brought, down t<f 
the prcfent moment, Mr Haftinps had 
never once ventured to fay that the 
grounds of the charges were falfc, and 
that he had never received the fums of 
money which he was accufed of having 
taken as bribes. 

< But it was a much eafier talk to rati 
at his colleagues, than to difprove the 
charges. Unfortunately, howcvcijfor 
Mr. Hillings, the charafters of thofc 
colleagues flood far beyond the reach 
of his calumny. The gentleman 
amongfl them againft whom the Gover- 
nor General levelled his moft bitter in- 
vectives, and whom he conlidcrtd as 
moft hoftile to him, was the late Sir 
John Clavering, whom many of their 
Lordfhips muft have known. 

No one who had ever been acquaint- 
ed with that worthy man, or with his 
character, but muft feel that fiich a 
perfon w^as incapable of adV'ng under 
the impulfe of the pitiful motives to 
Which Mr. Haftings had afertbed his 
conduft. The world knew that he had 
pafted through the difleient degrees of 
the military profeflion with a cliaraifter, 
which pointed him out as a model for 
the whole army to imitate. His repu- 
tation for unimpeachable liousur and 
inflexible integrity, endeared him to all 
bis acquaintance, and to the whole 
army. His heart was free from the 
meaiiiiefs which prompts fome nun to 
fupphint others, or to injure tlum in 
thtir good name, as his reputation was 
from (tain or blemifli. In a word. Sir 
John Clavering was no lei's an «’rnanicnt 
to human nature than to his proteflion ; 
be was as good a man as he was an 
able officer. 

What advantage then could Mr. 
Haflings expcdl to derive from an at- 
tempt to impute bale or dilhoiiourable 
motives to fuch a perlbn ? This was a 

•iQiicflion to which Mr. Burke laid he 
would give no other anlwerthan this— 
That the pri loner muft have thought it 
fafer to do or fay any thing rather than 
plead to the charges brought againft 
him, or fuffer the enquiry to proceed, 
whilft the poflibility of crufliing it was 
dill in his power. 

In point of Mr- Haftings derived 
no advantage from this attack upon Sir 
John CUvering and his colleagues. 
The Court of Dire£tors, to whom all 
th« minutes that had been entered in the 


Council-books by both parties, relative 
to the chargcb brought agatnft Mr< 
Haftings, had been ftnt, in the moft 
exprrls and pofltive ananner approved 
ot the condutfl ol the former, and cen- 
flired the hitter for having relifled the 
cnquiiy which they thtmfelves had 
ftridly enjoined the Council to inft tute 
and puHue: and they further com- 
manded Mr. Haftmgs to give them fa- 
tisfacftic n on thofe points which formed 
the heads of the accufation againft him. 

But the Court of Directors could not 
make Mr. Haftings pay obedience to 
Ihcjr orders. He piomifed, indeed, 
that he would explain thofc points; 
but he found means to evade the per- 
formance of h s promife. 

Here Mr. Burke oblerved, that when 
a perlbn accufed fays he will explain 
the grounds of the charge, he nmift be 
confidered as admitting the faGs upon 
which the charge is founded, though 
he might aftei wardb deny the injacitces 
drawn from them. For none could be 
fo abfiird as to explain what had no 
exiftence* 

But this explanation had never yet 
been made; the excufe pleaded by the 
prifoner, whilft he was in India was, 
that as the charges might be made the 
grounds of a profccution, or a fuit in a 
Court of Law, he ought not to difclofe 
his defence in the firft inftance, but to 
referve it t II he fliould be called upon 
to make it before a proper tribunal. 

Since his return to England, his ex- 
cufe was, that as no fuit or profecution 
was commenced againft him, he con- 
fidered the bulinrfs as dropt, and a de- 
fence confcqiunily unneceflary^ 

Thus this excellent mafter of the 
fciencc of defence was able to pairy off 
the ncccfljty of explaining his conduft 
by means the moft lingular and oppo- 
liter If the accufation was to end in a 
trial, he wan not to explain before trial ; 
am! it the profecution was fuftered to 
fleep, then there could be no nectflity 
for an explanation : lb that the charges 
m^glil remain unanlwercd for ever. 

Mr. Burke begged leave to make a 
remark or two upon the danger which 
the prifoner afFtdtcdly faid might at- 
tend him, if he was to explain the 
giounds of the^zharges, whdlt there 
wr.s a poflibility that they might termi- 
nate in a trial. 

From the good fcllowfliip in which 
it appe.ired to their Lord (hips that 
Mr. Haftings and Sir Elijah impey lived, 
they would fee that the foimer could 
C % have 
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hAve no great occaHon for much auxicity 
* about the event of any luit lliat might 
be inilituted againft him in the Coujrt 
of the latter. Siir Khjih Impey was 
rot a likely man to Jhai t thj la^ to 
make it reach Mr- parUcii- 

larly to favour a falfe ai. cnl.it'.on. Tiic 
prifoner, tliercfore, coiiUl not be Jc* 
terred by any appreheiilion of €lant-.er 
in AyZ/a, from an cxplaiialion of hid 
conduct. 

The next thin^ then to beconlulcred 
was, whether he had any thing to ap- 
prehe^Kf in a Court of Law in Eyi'^laml 
from fuch explanation. 

He certainly had not, if Mr. Haftinps 
himfelf might be believed •* for in re- 
comniendiiv to the Court of Diredois 
a plan which he himfclf had propofed 
in the c^rly pirt of hit adminiftration, 
which would have left ail the Com- 
pany’s fervints in India at the mercy of 
the Governor General, who might clif- 
fnifs them from the fervice witiiout 
giving them a hearing ; he faid, that 
the forms of proceeding and titles <•£ 
evidence laid tiown 'Pcl ellabldhtd in 
the Courts of Lriw in lir-glaiid, would 
rather facilitate the efcap. of an Oiien- 
tal delinquent from pii nub nr.cut, thou,; h 
the cries of the people JhoiiVi call for 
vengeance on him, than enable the 
Company to 1 r ng him to punillimcnt. 

Upon' this pnneipJe, then, it might 
be faid, that Mr. Haftoigs had nic-iUicd 
himfelf from theneceiruy of explaining 
his condu6l, under the nppreheniiou of 
a trial from which he had noihir^ to 
fear, not bcca life he vv.io but 
becaufe the law could not icacli him, 
on account of the particular ti vurn- 
ll.mces of places, perfons, a’ul (bft.mcc. 

The fcruples and dtlic.icy ot Mr. 
li'jfiings might tbertforc be fafely 
pronounced lo be aifedUd, or afTurr.cd 
only for the piiipofe of evading the 
promife of an cxplan:i»ion, hecaiifc ho 
knew he could not cx,j!iin away the 
force of the acculVdion, or cltnbliih his 
iniiotence* 

If it had been fr.^rn an idea th^t it 
would be lowering his engnity lo de- 
fend himfelf ag.dnlt ch.vro. s which he 
conceived lo be com. ten a need by thofe 
whom he coufi ’cr cl as his cntmics" 
in the CcninciU fti.o*y would have , 
availed himfelf of the opportunity 
which the death of Sir John Clavering ; 
and Colonel Moidbn g.ive him, and byj 
^which he w as reirdtated in the pleni-^^ 
'fude of power, to prove that thofegen*’ 
t/cnitn had been actuitid by malice: 


againft him, and that the charges had 
|not even a fhadow of found ‘ition in truth* 

^ Jiut had he (ince their death attempt- 
ed to prove any fuch thing? No; he 
had ever fince obferved a lilcnce upon 
Ihofe charges, which nothing could 
force liim to breik. — Innocence owed 
it to itfc’if to ple^id at lealt not p;uiltv, 
and tleclarcd a fiKe chark’e to he lo. 
hnt Mr. Hin''ng' Ind not pud even this 
font tribute to innocence. Why ? Ke- 
vcMifc he was not innocent. Guilt 
hid put a s MAT. upon hia lips, which 
norhmg could break. 

' Had there been in the bienft of Mr. 
iHaftinps a fpark of that hnneil iiidigria- 
ition, which never fails to fire the breaft 
|of an innocent pet fori wrongfully ac- 
fcufed, the lanpiuge and ientiu'ents 
a\huh Sir John Cl ivcring hnl h;ld and 
icnteitainco of turn, and which Ise had 
recordtd in the archives ot the k^It- 
iiuli.i Company, w’ould have naadc it 
blaze forth. 

In a minute entered by Sir John, and 
which w'as r. ad by Mr. UiirUe, tint 
General dcclired, ** tliat Mr. Maftings 
had made himlelf a degraded chirai^tcr 
in the eye a both oi India and of j'.u- 
rope, for his pecuUtion, his coiriip- 
lion, and o}^ prt ifionsd’ 

Such language as this had been un- 
able to iiiake Mr. IIallir*gs vindicate 
his inn cence and hia lu nr.iir, by en- 
tering upon hisdeftnee. He did not 
r/are to defend h-mlclf, becaufe he 
knew he could not but difcloie his 
r.uij.r, if he was to attempt to an- 
fw'er the charger. 

W'lut, f.iid Mr. Burke, couM make 
this proud and haughty Ruler of India 
lubfnjt to fuch larigiiagt, and bear wit ii 
fuch opprt'bruirn ? G'w'/, conscious 
The curled love of MONEY had 
got pjOllu )u of his foul ; and in 
the conteiTi plat ion of his detefled 
wtAf.TH, he found fufficieni confola- 
tion lor the iofs of charader and of 
honour, lliider the laih Of Sir John 
Clavtnng, and the execration ot ali,^ 
Ali.i, he fet-med lo fay with ibePoet— 

^Pnpulitj mcfibilut, at mi hi phiudo^ 

— — ct nummos lontemplor in area* 

It was this love of money that had 
m.ide him deaf to the calls of glory, and 
ycallous to the feelings of honour. It 
W.IS this unhounded and infariable paf- 
fion for money, that had feared his 
confcience and his feelings ; and hap»y 
in the accumulation of wealth, even 
by the fouled means, he could btar^ 

un- 
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unmoved, the moft cutting reproaches 
• of Sir John CUvering : “ 11^ lay down 
‘ in his STYF, of INFAMY — WALLOW- 
1“ Enin the FILTH of disgrace — 
and rATiENED upon tie offals 
, “ and FXCRFMI NIS of DISHONOUR.” 
lie fuffered his name to be branded 
not only to cotemporaries, hur to pofte- 
rity, by the charges and obfervations 
recorded by Sir John Ciaveriiig againfl: 
him in the archives of the Company. 
Whilft that gentleman lived, Mr. Haf- 
tinps did not dare to meet thofc charges; 
nor had he attempted to give the leaft 
anlwcr to them even after his death * 
they rem lined to this day uiiaiiTwered, 
and iinrcfiited. 

l*ofteriiy would not credit the afper- 
fions t<i which Mi. Raftings had had 
recourfe, inftead of a dcfer'ce, and 
winch he dealt lb liberally upon Sir 
John C .ivtrringand his colic igues. 

The lecords of the Company would 
lliew how little thei'e aiperfions were 
founded. The panegyrics pronounced 
bv the Court ol Dit colors upon Sir 
Jv)lin Cl.ivcring, and corded in their 
archJvefs, bore a glorioufi teftimony to 
the honour, charaaer and merits of that 
great itLni. When Xired out by the coii- 
ll.oit oppofuion given by iMr.Raftiugsto 
the execution of every plan cither re- 
commended or commanded by the 
Company, Sir John Clavering lent home 
a rclignatjon of his feat at the Council 
Board, the Court of Direi‘Ll:or8 retufed 
to accept It ; and gave for reafon, that 
his retreat from the Council Board 
would be an irreparable injury to the 
Compiny’s fei vice. They at the fame 
time beftowed the moft unequivocal and 
iinqualiiicd approbation on the ^whole of 
his conouiit, whilft he had been in their 
fervice ; iiiid entreated him, by his 
Icve for his country, not to think 
of rcligiiiiig a lituation in which 
he had done fo much good, and in 
which fo much more remained to be 
done. 

. John Clavcring died foon after, 
iPd litftiAlh of a broken hcaif- Mr, 
Burke read from one of the Company's 
books part of a letter wTitteii on that 
occalioii to the Governor and Council, 
in which they fpoke in terms of the 
moft warm panegyric of the deccafed, 
and txprcftVd a deep concern for the 
heavy lofs which the Company had 
luftained by his death. 

Here Mr. Burke a^ed if fuch a man, 
fo revered and honoured, was capable 
of bringing unfounded sicciifations, or 
eouiiteiMuciiig falfe ^ccufers. 'He 


alked, whether there Tv.ns a man upom 
earth, hew bold foever he might be in 
confeious innocence, Mi. Raftings ex- 
cepted, who would have thought I’ghtly 
of charges countenanced by fuch a 
man as General Clavering? He faid 
he was furc that ev» ry man whi> had 
a chaiadter that be injured by an 

acciifation, would haw thought it nc- 
cc'fiary to defend i*, when the name of 
Sir John Ch.vcring was in any degree 
connedicd with the charge ; becaufe 
fuch a name would give a weight to it, 
in the opinion of :hc wor'd, even 
though the witnc/n^a might not be the 
moft unimpeachable; men- 

Why then did not Mr. Raftings meet 
the charges iindtr fuch ( ircumftancet ?' 
Bccauft., fdd Mr. Burke, he wab guUfy, 
and could not hut. expofe his gu:it, by 
attrmpting to liifprove it. This 
fumpiion againit the pril'oner giew na- 
turally out of the circnmf.ar.ct 6 of the 
cale ; and in the opoiion of all impar- 
tial men ought to hr confidered as tan- 
tamount to an adrniifion cf the charge. 

Ml. Buike next obferved, that the 
prifoiur had inv?iiahly rr.iftakcn his 
own lituation ; he oorlidered theConi- 
piny, in the ca(e of the charges alluded 
to, as plaintiffs and projecutors^ and 
himfclf as a eie/enJanti whereas the 
true relation in wtiich they flood to 
each other, was that of masters and 
servant. Wnen the Direiilors re- 
quired him to explain the grcuinds of 
his conduft in this cafe, he declined 
obcd'cnce to their requ»lition, and faid 
he w'ould rei'erve his defence for a 
Court of Law'. 

Mr. Burke alk.'d their Lordfliips, 
what ai.y oik' of tl-cni would think of 
fuch langu ge from his (ieWMid. If a 
fteward wms lu<pe£led or accufed of 
ooprcfling the tcinnts, dilapidating the 
fftate, and emhez/.'.ing the rcMits, and 
his Lonifliip (h'ui’d dclire h^m to ex- 
plain his conduct, and remove the 
grounds of ruipicuin ; what w<»uld be 
the afloiiilbmcnf of that Lord, if he 
fhould hear hi? ftt\va|d reply, “ 1 will 
“ give no explanation now ; bring your 
“ aflionagainft me ; 1 will rclerve my 
“ defence tor a Cm: it i l Ltv.’* 

This wa; Ih^ iM-.'.Mfe IrtOcinge that 
Mr. Raftings hv id tn the Coi»rl of Di- 
re£fory, his masters, to wiiom, as 
their si-rvani, he owed oe’. i»j;,NCE, 
and to whom he was of cm-i rc hr.u.idi 
when they n quired ii, to expla n his 
conduft. — But it was not wiy fur- 
prizing that a man lliiuiid pcrilna- 
cioufly with -hold explanation, liovvcver 
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hW fccn or lizard of thcfc coftly enter- one arifing from concealment ; the other 
i^ainmcnts. Of all the virtues there from tirtcClion^ or confejfton of the pri- 
|WAi only one which derived luftre from foner, who finding it inipoflible to con- 
^'concealmcnt, and /.hat was charity : ceTal any longer from the ferjatinizing 
>PUBHciTY was part of the splendor eye of Parliament his manv and cnor- 
iof ALL OTHERS, particularly hospi- mous bribes, at lait contefled that he 
Waliiy. had received certain fums of money 

When an entertainment was given to privately, and made a merit of dilVo- 
great pcrlbnagcs, preparations were vering what he faid he might have kept 
made, and numbers ot guefts were in- for ever fK)m the knowledge of the 
vited to do honour to tfjofe for whom world, 

the feaft was made : but w'hen a pro- One of thefe two grounds of cvi- 
digious fum, fuch a.s i6,oooI. was faid dence, Mr. Burke faid, he had already 
to have been expended in an entertain- opened to their Lordfhipsj the other 
ment, which had made no noife, which he intended to open as briefly^s pofliblc 
had not been heard of in the city where at the next fitting of the Court, 
it was fuppofed to have been given, it Here Mr. Burke concluded for the 
was natur.il for people to fufpeiS^, that day j and their Lordfhips adjourned the 
there was a myllcry in the buiinefs, Court a little before four o’clock to 
calculated to conceal Ibme tranla^ior. April 30, 
which could not bear the day. — — ^ 

Mr. Burke having got thus far, in- On Thursday, April 30, as foon 
formed their Lordiliips, that he would as the Lord ChanccHtiir had taken the 
not take up any more of their time this Woolfack, in the Houfe of Peers, Mr. 
day; but wouldi he hoped, be able to Hobart brought a meflage from the 
conclude his opening the next day he Commons, intimating a defire, on ac- 
iliould have the honour of addrefling count of fome particular circumllances 
their Lordfliips. attending the trial of Warren Haftings, 

He obferved th<it there were two that their Lordfhips would defer that 
grounds ofcvidence on which he intend- trial to a future day.*, 
cd to fupport the fcveiith charge; the This 

* This requeft proceeded from the following Bufmefs having been agitated in the Houfe 
•f Commons fincethe lall adjournment of the Court, and winch think it neceflary tp in- 
troduce, for the better ducid'Uion of the objedl and motives of the Ti iai. 

X Oo A/oflJjy, 27, M.ijor Scott rofe in Buike was fuppofed M make laft Tuefdaf 
his pkice and faul he held a petition in his in VS'^eilminlltr Hall. Tlic petiii«)n Hated, 
hand from Warren Haftiiig-S; Efq, who wps that he had then accufed Mr. Haftin?,s of 
flow upon his trial for h'gh crimes and mif- murdeiing Nuncomar by the hands of S;r 
demeanours : this petition, he faid, (bted, Elijah Impcy. Major Scott contended that 
that a Rig' C Hon. Member of that Houfe thefe cliarges were all foreign to the profecu- 
(Mr. Buikc) whom the Houfe had appointed tion, that they were not to be found among 
to conduct this trial, had in the courfe of the thofe wliich had been confidercd by the 
profecuiion introduced a great deal of extra- Conimom, and that they implied a higher dc- 
neous matter, and which I^.ul not been found gree of ctmiinalily ihi'n tl oie of which Mr, 
by the Houle. Tlie M.ijor obferved, that Hafiings had been accufed by the Houfe. At 
although twenty charges had been exhibited the fame time he had no opportunity of an- 
at the bar of ihe Lords againft Mr, Haftings, fwering them. He therefore prayed in hit 
yet only feven charges had been maturely petition, that he might have an opportunity 
confidercd, and that no member in the of anfwering thefe charges, or that the Houfe 
Houfe but himfclf had read the laft thirteen would give him fuch other redrefs as they in 
charges. At the lame time that the Right llieir wiUlom (liould fee proper. 

Hon. Manager iniioduced this foreign and Major Scott look notice of the very great 
extraneous matter, he w’as always aftirmitig delay that had. taken place in this trial, arid 
that every thing that he advaQ^ced was upon of the vaft ex pence Mr. Haftings had been 
the authunty of that Heufe, and that he had put to on that account. He was going to 
all his inftrurilions from it. Bate fomething that had happened in tho 

The Honourable Member next adverted Houfe of Lords lelaiive to this trial, when 
Vo particulars; to the famous ftory of the he was called to oider by the Speaker. 

Three Seals, to the affur of Devi Sing, Mr. Fox then rofe and faid, he conceived' 

whicti had been mentioned by Mr. Burke a every thing iliat had been faid by the Ho- 
twelvemonth ago. Put tlie principal p.ait of nonrable Gentlemaa was irregular and unpre.* 

Ihe petition related Co an alf^ition which Mr. cedenied. 

Mr. 
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This mcfl’jgc being read, and taken 
iiWu ooLpiJeiMtion, 

E^rl Stanhope propofed th.it the rc- 
queit of the Commoiib Ihould be comr 
plied with, and moved, that the trial 
of Warren Haftinga, Efq. bepoftponed" 

Mr. Pitt was of a different opinion. 

Major Scott faid, that all thufe extrane- 
ous fa6fs, which had been advanced by the 
Hon. Manager, were falfe and ill founded, 
^ and chat the Hon. Manager had coolly and 
dehberately nufreprefented fads, knowingly 
and wittingly. 

The Major then read the petition, which 
contained the fubdance of what we have 
Ifated, and concluded with moving that it 
might be brought up. 

When this motion was put from the chair, 
Mr. Fox declared chat this motion was fo 
new and unprecedented, that he hoped and 
truffed It would be negatived. He wilhed 
to confidcr three thin';s ; iff, the objedf of 
this motion; adly, the compl.iinant ; and 
3 dly, thufe Co whom the complaint was 
made. 

irt, As to the objedl of the petition, 
which complained of c rtnn expreflions tiiat 
had been uftd by th^' ntcuUT more than a 
twelvemonth ago, if Mr. Hiftnigs had any 
complaint to make, he*ought '.o have made it 
wiihiii a re.ifoiiah'e (inie. This he had noc 
clone in this cafe, winch was the ftrongeft 
pro('f thot he had no red complninr. If any 
Member m ans to ohierve on words ufed by 
any other Menr)hcr,he muif do it immediately 
after thofe uords have been uttered. This 
rule was foiindeJ in excellent fenfe ; for it 
was obvious Chat it was only then he could 
e rtiiy tolerable .‘iccountof ilie woids, when 
tliuv were clear in his memory. 

2 dly, As Co Che comp'a.n.int, was he one 
of hib Hon, Friends who had the honour to 
condnil the profeCHtion ? No. Was he any 
H.'ih. Member on ih.i: fide of the Houfe ? No. 
Was trie complainant a MembT of Pa’ha<r 
mctiC ? Htf w'as not. Had be been a Mem- 
ber of the Houfe, Mr. Fox faid, this cir- 
cumhance would have had great weight with 
hiiTi ; but when he confideicd iliat the com- 
plainant was the culprit hirofelf, it was im- 
portible but that there muld be exprelVious 
that would he difagrecahle to lum. The ladt 

• was, that every thing, every part of the pro- 
fecution was difagrecahle to Mr. Haftings 
and his agents ; and his Hon. Friend might 

* look upon it as a compliment paid to his in- 
. dulb'y, hisoratoiy and abilities, that fuch a 
^^peiition liad been prefcntcd. For his part, 

lie wjs no way folioitous to conduct the pro- 
f-ci>tu>n in a way agreeable !o Mr. Haltings, 
in fii-'h a manner as was agreeable to thf 


till Toefday next (May 5)- This waa 
agreed to ; and 

Mr. Hobart being called in again , was 
defired to acquaint Commons with 
the refolution. 


deflates of his own confcience, to promote 
the ends of public jufiice, and, if puffible, to 
bring them to punilhment. If the culprit 
hinifelf wras allowed to prefent petitions C(» 
that Houft: whenever ghe was pinched, he 
could by this means divcic the prolacatiofl, 
by tiirnaig Ins accufers into culi.rits and cri- 
minals. ThiS was unexampled in the Jour- 
nals of that Houfe, or in the hdtory of this 
country. 

jdly, With rernfA to thofe to whom this 
compl lint was ma e, it w'as the Commons, 
He contended that it ought to h.:ive been the 
Lords, who were bi:> judges. If any dliing 
impujper had been ihe.r Lordlhips heard 
it, and might luvr Hopped the profecutoi. 
The Comrrons m.ght remove th?i prefMit 
M'o.igers, if they thought tliey h.id nnfeon- 
dudled tliemf Ives, ssnd appoint new Mana- 
gers. but Mr. Fox was of opiir.i n, tiiat 
when tlie Houfe of Commons appinnte \ a 
ComiViiUec u> con. any tn I, liny muH 
leave that Comr.iiiue to o. ceife their heft 
judgment on this bufm^rfd. H j thought they 
had been unfa r>y dealt vvith. They (i^d 3 
mi»ft ardiioiiv talk to pnform, tiv'y h ‘d a moft 
powerful culprit to conflii!:! witli, a man who 
had been Gnveino"-C}i!i cnl ct In 'ia for four- 
teen years (ui.ccllively, who liad it in hi? 
power to C‘> ’fer many and had 

procurco many fnenus. Tl.'y 1 i.m 1 tf» con- 
tend w-ithall the powe' rnd .?ll the corruption 
of India ; and now the IJoii't uf Commonc, 
who had appoint, d him and h.s fnends to 
prol'ecute rh s min, weje going to dufeic 
them, by withdrawing their fopport. He 
thought this extremely hard, unfair, and 
treaclierous, and begged of the Houfe never 
Co let it appear on the joui ii.ds of rh :c Houfe, 
that any pet.tioii prefcntcd by a culprit (huuM 
be atCr nded to. T}ii;» was tot.i'ly uuknovvii. 
in other nations, and pt’l^c^Uy lubveifivo of 
all ihe principles of juOice. 

Mr. Put t'aid, hs agreed perfefth/ with 
what the Right Honourable Gentleman had 
advanced m Che conciuiion uf his fpeech, w.th 
regard to the fnpport that was proper to be 
given to the condijdlors of this profcc.ulim ) 
the charadler, honour and dlgniiy of th»t Houle 
and of this countiy^- ere det'ply involveil m it. 
But the Tingle queHiun l>efore the Houfe w'.*!* 
this: the Hojfe h.iving given limited powers fo 
the Managtiis to voinlucl this tral in a parti- 
cular way, and only to try h.ni foi q^r;ain 
mil'demeanours, Iball UiC Mwagers have a 

dtfcrUiotiaiy 



^tfcreliorary p^vtr to exaeed th^ir ><nthority, 
and to accufe'Mr. Haf^mgsof any crimes and 
niifilemeanoursthey pitafe? He apprcherdcH 
rot. If the M.'oagers tranfgreifed the hauts 
of their authority, iJ^iy weie accmi.taWK t«» 
that Houfe, fiom whom their amhority was 
derived, and not to the Houle of L/ords« 
The Lords could not ftop him. He wai ready ^ 
to confefs thit there w.is a wide dilhndlion be- 
tween the words ufed a year ago, and thofe 
refpeiJling the murder of Nundconsar, which 
were fpwkt*n very lecently ; anil the pcntioii 
bad been prefcnteii the very next day com- 
plaining of thcfj words, which he re'^arded 
as the principal part of the petition. He faw 
no (ibiail.on ro this petition being brought up, 
^here feemed to be nothing irregular or dif- 
orderly in it. He thciught the honour and 
juftice of the Iloufe were hound to do it. 
It was a pru'.legc of the meanclt fubjedl of 
this couniry j and T r what reafon (hould 
they dc-ny to Mr. Haftings w'hat everv man 
clumed as a privilege, who cujoyed the 
yiglits of a citiz -n of this country ? At tl;e 
fame time, though he thougl.t the petition 
ought to he broMght up, he did not fay what 
would h“ proper to he done on it, 

Mr, r.urkcfj’ 1 , he hi-hevcd hts miv'^ io'ik 
at fome di'Aaore Icr a rhir.^'^cr .*.sd aj pu)- 
hation — to cool and dit’pdTi'i, *e poiierity. 
lie had hitherto trufted to il.c gOld•^lM^(lf 
the caufe; and to the appn.binon i t h n owu 
’ wind. The Houfe Ini' ap; oinird h m ill's 
profecutor of Mr. Hifhni'.?, and h.e had exe- 
cuted that important trult in h^h ^ manner 
as appeared rr.oft agre»'ab e to hn own brl\ 
judgment, a.:<J was moO c Mifill-ut with the 
tionour and dignity of tlic Hui/e j and if 
after he had gone thionch furii a worl.l of 
labour and f.tigne, tliey I’rn'u Jit proper to 
temove him, lie (kouhJ not be furry for it ; 
it was vvliit he wanted — he wnnlc then en- 
joy eaftt and fjuet, and be hippy. Mr. 
Hurks o'lenlv ''ind generoufly CMi/nTi d th:l 
he had fsid Mr. Haftings hnd put to de.irh 
NundcoiT.jr through the agency of bir El'iah 
Impey, hecaufe he ihought it etTential to the 
proff civit^n. He alfo advei t^u to the other 
ernrges in the pciiiion, and explained his 
reafons f<ir mentioning ih/ni. He adverted 
to a pipfr which cnni.ui»ed iziil. wh en Ma- 
jor Sc.ii.t wai, laid to h/>ve received in lySz 
'fo» cert.im wuiingc. One it-ni was 5s. 6d, 
for an aui>rl: on B'rke's v-uicity. Mr* 
Bo’-ke fa:.! hw was v^’ry forry iliat Ins vera- 
city h.id lidd fo cneap, t^iough he could not 
help it. ^ 

Mr. Hnrke, in iiiftlfying his condu^l, went 
lorw A s/'Mi field of arguoient and obfei v..iion, 
ill veh'ch w- (hall not atiempt to follow him. 

Mr. Wyndh.nm '.poke ag;un[t the bru'-irmg 
up the p^^tit on, and contended, lh?t it 
iccul’er ivcr# nut pu miiKii i» mcjiun .my 


other crimes but tbofe parti cular'y fpeoif od 
it wouid necefTirily put an end to all legal 
prococdiiigs, and to all public juBice; for it 
is natural 10 fuppofe that crimes arc clofely 
tf.>nriedled tog- ther, and that one of then) 
ir.iy be proved through the medium of the 
other. If this proof was not to be admitU'd, 
the ulLiulcr could never be brought to juf- 
tire. He deOred geptlemcn to confidcr a 
liiile the enormous load ol hufincfs that pref- 
fc<! on the Managers, and that if the Houfe 
of Commons icceivcd this petition, iiiBeadof 
fuppoituig the Manage! s in this profecution, 
which It was ceitainly their duty to do, they 
would till MW many new imj^ediments in their 
w.iy; for there niigjit h; no end of petitions, 
and their hibonr, which was already fo gie.it 
in Wcrtn'iiiiftcr Hall, would he protraf^cd 
aJ infinituvif and Mr. Haflings would never 
be ci)nvi< 51 »:d. He coiueived the Lords were 
the proper judges of ilv.s hufincfs, and if the 
Comm-'ns inteifeied m it, they uould throw 
a:i infnlc on the Lords. It would he faying, 

VVeueie obliged to take notice of that 
wlii''li yon or.oht to h.ive cenfured,** He 
tluught this petition was prtfented merely 
far the pu: 'Viic ofinriiiting Ivs Hon. Friend. 

Mr. Fox faid, the Hon. Mujor, by the 
bye, bad t k<:n notice of the great delay Ilut 
hjv! b..‘cn oCr.ifDntd in this profecution ; hut 
tlu> weie A\ we'l acqui-iUed with the cir- 
ciioiit:.'icc*‘. of i!ie coniittVi a fhort time ago, 
wh’.ch lul'hcicnily accounted for the delay ; 
and he was ceita n thou; w.>s not a man in 
the Houfe, who thought the inwl would lixve 
ro!:iiv.''‘nci'd this v<-''ra fiiigle day before it 
r-rbj'‘Hy <10. Hr i.nd, he fhnuld not like t« 
b.'' acc'if»^tl ; but if he were, he flinuld like to 
h.ivc .in agent who polfUfcd a mind like Ma- 
jor 

Nundcom.ir r.ccufcd Mr. Haflings of 
hi\b;:iy j Mr, Haflings t'nen acciiled lum of 
for very; .ani} Niindcom.ir was hanged, be- 
c life hir Kill di Imp';y \\v.3 Chief Jullicc. 
His Right Hon. Fiiend h.id .iccufed Mr. 
H ifimgs of Hipli Cl irn».s .ind Mifdemearioiirs, 
and hr»d not met w uh the fame fate, bccaiife 
S’l* El jab was not V’ho^f fultice of this cour'- 
try, Mr. Fox limciircd the time and fa- 
tigue th.t mufl n*‘ cir if I'y be undergone, if 
Mr. Hillings was al!oMe<l to prefent peti- 
tions tvhenever he plcafrd. He coiiceived^ 
Ihebeft way to fliortenthe bufinefs would be 
to lefer their (pecches to Mr. Hatlings and a 
Commi tee of Ins friends, before they went 
to Wertm’nllcr Hall, Mr. Fox wifhed to 
kno\V how they meatit to identify theexpref- 
fions Liid i:i the prtition. 

Colonel Piiipps thought it was not the 
prrp»*r nme to m'^iuion th'S. He wa.*^ I kc- 
xvife of opinion that iha Houfe of Commons 
were the proper judges who iher the Mina- 
Wiib bad biicu delegated by ilKiii h^d « x- 
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teciSecl the limits of ih''ir authority, ani thit 
Mr. Haftings was entitled to the fa.k.e ptU 
vileges which were polTelfcJ by eveiy BriCilll 
fuhje^t. 

Sir James JohnOione fuiJt he was one of 
thofe who thought Mr. H dtings was guilty, 
that he deferveJ puuiihmcnt, i^nd he was 
forry it was not dc ith. If any improper 
cxprellion had fallen from any of the Mana- 
gers, die Lard Chancelhu' m'ght havecoirec- 
^ ted it. Ho would be againlt the receiving 
of the petition, if they were tu fit t IL four 
in the mnrnipg. 

General llurgoyne faid a few words againd 
the receiving of the petition. 

Mr, Addington begged leave to fjy a few 
words on the (uhjeft He thought it would 
be incunfidtnt with the luinour and juf^<ceof 
the Hoiife to crulh an individual who was 
already prciled down, and peitups hy the 
weight of his ciimes, though Gud Airiiigiity 
only knew how that was. The meanai 
fubjeifl of this cmintiy had redrefs, when he 
had futT-red an injury; and he did not uiider- 
ftandoiiwhac piincipie they cmiM deny to 
Mr. Hrfftings th.it which every man in this 
cinniiy h.id a r.ght to cUim, ‘and tlvjrcfore 
Clieughc the petition ouglit to he received. 

Sir Richaid Sutton oh erved, that fume 
Hon. Gentleman h id ink^n notice of fome 
fai 5 \b which had beenttaird in cei tain Reports, 
and heci'ifv th-7 had found thi m there, they 
took It toi grauied they were tiuet tho' tfiac 
by no rnuiij followed j for ^hefe f.ids lieing 
found in fuUi Reports only Ihcwcd that it 
would be pioper to inquire into the truth of 
them, brat that they by no mc,iris ought to 
have been t iken fur griintsd tdl iliey had been 
proved. Sir Richard fpoke in favour of the 
pcCiLion. 

Mr. Fox faid; he congratulated the Hon. 
Centlern.an (Major Scott) at th j fuccefs his 
petition would meet wMih, but he hy no 
means congratulated chat Houfe or his coun- 
try, becaufe he thought fuch a precedent 
Would be dangerous in the extreme to Ixith. 
Mr. Fox here repeated fome of his funner 
aigumcnt';. 

Mr. Anrtruther contended, that the Lerds 
^'eie the proper judges of this burmefs, and 
^be confequenoe Of tuch petitions would be, 
Co let the culprit into the whole of your plan, 
by fhewing him how fuch and fuch fajSfs 
were relevant to the matter under coniidera- 
tion. This trick would be fiequenily pr^ic- 
tifcd ; and therefore, for the fake of public juf- 
tice, this petition ought not to he 1 eceived 

Mr. Pulteney thought, for the fake of 
juRlce, that (he petition ought to be received. 
At yhe fame time he was ready to .admit, that 
'petitions of this fgre might uad vciy nuKU 
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to ohrtru^t the channels of juftice. He 
tliought, however, that no extraneous maa^ 
ter our.hc to bt* introduiicd. 

MijirScoct Rill continuing toaffert, (hat 
Mr. Butke had coolly and deliberately niif- 
reprefented faifis, was called to oidei hy Mr, 
Fox, who appealed to the Speaker, If fuch 
affertion vv.-is not a perlonal afftonl on his 
Rt. Hon. Friend (Mr. Burke) 

The Speaker then obfeive.l, that he was 
ready at any time to h.ive given his opin'on, 
what he conceived to be rcgulnr and what 
not. The debate; lie faid, had been c. iTied 
on very irregularly by both fides of the Houle; 
and in the beginniug of the debate, he had 
great dillicuify to dnlinguifh what was irre- 
gular and diforderjy from vvhnt w'as not. 

The G.dl?ry w.is then cler.red, 

Strang ^rs were admitted again in about a 
quarter of an hour. Wh^n we entered the 
Gallery ihV: petition had been brought up by 
M«»jor Scott, and it h.id been oidered to he 
on the Table. 

Mr. Burke wjs contending againR this 
motion, and faid, if he deUrved ceiifure for 
l.is conduiT}, the Hoi'fe w'ere pei petr.itors of 
hill guilt, fince they had been prefent, and 
heard him with apprubaiion. 

Mr. Sumner f.ud, if the Hou'e were per- 
petrators III the giiilt.of the Right Hon. Gen- 
tleman, they ought narrowly to watch his 
condufl, and to prevent him as mttch as pof- 
fible Irom committing errors.. 

Ml*. Marlham fftdee a few^ words on the 
fubje^f, and was againit the petition. 

Mr* Pitt did not (uppofc that any perfua 
in the Houfe conceived that the pv-^Citioa was 
meant to be attended with any fuch confe- 
quenecs as th.it of removing the Right Hon. 
Manager, but he thoupjic it w'ould be pru- 
dent this petition fhouM be c,ikea intoconfi- 
deraiion on fome future I’ay, as early as 
potlible, as it would he improper Co proceed 
any hirther in the trial till tins bufinefs was 
determined ; and he fliould therefore move 
that it be taken into cunfideratiou on Thai f« 
day. 

Mr. Marthim thought it v;ou!d be ex- 
tremely improper, thru the moment the Ma- 
nagers came ovU of WeftmmRcr H-ll frem 
prol'ecuting Mr. HaRing!), they theniJclves 
ibouLd become defendaurs. 

Mr. Pitt propi>fed that a melTige (bould 
hefeiii to the Lords, to defiie them Co put 
oR the tri.al till Frilly. 

Mr. Fox was raihvr agalnR this bufinefs 
coming for wal'd on a very c«iriy day, as he 
tliought Gsntle-.ien Ought to coniider and 
weigh its importance, by putting them^eivw 
for a mnmviu in the ute.uion ot the TiLina- 
gerk. 


it 
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It was at length sgreetl upon to tike this 
bsfinefs into cimmleratton on Thurfilay. 

* Thursday, April 30. 

The CliancelU r ofc the Exchequer rofc, 
ami ohiervccl, that uhen the Petiiuin of Mr. 
^ sitings was prefentcil and received, it was 
uiidei ttfKiii hy the vvh.ole Houte, that the fub- 
je^l of complaint would have been on that 
difcu'iled. I: wa^ not however con\eni- 
er.t that (uch difculVion ftiould then take place, 
as the rfi^ulaii'y of the proceedirigs of the 
Hou'e required certain foims to be obfeivcd, 
whkh w'ojld render it iiccclf.iiy to pr ttponc 
the cciifiderat'Oii of the FeUhun uiitil to- 
moirow. He undci[hM)d it to he the iii- 
vrrahie rule of that Houfe, in nil fimilar 
ca'es to the piefent, that tiie fubju^l mat- 
t<rof the debate Ihoulil bs entered upon 
cheJoiirn;h, .iiJ (hat it Ihonld alfo appear 
lliereon, chat the Right Hunouiable Gentle- 
man (\lr. Snke) aga.nfl whom the Peti- 
tion complained, was pr.-fent in Ins place 
Wl'en regu'ar notire was given of the day on 
wh.ch the (OiDplaint was to be confide red. 
Hfi knew in fa^ that tlie Right llonoiitable 
Geniicnr'ai (Mr. Burke) iud every notice 
he wilhed 5 the motion he meant to offer 
w s mcie’y for the maintenance of the regu- 
larity of the p'O.eedings of the Houfe : he 
ihercforc moved, “ That a Petitim laving 
* been pre fenced from Waneii Naff ngs, 
Efq. .igaiiill a Manager of the prolecucion, 
and the name of lidmund Burke, Efq. 
being mentioned in the faid Petition, no* 
ticc IS given to that Geiitltman, now being 
** in his place, that the Houle will to mor« 
“ low take tl e raait.r of the fud Petition 
‘ into con fuicr.ition.” 

Mr. Bi r'jB loJ'c, and fully concurred with 
ill-: R ghc Hon, Gcnllenijti in the f-Topi itly 
of h’s motion, fir the puipofeof pref»:rviiig 
the regulaiity of the proceedings of the 
Houfe, by entering on the jounuls lli*: fub- 
of the con plaint, and tlu notice having 
been given formally to the perfun complained 
againff ; ii was, however, a ceremony he 
wes willing fo tlifpenfe w ih, havkig no ob- 
je^icn to tie Huufe taking any pa t or the 
vv'hole ot his conduiff ?r;tci coiifidei .*ition in 
the mannci they thoupht moft proyicr, being 
convinc-d, on the moil ctol reffcdlion, that 
he I'.r.d c«ery reafunto confide in, and be fa- 
tisfied W'ith, the dcCificnof the Houfe, what- 
ever it might he, as lie con'd imnl citly rely 
on their honour. T'o their dec fi.xi he 
would With deference fuWnnit. He begged 
however leave to repeat what he had on a 
f.irmer clay faid, tiiat if they wifhed to re- 
move him fro'v the management of ili^ pro* 
fecution, hs was rcacy and willing to retire, 
Ke w^.uM w''-t for the detei niinat'on of the 
and d.chir^d ih<tC lit Ih'juld hot aC* 


tend the Ho«r« Co-moiTow upon the d.Tcof* 
fion of the bufinefs, being determined to 
fnffer iudgment to go by default. If any 
jildgmeiiC was to be given, he wilhed the 
Houle to have as liulc trouble as polliblc» 
and ffiuuld therefore, for the purpofe of 
avoiding any difficulty of proof, and to fhew 
how willing he was Co meet the charge, ad- 
mit that he did all'erc the words complained 
of, “ That Mr. Haffiiigs miiidered Nund 
« comar by the h-iruts of Sir El8j.ili Impey/' 
The Right Hun. Gentleman then, at fome , 
length, entered into the re afuns which had^ 
induced him to make Che alfertion.: the Houfe, 
he hoped, would recolledl the peculiar cir- 
cumffances attending the cafe of the unfor- 
tunate Nunilcomar ; he was pollelfed of 
certain knowledge of the bribery and cor- 
ruption of Mr, Haftings, and the charge of 
prefents cxhiWiicd .‘gj.inll that Gentleman 
was neceffaiy to be fuppoited by circumffan* 
tial evidence, in wh ch he could not avoid in- 
troducing the proceedings againfl, and llie fate 
of Nundcomar, as principal and mateiial 
features: it was thtrefoic nitural to alInJe 
to that fuhjedl in the opening of the ch.u^t'. 
Heobferved, that it \v,.s finguicr » 't at inc 
moment Mr, Haftings was on the point of b.'*- 
ing convi^edof ilie fouleff bribery, neihouiu 
bring forward a charge againlt his w:cufvr ; 
he was convinced ihat'it wa^ Ui.nc with the 
View to diveit the attention of the Hoi fe .md 
ih? Public from Mr. Haftmgs’s ciiminality, 
to a complaint againft his accufer. Tliefin- 
gularity of the prefent Petition was ror, 
however, confined to the oblerv.itions he had 
made. The H(/ufe might p/T inconfideraiely 
in going into a difcuflion of the Petition. Ic 
was a Holorious fa6l that Mr. Haffings had 
at the Bar of the Houle grjvcly given in, 
feme lime fince, in wiiung, figned by his 
own hand, a paper purporting to be his de- 
fence, which paper was accepted as his tie- 
fence by the Houfe of U-numons ; but wlieri 
the Managers came to fubffantiate the charges, 
and quoted parts of the delence in fupport of 
the charges, Mr. Haffmgs immediately pro- 
cured the Hon. Gentleman (Major Scott) to 
fwear befoie the Lords, and toalTert in that 
Houfe, that thedefente was not written bv 
Mr, Haffings, that many parts were 
by other gentlemen, and that fome pans Mr. 
Haffings never faw. 

Major Scott fpoke to order, and charged 
the Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Burke) with 
having taken great liberties in his fpecch, 
which he would not fuffer to pafs unexplain- 
ed, and called upon him for an explanation. 
The Hon. .Major was proceeding, when 

The Speaker rofe, and, by the fupport of 
the Houfe, put an end Co the converfatit^., 
by clcfiring Che M Jor to fit down. ' 

Mr, 
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Mr. B’.irkc again rofe, anJ was proceed- 
ing in his fpsechf by (aying^ he dcfpifed all 
aUtmprs to interrupt him. 

Mr. Sumner inmiedi.itely called Iiim 
order, x^ot conceiving that any Member hid 
a right to fay he defpifed the inteiTuptiony 
when Jifordeily, of any Member of that 
lloule, whether a friend to Mr. H.iftings or 
cot. 

The Speaker .asain inteiVofed ; and Mr. 
Sumner fitting down, 

Ml*. Burke proceeded. He faid, the Houfe 
ought to reculledly chat if ohllacles were 
iuHvred to be thrown in the w.ty of the IAa- 
oagers of the Profecution, it would ulci- 
nutely tend to the difgrace of the Houfe ; 
if the Managers were crippled by tneir 
powers being relVj idled, the p'oi^cciuion 
would he defeated, and villainy triumph over 
jutlicc. He concluded by .^gain repealing. 
Hue he trurted implicitly to the honour of 
the Houfe, being convinced in his own mind 
' it they would protedt their Managers to 
the uimoft, and enable them, for the pur- 
pofes of iiiltice, to proceed with vigour. 

The Lh.sncellor of Hic Exchequer Uid, he 
«onl'* f'ciC '.onrcive Hie Right Hon. Gentlc- 
• n 1» lUv.J i 1 his ohjeclioii to ll.a Petition, 
III caa'soinng tlis Houfe aj^ainft receiving it, 
be:..;:'* ;£ Viashgneu by Warren H iftings 5 
/oi A ..Ji'/tr on I'uilnw'i (,ccalions had h sen 
done by ili.it Gt Mile man, h« coul 1 not !»ave 
forJe'ied h'S iijjiit of nei tioui. ' tlie Hou(e. 

Mr. i^dam f lui, iho Right .0.1, Gcntle- 
nia'-' did HOC feeni to nndedUnd ilie ai gument 
•f !il? Ri^lit Hon. 1 p( i.ci. 

Mr. Adam rcrtMted it with great force and 
pfHpicuity, He cunie’-deJ, that before iliis 
pctilioii lud been received by the Hwuf*, it 
ought m have been .mthcniicatrd hv calling 
Mr. H 'dings to the Birof tiie Houfe, and 
afking h.m wi.^jih'ir it was h s pei.tiou ? Por 
aiiv tiling they knew, t»*is ni.idu not be Mr, 
Hrilt»np.s‘s petition ; and wIimi it c?me to be 
confide: cd, he (hould prove Put the Ihmfe 
bad received it by milt.ike, and that they ought 
not to have received it. Mr. llaflmgs had 
been continually accufing the Managers of 
delay, though he could Ihevv tint thi^ was fo 
far trom being true, th.v every fpccies id c:. - 
pedillon — every fort of ddigence--had been 
ufed in order to expedite tUi» trial, iiimI to 
bring it to a conclofion. He, .as an individu' 
al, was but little concerned whether this pe. 
iicioii was confidered co-d.ay or to <1110; tow j 
blit the Managers of Mr. Haftipgs's profccu- 
tion were deeply concerned — the puhhc were 
hkewife deeply concerned, for tho Courts of 
Law would have fat this day in VVeflmintUr 
Hall, had it not been taken for gi*.iuted iliac 
trial was to have gone on. 

Mr. Adam contended that the petition d.d 


not contain any ac'i/ahon again ft ary me in* 
diviilml. but w',s "eiii-ird, ..ud Wi<i a ceiifurO 
on the wdinlc Comm.ttee. 

The Chancfllor of the Exchequer faid, 
the Hon. GeiuUni.in (\lr. AvLm) had mif- 
undcrlbxMJ his meuiiing 111 his moving to poll- 
pone tiis coufuhjrjtion- of the Pen' ion until 
to^nioirow. He diil not nuke chat mtdion 
for the purptii’e «)f g>ving tii.i Right Hon, 
Genilcm.ni (Mr. Buike) notice of the Pe- 
tition being to be roiifulcicd to-morrow^ 
wlio he knew in fac\ had fulhcienC informa- 
tion, but merely for the hike of regularity m 
ihe nioceedmgs of the Houfe, 

riiequeltion on the Chancellor of the Ek- 
cheq ur's motion was then put and agreed to- 

The Ch.'incellor of the Exchequer thcA 
move«l, “ That a in^jlfige be fenC to tlie Lords 
aco'ninting them that circumilauces had 
happened, which rendered it incouvenienC 
for tho Cunmnr.s to p ocecd tlut day in the 
trill of Warren Iliftiug-, Efq. and the Com- 
m*)!!-* requelE d iluu Lori'ainps to adjourn, 
the {urtner coniidciat ou ot the Trial to a fu- 
ture d.iy.’* 

This mn£i<-n b.*ii'g agreed to, Mr. Hubait 
wa> I’ldeiru to t w V ii til ihe Lnids. 

Mr, Hob.'.it went mune JiaC *‘.y to the 
L'^rds, and ha.’ing waited near an hour until 
th-sr Loriuhips n.et, he p.ciented the roef- 
fage, and b-ing ictuuied, reported that their 
Lordftiips h.iJ agi j«d therewit'i, and poftpo- 
ned tha fu.ahcr proceedings on th« trial until 
Tuefdav 11 *xt at ten o’clock in the morniog. 

Adjourned. 

Fkioav, Msy r. 

Maioi Scott nio‘. ed the tending of the or* 
der of the day, for the Houfe laktug int* 
tlieir conhdei.-uion tliS petition of VVaiTea. 
Kaftiugs, Eftj, 

The order of the day being read accord- 
ingly. n.id the qneltion pur, that the pcticiosfc 
be now c..nntivred, 

Mr. F. Montague immediately rofe, and 
Rated, th '.t he had juR then leceived a letter 
f.om a Right Hon, Member of that Houfe, 
(Mr. Buike) whicli he begged to read as 
pait of his fpeech, and was as follows : 

Dear Sir, 

WITH the confent, as you know, and 
the approbuiion of the Committee, 1 am re- 
(olvcd to pt’ilcverc in the icfolution I had 
fi.rmed and had declared Co the Houfe, that 
nothing Ihoidd perfuade me, upon any occa- 
fioi), kaftof all upon the prefetu occafiun, t# 
into a lak'^rcd, litigious, amhcial de- 
fence of mv condndl Sucli a mode of de- 
fence bs!ong:> to another foit i.f condu^^, aod 
CO caufes of <1 diffeieoC defcripiio.i. 

As A fauhful and ingenuous fei vaoC, 1 owe 
to tliv: fliiufe a plain and fimpls expl<naliom 
er^ny p.<ri of my behaviour wldch lhail be 

calltid 



exited in qneClion hefore them. I have 
j^iven this explanation j atii>, >n tloiiijj fo, I 
have done every thing which my own honour 
and my duty to the Ifoul'e could poiliMy re> 
quire at my hands. The rett belongs to ti\e 
Houfe. They, I liave no duuht, will in 
a manner fit for a wife body aticnisve to its 
reputation. 1 mull be I'uppofed to know 
Something of the duty of a profeciitor for the 
public, otherwifs neither ouglit tlie Ifoiile 
to have conferred tb^t iriul upon me, nor 
cught 1 to have accepted if. 1 h.ivenot been 
■difapproved by tiie thfl ahilit.us m tlu kiog- 
•dom, appointed by the fame autl'o.ify, not 
tmly fi>r ttiy airillrfiiC'?, hut for my dir-ittion 
and controjl. You, who have honoured me 
with a paitial frienJih'p, C M.tiriUsd without 
interruptioo for twenty -four ye.«rs, would 
not have failed in giving me that foCl and 
mod decifive proof of fuendihip, to enlight- 
en my ignorance, and to rcClity my mirtak*'S. 
You have not done either j an l 1 inuft adl in 
the inference. It ir. no coinnhruL-nt to mcii- 
lion what U known to thi: world, how well 
qualified you are for line nines, from your 
deep parli'mcntaiy krow’».v!gc, and your 
perfedl acquaint nee Witli ..IJ tlie eminent 
•samples of tiiU ancenc and the modem 
world. 

*The Houfft havirg upon rn opinion of my 
diligence and fi.lclity, (for they could have 
no other motive) put a gieat truft into my 
liands, ought to give me .m entire credit for 
the veracity of every fai5l I affii m or deny. 
But lif thry fail with regard to me, il is at 
leaft ui my power to be true to onyfclf. I 
will not commit mykilf in an unbecoming 
contention with the agents of a criminal, 
whom it is my cuty to br ng lo juftice, I 
am a member of a Commince of Secrecy, 
and I will not violate my crufh by turning 
myfelf into a defendant, and bunging for- 
ward, in my own exculp.ition, the evideiice 
which I have prepared ft>r b.is conviiftion, 
1 will not let him know on wlnt documents 
I rely. I will not let him knotv who the 
wttnefTes for the proiecution are, or what 
they have todepofe againd him. Though 
1 have no fort of doubt of the conf^ancy and 
integrity of tlwfe wituciTes, yet becaufe they 
are men, and men to whom, fiom my fitui* 
tioDs 1 owe protection, 1 ought not to expofe 
tfaena either to temptation or to danger. I 
will not hold them out to be importtiTieJ, 
or menaced, or difcredited, or run down, or 
fKiffibly col>eniir)f*d in their ^ tunes by the 
power and iiifiueMce of this delinquent, ex* 
,|[^C where the national feivice Inperfed^-s 
ait other confi derations, if J muft tulFir, 1 
fufl'.r alone. No man (hall fall a facri- 
Jn^tu a feeble feofibility on niy pint, chat 
lime o! d-ty nrgiit make m« inipaiieiit 


of thofe libel?, which by defpifing through 
fo many ye.u's, 1 have at length olitaincd ch« 
honour of being joined in com million with 
this Committee, and becoming an humble in^ 
fiiumenc in the hands of public jiitiice. 

Ths only favour I have to fuppheate from 
the HiHife is, that their goodnefs would fpjiro 
to we.keil of their mcrioeis any uniie- 
ce(f.*iy lab nir, by letting m« know as fpee- 
dily as pniVible, whetlitT tliey wifh to dif- 
chargr* me from my prefent ofii.c. If they 
do not, ! fi'lcmnly pivimlfe them, that, wiih 
Go^:*s a^iliiwce, 1 u-di as a Mem!»er of their 
Commlitee puifue thru* hiifintf 'll! the end : 
thit no momentaiy dl^favonr fli II flicken 
my diligence in the great caufe they h«\c un- 
dertaken : that L will l.iy open w.th the force 
of irreljftiblc proof tins dark fc ne ot bri- 
beiy, pe\,ula:ii>n, and gmls p^-cnniaiy cor- 
rupnon, ulich I have began to unfuM, and 
in the midil of which my caurfe has been ar- 
rellcd. 

Tin? poor Indian flritagom of turning the 
area*' r into a defend mt, Ii3< br-tm too often 
and too unilormly pr-nflifed by Pcvi Sing, 
Mr. Hillings, and Gunga Gwvia Sing, ami 
ot!;«r hanya'is, Mick and white, to h ivc any 
longer the fli^litei^ effect upon me, whom 
long ferv^!ce m fnd'a Cummitiecs has made 
well acq tainted vviih tbc» politic:. ofCalcncta. 
If tlie Hoofe will fuffer me to go on, tho 
moment is at hand when my defence, and 
included in it the defer.ee of the H >uie, will 
be made in the only way in which niy trud 
permits to make it, by proving juridically on 
this acc jfiiifg cnmiiidl, the fadls and the guilt 
which wc have charged upon him. As to 
the relevancy of lb*.* fa6ts,ifi- Committee of 
Impeaclimcnt muft be the foie judge u:it l 
they are handed over to the Court co-n potent 
to give a final d::cifio;i on their value, in 
that Court the Agent of Mr. Haffiiigs will 
fo<*n envnigli be called upon t« give his own 
Ceffimoiiy with regard Co the condufl of his 
Principal j the Agent (hall not cfcape from 
the neccifity of delivering it, nor will the 
Principal efcjpe fiom the leQiiuuny of hii 
Agent. 

1 hope I have in no moment of this piir« 
fuit (new by me conrir.ued, in one fliape or 
othei, for ne-ir eight year*) (hewn the fmaU 
le(t fymplom of collufion or pravai icacion. 
The lad point, in which I (Iviutd wi<h to 
(hew it, is in this ch.irgo concerning pecu- 
ii’ary corruption,-— a corruption fo great and 
fo fpreading, that tlie moll unfpotttfd charac- 
ters will be juffifted in taking m^afiires 
for guirding Ihcmfelves againd fiifpician. 
Neither hope, nor fear, nor anger, nor 
we-nin'sfs, nor difconrag.»ment of .iny kind, 
(h-ill move me from tins trull; — nothing 
bql an adt ot the liuufei fornully taking 
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Way my c^mm'flion, or tt>tally cnttmg off bir of Piiliament anJ an Ttnglinimrin ought 
uie means of perfoiming ir. 1 truft wo are todn; aiul lhall fnhmit lo it« itfcifion witif 
all of animated by the fame fcnthnent. tiu?: humility* 1 have given this apology 

This perftiverance in us lUviy be calK-d ob- for nbandnning a ("sfcnce, in writing 

fliiiacy mfpired by malice. Not one of us, to yen, though it contains, in effect, not muoh 
however, have a caufe of mahee. Wl.at more than 1 have delivered in my place, 
knowledge have w« of Sir E. Iinjiey, with Kut tluv mode is lefs liable to mifrcprefcnta- 
w’hom, you kiuwv, we began j or ot iVlr. ilm^, and a trifle more permanent. It will 
Haflings, whom we afterwards found in our retmin tvnh you, either for my future ac- 
w >y ? p..ity view s cannot be our motive. — or co idcmnation, as 1 ftwll beli.)ve ** 

Is It nni notorious, th. t, if vve thought it con- 1 with fmcerc afF&tShoii and refpedl, 

liflent witli our duty, we might at leatt have ilear S r, 

an equ4l fliarc of Indian inicrefl, which now Your faitl/ul friend 

almofl to A man againfl us ? G‘rard Street t -And humhU fervant, 

1 am furc i reverence the Houfe as a Mem- i, 1789. (Signed) KDViLTND iiURKE* 

• To this letter Ihe following anfwers liave been given in the public prints. 

To tlie PRINTER. 

SIR, 

MR. Buike’s motive for publ (h'u'g the letter which Mr. ^Tont^;;ue read in the Houfe of 
Commons, ought to be, to enable thuic g^milemen who differed w.ih him to enter into a . 
#.i;r difcuflion of its contents. 

Some of the alC'rtion.s of the letter are of fo very extraordT.a-y a nature, that I fhould 
|ia\e bien forty indeed, if fo fair .nn opportunity had not been given to me of meeting them 
wiih a muft dirert and unequivoed contrad.ihon. Mr. R uke f^ys, that the Houfe having, 
upon nn opinion of his dil\j,ence and fidehty, put Mftrr^t tmfl into Ins hands, cu^Lt to v'.vs hint 
4.n entire credit for the veracity nf ev^rffa^l that he or dfrjes. Never nvis there, I 

bft'hcve, fo niinilious a propr/ilion, the vote :/ the Ihuft, ha* proved ah lady tir ftl^.icy and 
the ahjurdity of tt. If it Were true, r.hfervc wlut a dilrmma Mr. Burke w'ould involve the 
HuulV in. We have had two InJi.i Budg«*ti» fince ih'S Impeachment began. In each year 
the India Minifler h.‘S dealt with pccnh?r foice siud emphifis, upon the m.Ulnefs, the juflice, 
and tlic exc llency of the Gove»*nment of Great Britain m Bengal, h .s explained the fituat.on 
of iti fort'gn conncilions and dcpet.dencies, and h. sbft year t.iken credit of the aggregreof 
the refouiccN of Bengal, of a fuiplus, after the p.iynnciit of all its expences, of two ir.illions 
Herling. The Houfe has heard thvfc flaiemenis w ith great fatisfa^hon, .'pd lias vot^d tlmfe 
refolmions which Mr Dondismov»d. Guild the H- oi'e hrve done lo, h.id they hrlieved 
Ml*. Buikf* ? No 5 for, in conirad dinn to every mai/s declaration wl.o lias any means of 
information, Mr. liuike obfluiately perfifU 10 punting fo the woi id, in the name of the Com- 
mons of Gre t Brihain, the mifemble, dittreJUd, dtpi pulatcd, and lu.ned flue ol Bengal, Be- 
nares, and Oude. 1 afTirm, ihercfoie, ihu the llo.jfe hjc not, camiii, and uuglit not to give 
entile credit to Mr. Ruike, for the vetacitv rdecer) that he .iflirms or denies. 

In another p.ir-’graph he fays, th.U the Conimiitce mult he the foie judjics of the relevancy 
of the fa£Vs, till the competent Court finallv decide^ 5 a^d lie adds, In that Court the Agent 
** of Mr. Hjflings will foon enough be c.ilivd upon to give h s own tertimopv with rcg.ird to 
the contlu^l of his Principal. The Agent fh.di r-nt efiape from the necelnty of deliveriog 
It, nor will the Fiincinal efc.’.pe fiom ;hc tvitimony of h;s Ar,:-nt.'* 

lo tliis palTage I know Mr. Bink? is not ferion>, nor wd.l iha world believe him, becaufe 
cveiy mio nf common fenfe know*?, ih.K there is .a common-i’cnfe way wf dtiing bufinefs, 
ami that if Icou/dg\ve the lefhmony whicli Mr. Bmke inflmnte' I con ^ive^ M?. Fox, the 
► Managers, the hve lawyers they employ, woidd inflfl upon Mr. Hvifce's comingtnthc point 
fit cnect would net petmit him to '.pe.ak fourdays opr.n prelump: kms, and the probahUt- 
ties of pt efumptions ; hut, as Mr. Burke has now Cf.mmiitcd l.imfe'.f, I hvq>e the pv^blx wdl 
mn/orfret the broad affeitiou that hv. l»ns m.;de. l or the pref.;; ?:, I vvi'-l iit oim them, that 1 
was examined upon this fubjtil io Wcflmmfler 1 1. *11 .duivc four hourc. wvh .ill the ability, 
ingenuity, and induflry of Mr.Fijx, Mr. Buike, and Mr. Sherid..^; and ihl.s is not the only 
iiiflance they have given of (kill in pmting qneBion*:, a? the W’l'rM well kn«'ws. 1 have been 
exirmined upon the fame fuhjeiSl by a Oomouiree of th« Houfe* of Commons five yeais before. 
When 1 was called as a witnefs in W'el^minller HaJ!-, no ’nh'i matiou war. given to me of the 
point 1 was called to depofe to; and, in thccouife of my examination, Mr. .Sh»*r>dan obferv- 
e»>, that there was a con t radial ion brttvetn mv evidence then given, and thir which I gave 
fcrateily on the fame fubjed. A Noble Loiti aflvuded me an opjionunity of c.illii!g for that 
*• * former 
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Th€ letter hsing: coiicliidecl, Mr. Monr-'^ne however^ refrain declaring:, that he refle^^I" 
he conceived it to be iintieceiDry to nJU with t!:o iatisfsdttoti on the honour m 

jKiother word on the fubje^ ; he coiiiU not, had enjoyed iur twenty -four years jn^he ac- 

Aarmer evidence. It came ; it wms read ; but the ability of Mr. Sheridan did not en>ble 
diim to point out a difference, anti, anntd with tiic rtdic of Mjgirtracy, he left his alfertion 
to fhift for irfelf. No queltion can piif to me ilnt 1 will notanfwer inoft unrefervedly ; 
and as to money tranlaflions, 1 flumld have oo objedion if all chat 1 am cimcerncd in, wore 
proclaimed at Chniing Crofs. 1 liavc nwer lent my name to give currency to a bond, and 
jifterwards lefuied roiIifLl,''.«ge it. 

Mr. Buike fay.*?, ili <: then pci feveiance nay be calk'd ohffinacy infpired by malice, and 
adds, ** Not one of n", howevtr, h th .i cuife of malice. VVli.u knowledge have we of Sir 
Elijah Impey, wirli whom yr-u know we b'.gan • and of Mr, Hafiings, whom we after* 
wards loui.d in our way ? — raity view's cannot bs our motive. Is it not nofonous, that, 

<* if we tIioii}>ht it confident with our duty, we might at leaft have an equal lhare of the lii- 
** dian interct, which now is alnaoftio a rnanagainft us ?’* 

One would ready imagme, that Mr. Bulks was wiring to an old woman born in the laft 
century, oi to an in fane in the nurfe's arms. Tliat he Ihould gr.jvely put fuch a queftion to a 
gentleman of clipmctcr .nnd infornution, and deep political' knowU-dge, is, indeed, inoft 
wonderful. Poes kv>c Mr. M<'Mt.igne know, tii.^t llv^fe who have been his hofom friends 
thronglx lifsjio d*: up the cnnle of Mr. Kaiting, moit warmly and fuccrlsfuliy in the year 
1776, \ihen f.oid Noiili wanted to remove Inm, hestuft: bs k:JLeri accufed^ Docs not Mr. 
MnntaiM'.e ki'in\, that the M.i.qi.>» ot Rotk.n'd .»in tnen defenUtd him, bccaufe tbe accuf-itisn 
n:t pi -i -d- Doe? not Mr, Montague know, that the accufntions vvtte ai^lually ihofe 
which, at Ills.- dill I'.C'.. of fouitcen ’;eai>, M**. I’u*ke has revived, though three fevtral times 
fince ill:/ wcie. in -de, Mi. ilaOingi, h.i;,, hy ilie nii^r.inuni:, voice of the Lepifl.uuie, been ap. 
pointed toe Govcnni-Geru-r.u ol Uvngal ' iXi s nut Mr. Montague ki’ovv, tlut in 17S;, when 
hrj fatas a Member of tlv JuuicjIu»c Onu iutcce, they examined veiy p.ii''lictd.ii iy into the 
circunift inces cf tlio eKn.u 1011 of Nunucomir ? Docs not Air. MoiUai;nc know, that pre- 
cifvly at tne f.nn*< ;.tnud Loi J North h. ought in a Bill, hy which Mr. H Ifings was z fourth 
Hme appv>inted Guveuw»i .Gcuf-r«l of iJcu 'dl, and for ten ycar^ foots not Mr. Muiua- 
gueknow, that neiil.rr Mr. iluiko, nur .■'•o* one m.ut of ivs Committee, intieated l#ord NoitU 
(o fiifp' nd the appointment beco.fe ^Mr. If w..s co/.ce'nrd m the de.nh of Nun.'comar ? 
He knows that at tint time roO ch iiifpicitMi.’. ex.ltcif, nn- do they now', though it wai found 
iXfiadUtit to fay that i>lvchtlie Cniimuii.s h:»vt difatowtJ. 

But, fays Ml. Buike, we found iV// , ;a our way, lie never fp»'k8 more truly ia 

his life. ' 

They djil io, h' 4 t net in ^f'ni r;?i. found h .'j ifi th»}r zuay whrn they had turned 

•or Lord Noith the next ye ir j :1 cn, ami not till then, dul li t* pkic thicken ; nor wa> Mr. 

\\l^^ oniy {y,Aa tiry fiJtii. 11 tbi.it nv.r;, Tbe\ /" -iwi/ Mr. J«>h»i M.lipheifun in thnr 
wayx and t'lcy nuilc a repmt wl..ch hud lor :t-. ohj ct w, nwovut^ and a ccnlure of Lord 
Nortl) for appointing him, 'll -w f..*ind Mr, Wfuiur in tUi> way i for they nude ^tn'thir 
report, in whuli they affiimcd, tl^t l> >rh h‘'andSii Jofin wtreiimpiicatjd m the trimu.duv uf * 
Mr. Hdllings. The refinance of the Finprictors, and the death of the .Maiqii.s «>f R n kiut:- 
bam, prevented ihc.r pkm', hum t:.k'n^ effect. Th&y re finned, .ind lu .i mouilis cuue in 
W'itli add'tioii'l power, hv ;mi umc xpec^ted junction iviti) an old enemy. Tlu ii Mi. Fox 
bioughi in hiS nicmoi .ihic: Bi!l,.ai]c trjey jound ISrir. ILiJlittjfS i*i tht.ir WiiVs f'’r lii» h lends 

jjoierd mult heartily in oppofitir.ii ih.it mculuie, with a Very girjt iiv.joniy of tlie u,»u.>n. 

1 cannot pollihly l».’k iivo the heart <ita m n, aim difoovi r the mutivi*s ol Ins diin-ons ; hut, I 
believe, there is n(»t lo Great Ur tain one ai.in of coniinuii Icufc, or who has leufl hcjoml tlie 
Hiftory of Tom Ihum >, who wdlGy with Mr. Uuike, that paity views cannot bcllie ubjcii - 
af their profecutiou of Mr. Hadiugs. 

Mr. Burke fays, “ Is it not notorious, that if we thought it confiftent with oar duly, wa 
<• might have at lerft an equal iharc of the Indian inierctt, which now is almoft to a man 
•• agamft us ?** 

Theroisan infiiiuation IvTc, which it ir, incumbent upon Mr. Montague to do away. I 
deny the truth of it in the moft folemn and unequivocal manner. None of us have forgot the 
late important rtiuggles, nor the aiftivc part which Mr. Uuike took in them. During ch-ic 
period, or any other, was the leaft overture made direaiy i)i:.indirirfUy on the part of Mr. 
Kaftings by any man living to deprecate the refemment of Mr. Burke, or liis party ? I atlinu 
tljere n»t, and at the very moment when ificir polk-flion of power appeared (whether 
with or without caufe 1 knoiv not) to be iocyitable, 1 fpoke of them gyetilcly in the maimer 

rt-.; ■ 
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f^namtanee of the Right Hon. iGentleman 
Surke)» who was admired for his 
«laq3^f4, and for the depth and extent of 
his aiiderltanding : the qualities he however 


mod atirdired In his Right Hon. Friend wer« 
the qualities of his heart : his invincible in* 
tegric/y' and his unbounded benevolence. 
Major Scott rufe for the purjwie ut ilatiog 


that I had done, when their elevation appeared to he more didant. If no reply is giveny the 
inrinuation will be treated by the world as it deierves. 

I will take upon me to declare, that no overtures w'ere at any time made by Mr. H.u\inas ' 
or his friends to deprecate the violence of his opponents, though an overture was made to 
them. Ac a very critical period, namely, the night before Mr. Fox brought in his 13.1!, Mr. 
Sheridan, who made it, would have met me the next day, had 1 not decliiied the meeting. 
How far he wds empowered, or hy whom empowered to treat, I know not ,* but uficr 
having di^hned that meeting, which was intended as an opening to an accomntndacion, 1 did 
not expert to hear it gravely alferted at any cimey as a m^itter of nuionety, that Mr. Utirke and 
Ids friends ** might, if they thought it confiRent with their duty, at halt liave an equal fliare 
of the Indian tntet elt.” Mr. Burke's meaning is too obvious to be milTed, but it has no fort 
of foundation in fadt. 

lam. Sir, Your humble Servant, 

Holies ^Streety May 9. JOHN SCOTT. 


To the PRINTER. 

SIR, 

1 AM obliged to you for inferting my letter fo early in your paper, and as I mnft I mjE 
upon the publication of Mr. Burke's letter to be a fair appeal from lilm to the public, £ 
ihall fuhmit Come further remarks to the candour and good fenfe of the fame tiibunal. 

In his late fperch, he g.ave us a long account of Munny Begum, whom he called/* a 
Dancing Girl, a common ProRitute, a wicked V\^oman,*' and bellowed upjn her a v.inety of 
opprobrious epithets, in fo far that three-tenths of the ladies who heard him, mud iiavc de. 
parted with the mod unfavourable opinion of this venerable macron. If the Houfe were to 
give Mr. Burke entire credit for the veracity of every fadt that he either ailirms or denies, it 
would upon this occafion be in one of the mod unfortunate ddemmas that ary public body 
was ever involved in j for Mr. Burke bimjclf^ in the Eleventh Report of the Seledl Comm.ttec*, 
gave the Houfe the following very aiffereitt account of Mnnny Begum, in the year 17S3 : 

It will be proper to date to the Houfe the fituacion and circumdan.ewif the women 
principally concerned, who wci’c in the Seraglio of Jalfier Ally Cawu at his ileiih. The 
“** called Munny Regum, a pefTon ongin.dly born of poor and obllure pa- 

** rents, vvho dcliveied her over to the cnndudlrefs of a company of dancing giiis, in which 
** profefllion being called to exhibit at a fed1v.1l wliete the hate N.iboi> took a hkmg to her, 

** after fome co-Uabication, (he obtained fuch inBuence over him, that U took ber for 6.74 
of his wives (and jhe feems to have h^en the favourite J, pa: her at the head cf his llaram^ 

•* and having a fon by her, this fon f ^ecseded to his autbonty andejlate\ Munny Bc;iuin, 

** Che mother, being by bis will a devifie of eonfiderable fu/ns of tuoney^ and otlur efidCli, 

** in which he left a charge, which h.is finte been applied to the fervice of the Ead India' 
Company.” 

All the l-itter part of this account w’c know to be driiHIy true 5 and the fird may be fo 
elfO', alihough it will be impotlible for Mr. Burke, or any other peifon in Enghnd, to prove 
ir, Munny Begum, by Mr Burke’s own account, Wtis the wife, and tlie favourite wife of 
Jaffier, the fupertor of his Seraglio ; and Lord Clive took a legacy of five lacks upon il.c 
drengih of Iwr tedimony, which forms a fund for the half-pay of onr army. If she cvcc 
was a dancing girl, it mud have been ne.vly fifty years ago ; forrlielad twenty-feven yea>s 
.die has been treated as the fird woman in Bengal. How ihe acquired her povver and ii> 
Buence originally, long" antecedent as it was to our ourn influenre in Beiig.il, is not a matter 
of tlie lead confeqidnce } but i ihould ho glad Co know, if the Houfe is to give entire creihc 
to Mr Burke for the veracity of every fa^St he affirms or denies, how they are tff'a£f, w^sfi 
be differs fo materially from htmftlff In the Eleventh Report, in the at tides prefenied 
CO the Lords, this Lady is cilled the widna of Mcer fafier, In hU fpeech, which we 
might mod religioufly to believe, die is Uylcd ** a wicked woman, and a common prof* 
titute.** * 

1 (ball proceed in further elucidation of the danger, zi well as of the abl'urJity, of .Mr« 
Bu: kc's dudi'iue. - 

E He 
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Ihc fiatvre of (Ke proofi ht meant to adduce 
In (up|)ort of the alle^atiDns contained in the 
petition. He entered ii^to a long and mi- 
^4liite detail of EnHern tranfadHons, which 
went to the acquittal of Mr. Haftings in the 
'fitf ttcolars alliKied to m the petition.— He at 
fome length entered into the proceedings re* 
fati^ to Nundcc>mai\ tlie whole of whicli, 
fie faidf wet a laid before Goveinineiit, fub- 
fequentto winch Mr. Haftmgs' was repeated- 
ly ccMitinued Hi his high office of Governor- 
Genet'al. After fuch appointments, what 
Cohld be the opinion of Mi . Haftings, or of 
the worlds but that the charge was looked 
ispon as a bafe and unfounded calumny ^ Yet 
this was the mafs of evidence which the Ma- 
nager had been talking of fer two days, and 
which he was fo anxious to produce. Tlie 
Hon. Major proceeding, faid, when Mr. 
HalVings returned to England not a queAion 
was afked him as lo Nundcomar*s iuforma- 


lion; yet hit never replying to whtrmf 
never put to him, was drawn by 
Manager ar a ftroog prefumption of his guilt. 
That Houfe next took up the bnfmefs of 
Huhdeumar, and paffed a decifion thereon ; 
yet after that decifion, the Manager thought 
proper to affirm that Mr. HaCiings murdered 
Nondcomar by the hands of Sir Elijah Impey, 
Thefe, he fiid, were the different points 
w*hich he wilhed to fubftantiate by evidence § , 

after h.iving done that, he would not pre- 
funie to offer a motion, being confident that 
the Houfe would confulc its own hsnour, and 
do Mr. HaAings judice in the fteps they 
meant to purfuc. He was convinced that he 
could prove the truth of Che allegations, but 
would not prefume to point out what mea- 
fures ought to be taken. 

In Che cuurfe uf the Honourable Major's 
fpeec!), he was iniet rupted on the point oi 
order by 


He has affirmed, that to let the lands of Bengal in farm, was a moft wicked, corrupt, and op* 
preffive fyftem, invented by Mr. Haftings, unauthorized by the Diredfors, and a fcandalout 
Tiolation of the rights of the Nobility and Country Gentlemen of Bengal. 

Mr. Burke has reprefented himfelf as a laborifius, plodding, and inquifiCive man, who has 
tieen intent upon the difeovery of Indian grievances for eight years. What reli.;nce ought the 
Houfe, or the Public, to whom he has appealed, to place upon his accuracy or fidelity, when 
It is 9 notorious fidi, that the plan for farming the lands was adopted, in various inftancet 
three years before Mr. Haftings adopted it ; and is thus mentioned by Governor Verelft and 
.Mr. Becher, in a letter to the Select Committee in Bengal dated from Morihedabad, the 30th 
of July 1769? 

** The plan we wifhed to fee generally followed is, that of letting the lands to farm, for a 
<< term of years, as we are perfuaded that mode tends molt to the welfare of tlie inliabkants, 

the improvement of the country, and of courfe the benefit of our employers* We art 
** happy tn find the Hon. Court of Diredlors feem to have adopted the fame fentiments ; and 
•• we fiatter ourfelves tU Stginning that is now making, in letting out to farm the diftriils of 
• Raje Shaky and Nuddea^ will in time be followed throughout the Province of BengaL** 

Here is another firong infiance brought, in order to prove ih.it the Heufe cannot, and 
ought not, to give entire credit to Mr. Burke. 

In bis lad fpeech, he read a tedimonial which Lord Cornwallis and his Council had ,, 
traofmiiced to the Court of Drre^ors from the Rajdi of Dsnagiptare, a boy whom he repre- 
fenced CO be eleven ort welve yean of age. Mr. Burke might well fay, indeed, chat fuch a 
iefiimonial, from fuch a child, was only to be mentioned with ridicule, or with contempt s 
and in fuch a contemptible light he did reprefenc it. This tefiimonial the Houfe has not 
fecn ; but if they were to give entire credit to Mr. Burke, they might fuppofe, that no otlen 
fg nature appeared to the teJlmoniaL The faft, however, is, that it is fgned by all the public 
oficcrs of the Rajah, who manage the bnfmefs of ibe Zemindary for him 5 and tlie next 
name to the Rajah's is that of the Naib Zemindar, or Public Mini/ler* I have been afked 
ferioufiy, of what validity the tenimonial of fuch a child could be 5 fo completely were Mr. " 
Burke's auditors convinced, by his general argument, chat no other figoature was affixed to 
U, but that of the infant, as he called him ! 

1 fhonid encroacli too much upon your time, and your paper, were 1 Co produce the va- 
fmus inftanccs that have oecurired, by which 1 could prove that Mr. Burke's dodlrine is • 
mod dangerous one indcctL The good fenfe and the juftice of the Houfe rcjjcdtcd it at once 1 
but it appeal's to use, diat Mr. Burke witties for the decifion of the public aMb upon the fame 
|iM.inc. If 1 am right in this conjeaure, I am jufiified in laying before them a few fads, by 
which thry may determine, tlwit neitlierfhe Houfe nor the public ought to give him credit 
lor- die veracity of life fadls he eUher affirms or denies. 

1 am, bii-, Your bumble fenrant, 

JOHN SCOTT^ 


h’.Pc’^Streetg May.stf lySf. 
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The Matter ,crf the Rolls, who faid, he ii| ^icb they (hiwW proceed wilh4b« 

. wilhed that at ihe oioQienc of complaining: of cution. 

^ -'0 irregulai'icy in anotlier place, by the ufe Mr. Fox faid, no fuch thing would havei 
of ^ui^oper werdSj the fame irrcg»»la- been done as the Managen complaining 
rity irilfht not be fallen into there,* but Aal againft ilw Lords fo«; any intermpiion : the 
the merits of tlie petition miglit be fairly pro* Counfel for Mr. Haftings had a right to inter- 
ceeded to be difcwffcd, and the words com. nipt the Mimagers, and the only time ho op- 
plained of be examined, whether thry were pofed fuch interruption, was no& for the in- 
relevant to the profecutiop, and whether lerniption itfcif, but on account of its not 
iliey were or were not authorifed by the being decently made. He had, he faid, as 
Hoiife. high an opinion of the pi ivilcgcs of the Honfe 

Mr, Pox defired that the petition might he of Commons as any man ; he never had, 
read ; which being accordingly done, he aoi- however, expeAed to have heard what had 
mad verted thereon, obferving, that at the ‘juft been aflferted, that the Lords had no right 
moment it complained of the Managers mak. to interrupt the Managers ; thr^ cerminly had 
•»g unwarrantable charges, it did the like, a right, ami they muft fubmit to their Lord- 
by charging them with feveral falfehoods un- fliips wlienover they thought. proj>er to flop 
der the Cover of a proteflation. Ihcir proceedings. 

The Matter of the Rolls faid, that the Mr. Sumner propofedto Mr. Bouveric to 


Huufe ought to go to the invefli^ation of the 
allegations contained in the petition, and fee 
whether proofs could be advanced to prove 
the falfehoods it alferted to have been 
made. 

The M.’.jor, after the above fhort inter- 
ruption, proceeded to the Gonclufitin of his 
fpeech. 

Immediately after the Hoo. Major had 
concluded, 

Mr. Bouverie rofe, and for the purpofe of 
getting nd of the petition nnoved, “ That this 
Houfe do now adjouhi.’* 

Mr. Sumner ohjeded to the motion, and 
faid Che Houfe ought to fufier Che petitioner 
to go into a proof of Che allegations of the pe- 
tition. 

Mr. Fox declared himfelf convinced of 
the fahhood of every allegation, excepting 
chat relative to Niindcomar, which was mif- 
reprefented. He wittied the Houfe to ad- 
journ. 

The Marquis of Graham was againft the 
ad)oamroent, and argued the right of the 
Houfe to fnffer the proof being gone into of 
the words complained relative to the death of 
Nondcomar. 

Sir Jofeph Mawbey thought the Houfe 
fvou'd do beft to adjourn and get rid of the 
bofmefsi lie contended that the Houfe of 
Lords was the only fit place for notice Co have 
been taken of any Improper words, and tliat 
fuch notice ought to have been taken as loon 
as the words were uttered. 

Mr. Ford contended that the Houfe ought 
not to adjourn, but proceed to the onnfidera- 
tion of the petition. If the Lords liad ob- 
je^ed to, and checked the Man.igers for any 
of their proceedings, he doubted not but (he 
Afanagers would have come to the Houfe, 
and complained againft their Lordlhips, fur 
prefmniog to ibem fhe 


w*ithdr;*w his motion of acljournnieiic, as lie 
wilhed to move for tiie Hpufe to receive evi- 
dence to fubftantiaie the aliegations uf the 
Petition. 

Mr. Bouverie refufed to withdraw his mo» 
lion. 

Mr. Smith was againft the adjournment, 
and confidered it the duty uf the Hiuire to 
go into a confideration uf the Petition. He 
confidered the afTertions of Mr. Burke, hich 
weie complained of, merely as declimation. 

Mr. Fox again declared, that he fully be- 
lieved the allegations of the Petition to be falfi^ 
except that relating to Mundcumar, 
was mifreprefcnled. ^ 

Mr. Mitford contended, that the Petitum 
ooght to be confidereo ; for he faid, if tlie 
allegations it contained were true, it deferved 
the greateft attention and redicfs from the 
Huufe 5 if, on the «»ther hand, they were 
falfe, the Petition, and the pci fon prefenting 
it, would merit the fevereft caifure. If 
Mr. Haftings was guihy, he wifhed him to 
fall under the weight of his crimes, not 
under the weight of his profecutors. The 
profecution ought to be condudled with lai- 
Dour to that HouL*, with nothing cnlnm. 
niating or inflamm.aCnry on the minds of cliq 
Judges. The Lords had not the power of a 
Judge in the lower Courts to punifh tlie af- 
fertor of a calumny ; they cculd do qo more 
than ttop his proceeding in fuch calumny \ 
where then with propriety could the Peti- 
tioner appeal for redrefs but to that Houfe ? 
To them the apphcacion was made, and to 
their candour and julVcc. He had heard the 
explanation which the R ghi lion. Gentleman 
ulcered to the H^ufe i it w:i«, however, an 
explanation that by no means f.tt»fied him : he 
was convinced, in his own mind, that it was 
the duly of the Houfe to examine whether 
the allegations were or were not founded j 

% % 
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Ihk faA beinj; arcertaincd, it would 
Afterwards ba^tove tbetn to afceitaiH what 
ought to be dune : if tlie allegations ^cre 
|fr»vcdtrue, turedrefsthe party injured } or 
fhontd they be proved (alfe, vyhat cenfure it 
Y^ciild be nerelTar y to paf$ 0.11 the petition^ *<nd 
the perfon offering it, 

Mr, Fox' agreed with the Hon. Gentle- 
wan, that it was improper in cafes of life and 
^atb to influence the palflons j it was not fo 
sn mifdcmeanours. In trials on life or death, 
the veidi^l could not be d.ffercnr, the defen- 
dant mufl be found guilty or acquitted ; it 
was not fo in an impeachment for a mifde- 
rneanour, where aggiavation wns fair on one 

flde, and extenuation on the 01 her. The 

jLords might find a perfon impeached before 
them gu.iCy of a mirdeme.tnuur; it refled 
v/ith them, as they conceived the guilt, Co 
Older the puiMfhment j it w..s therefoie the 
duty of the profecutors to flaic in the flrongeft 
color.is and mofl forcible language the .^reat 
enormity of the offence. He faid, he was 
ready to allow, th:.i he fliould abufe his trufl, 
were he to alTevt a fa£t he did not mean to 
prove, or that in his confeience lie did not 
Inhere Co be true: what had been charged 
againfl Mr. Haflings he believed to be per- 
fe 6 lly fa He infifled, Chat it w'as Che dur^ 
of ihe Uoufe to give the xumofl confidence to 
tiieir Manager?, in tt uflirig to them What they 
nceived to be relev. iic ; for, if they did not, 
e profecution could not poflibly be carried 
on with effe^. TaeHoufe, he faid, what- 
ever rxiode they m'ighc ndnpCf or in what way 
ihey might think proper to bring forward 
^he prefenC bufiilefs, mtifl in the end come to 
ihe (hort qiitfllon,— Whether the Mjiiagers 
^vere or were nut fit to carry on ilie profccu- 
X'um ? — It was not probable, he faid, that at 
the moment they were about Co gather the 
laurels of ' their labours by ' a fuccersfi .1 
conclufiun Cp the profecution, they would 
luzard their caufe, the honour of iben Coun- 
try, the honoii;* of the Houfe, and (heir own 
honours, by-uilfouiuled calumnies. ' He <ib- 
ferved upon the manner in w'lich the com- 
plaint came befrre the Houfe, not fi'om one 
of their ownboily, but from ihs.iccured per- 
fon. The whole proceedings on the petition, 
he faid, werfc not more contrary to precedent 
than they were to common feufe, and luinous 
1,0 airpuMia*<uflice for ever. He w'iflied to 
afle, if the opiiiibn of the f.ite of 'Nnndcomar 
wgs new ? V/as it not afferted by liis Hun. 
Friend (Mrf^' 3 hend;»n) before th« Lords, 
never to' bd^forgoiren, at the 
momeqt that the decifion in favinir of S;r 
Elijah Impet that Kundcomar was 

hafely imirdtrtd ? H-j would not allow that 
(he HoaV of Commons refufing to impeach 
tfff Eltjali was an acquittal of^liim^ 


the Houfe was at liberty at that tpoment^ tf 
they thought fit. to impeach him for th^ 
murder. It was his opinion, and ^ve;H!^(i 
be^ fo, that it was a grofs mbrder, ^ifl tha^ 
tlie unfortunate man had been put to death 
for the hnfefl purpofes. He argued, that if 
the nfleitioiis made againfl Mr. Haflinga 
could not he proved true, they would ul- 
timately tend Co his adv.mtage, it being a well 
known rule, chat the failure of an argum'enip 
againfl an accufed perfon made for him. 
He enred not, h-j faid, on hiN own accoiinCj 
how the motion was I'lfpofed of; it was of 
little moment to him: he wifheih however, 
to infotm the Honfc, that his Ri^ht Hon. 
Friend (Mr. Burke) did not fland Angle t 
that eviTy one of the M.inngeis would hav9 
uled the fame flrong expiclVioi.s, had it fallen 
to their fh ire to open lint charge. — There 
wah no diffeience of opinion 4,11 the fuhjedt 
between tliofe who had cnnfidered it ; the 
diffeience only ex'.fled between them .mil 
tbofe w ho knew lefs ; and between them and 
Mr. Haflings. It was therefore fair topic- 
fume that the Managers were right ^ and as 
the preftimption was in their favour, the 
Houfe ought to be careful to obtain fohd 
proofs againfl tlieir M mag«TS, previous to 
their proceeding to cenfuie them. He en- 
tered into obfervaiionson the difliculties under 
which the M.mageis commenced the piofe- 
cution, without the afliflance of any of the 
Crown Lawyers, and without the favo m of 
the Houfe on general political topici.^-^He 
intreated the Houfe, if they refufed the Ma- 
nagers their aiTiflance, not to impede them, 
but to allow them fair play : if they had not 
time to aflifl them, he hoped they would not 
find lime to oppofe them, and to endeavour ro 
flur their prI)c^edlngs. Oppofition, he faid^ 
were always charged with a wifh of getting 
the places of lliofe they oppefed ; he wifhed 
he could fay the fame of (he prefent Oppo* 
fititm' to the Managers of the Profecution ; 
the cafe was however the reverfe, and wert 
Che Oppofition to defeat the Managers, they 
‘Would not be w’ilhngto proceed with iha 
piofecuiinn themfelvek Ifthe adjournment j 
fhuuld be negatived, he hoped thb Houte 
would go into a proof of Che allegations, and 
he had 00 doubt the fMfiiy of them ' would 
appear : he would vote (or the adjournment, 
but whether it was agreed to or nor. a time 
he hoped would come when the whole of the 
prefent ptuccedings y^ou^d'he reprobated and 
expunged.'— The condudl of hi( Right Hoh. 
Friend (Mr. Burke) was hdnourable'tu hira- 
felf, to that Houfu, and t 6 his country : tlio 
Houfe in trying him would try all -the Mana- 
gers ; they all admired his general conduct, 
ind admired His condurt of that itiy in ah- 
feotitig himfelf| feeling the indignity of being 
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called upon as a defendant by the culprit he 
jwas profecuCing. He concluded by conjuring 
CO cake care of cheir own honour* 
not tcrCdffcr their inquificorial powers to be 
infringed or deOroyed, and not to foflbr if to 
appear to the world chat tiiey were either 
prevaricators in the profeciuioni or adling as 
cnuiifel fur cl;tf nnan they pretended to profe- 
eute. 

Mr. Jekyll argued the duty of the Mana- 
gers conducing chemfelves with the fanne 
caution as advocates for a criminal profecu- 
tion. He contenoed, chat it was incumbent 
nil the Houfe, in prefervaCiun of their duty 
to individuals, and of their honour and dig- 
"niiy, to receive the Petition i an^i if the alle- 
gations were true, to give that redrefs which 
They were bound in juftice to grant to the in- 
jured party. He Concluded by reprobating 
tlie conduct of a Manager w'ho would pre> 
fume to make a charge againft any man, in 
the teeth of a fulemn decifion of the Huufe. 

Mr. Bouverie's motion was then put. 

That this Houfe do now adjourn;” on 
which the Houfe immediately divided^ 

Ayes — 97 

Noes 158 

M.jority 6 X 

Major Scott then moved, ** That Mr. 
.Gurney, (hoiC'hanvkvvnter, be called in and 
examined /’ 

A fhorc convci fation took place on this 
million, winch w.isubjeAed to. by Mr, Fox, 
Mr. Adam, Sir Grey Cooper, and Sir James 
John (Tone, .is an improper mode of proving 
Che words of a Member of Par^ameiit. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
Marquis of Graham, Col. Phipps, the At- 
torney General, Mr-*" RoUc, blr. Smith, 
‘Alderman Le Mefurier^ and Sir William 
Young, were of opiiiion| thar^he evjdenccof 
the (hurt- hand writer could with propriety 
be admitted. ■ • • 

Mr. Ad«im wlfliing a Committee to he ap- 
pointed CO examine precedents, moved the 
♦ Previous QijelVon,*' 

A liiorr coil vei fation enfued on this motion* 
whuli being agieed to by tlfe Chancellor of 
the Kxchetpier, and others on that fide uf the 
it was carried. 

Mr. Adam then moyedthe appointment of 
a Committee, wirch 'Sir William Young 
Oppofvd, and infilled upon dividing the 
jioufe. ' ^ 

' The Hniife immediately divided. 

Ayes — joa' 

Noes 17 

Majority 89 

And at half an houi* after nine o'clock the 
(loufe'fidjourped*" 

(jk ■ f , 


Monday, Mrty 4. " 

Writs were ordered to be ilfued for iicio^ 
bers to ferve in Parliament for the county and 
town of Cambridge, the former vacated by tlie 
death of Sir Henry **Pey ton, the latter bf 
General Adeane, who has forfeited his feat 
by the acceptance of the office of one of the 
Grooms of the Bedchamber. 

The Marquis of Graham reported from the 
Committee appointed to fearch for precedents 
appofite to the f^eps neceflary te be taken on 
the petition of Mr. Halvings, chat tliey had 
found no precedent immediately in point, buc 
referred the Houfe to the cafe of Sir Dudley 
Digges and Elliot, and which cafe was in- 
ferted in the Journals, where they conceived 
that the Houfe, in refpedt to words, would 
find fomething analogous and worthy cheir 
obfervation. 

The report was ordered Co be laid on tho 
table. 

Mr. Sumner moved, that the order of the 
day on the further confidcratiOn of the peti- 
tion of Warren Mailings, fhould be read. 

The order of the day being read, 

Mr Sumner next moved, that Mr» 
Gurney, fboit-hand writer, fhould be cxa. 
mined for the purpofe of proving the alle- 
gations contained in the petition of Mr. 
Haftings 

Mr. Francis afked whether the fliort-hand 
writer was to be examined to the entire of the 
allegations, or to fome particular point* He 
thought that he fhould be examined as to the 
whole of the fpeech, and that it fhould be 
tranilaled, Co fee whether the tenor of the 
fpeech was confident with the drefs laid op 
the particular words fingled out as to hare 
been fpokcD by Mr. Burke. 

Mr. Addington thoughc it was unneceffary 
to take a retrofpe^i of the emire bufinefs : the 
charge was made ngaind Uiac part. of the 
fpeech which related to the murder of Nund<« 
comar ; he did not fee that the Houfe was to 
take cognixance of any other part of the 
fpeech. He would therefore move afi 
amendment, tha^t^fter the woid « examine'* 
^lould be inferted, f* for the purpofe of af- 
ceitaining fu much of the alhgutum in the 
petition as refpeided the aff.tir of Nuo4y 
comar’.*’ 

Mr. Sheridan thought ilie amendment ex« 
tremely partial ; it went to pri>fcribe Mr” 
Burke from the benefits whi;:h might accrue' 
from confulfii'g the general* featUies of his 
fpeec)i, iipd it w idled to confine 'to a pcint, 
the principle o^hich c<»uld not he known 
without the fpeech or the wluile fhould ba 
confu'.ted He did not think it fair or lio- 
houi'iihle Co pin his H<mi. Friend down to a 
fpecific charge ; he did not think it jud ro 
giiible the petiiion in fayour of the cuipnt 
‘ ‘ • ajaioft 
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IHplitidtHie of tbc M9n#sor!t<s and whet^r 
IhCtDoufe adtcil through undem^fi or juftice, 
Q^ould keep up appearances ; and fur 
lil^ part ha wooldt copfiftcnC with his idca^ 
Ipre hit neg.ative to thf amendmer.t. 

Major Scott declared he had no communi* 
oation whatfoeyer with the ibort- hand writers. 
Mr. Burke had made many charges for which 
fjtere no foundation. He would net for 
prefent enter into what he iud faid of 
Xtevi Sing and the three feals ; but as to his 
charge of Mai)dcoiiiar« it dwelt on the mind 
of Mr. Haflings, aod to that particular it was 
lieceOary to diredl the attention of the Houfe. 

Mr. Fox did not think tlie grounds on 
eyhich the Hon. Member argued fupportable. 
The prifoner had flated.a matter ea«.eedingly 
injurious to his Hon. Friend. Where, hi 
alked, could he obtain fatisfad^ion ? Hot be- 
fore a Court of Jufticc. Not before the 
High Court of Parliament. Not from the 
decifion of the Houfe of Lords. The Com- 
mons of Great Britain, of whom he was a 
repr«fenialiv«| he appealed to. He only 
afked th?m (o go into incomplete invediga* 
tioo of his coodudf^ aod that ought not ^ be 
denied* 

Mr. Pitt diBered from the Right Hon. 
Gentleman | it emdd not, hf f.iid, have itny 
effect on the Hon. Gentleman, (Mr. Burke) 
to .have the petit iofi proceeded on confident 
wit^'the amendmeut. Thofe Gentlemen 
vJio had beaded that they were cloatbed in 
the Robes of Magidnicyi could (lot be injured 
hf way allegation ma^ by the perfon whom 
they were profecutieiit particularly if thefe 
ellegations were not deeded worthy the con* 
ftderatmn of the Houfe* He thought the 
priibner fliould have complained before, that 
if, as to ferera) of his antrgations. He charg- 
ed the Managers with eAing contrary to their 
former dccUrati6os» for that in requeding 
diat the wiiole of the allegations might be 
difcuded, they created chat delay which they 
iiad taken fo much pains to impute to the 
^punduH of the other fide of Che Houfe, 

Mr* Fox briery replied: he find, chat de- 
jay could not be imputed to the Managers $ 
jlliey had ^aid originally that the petition ought 
pot to rcc^ved. thep entered 

into an able r*p7^ to the arguments ufed by 
Mr. Pile, an«l wiUi his ufual ability cootro- 
vertod the aCTerCions mU arguments of his ad- 
ycffary. 

Mr. Wyndliam took a rejrofpeft of ij^e 
})u6ne^s* He entered into the quell ion at large, 
knd declared that it was egplent from what 
had dropped from others of the Managers, 
pf^Wliich not the lead notice had been t.«keo, 
jtliat Ids Bmi. Friend Mr. Burke was fingled 
put by Che prifoner, as bring the mod for- 
pajdablp of his a^cufsn, and having a 


ledge of his guilt, >i:hich mud bring him tp 
judice, 1 / 

Mr. Pitt denied that Mr. Burke had bswi 
fingled out, fertile charge alluded ^^snut 
ixwdebyMr. Buike, it originated withano- 
therof the Man.4gers (Mr. Slieridan), and 
therefore this aflertion could not have weiglit 
with the Houfe. 

The Houfe divided i 

For the amendment, 1 1 5 

Againd it, 69 

Majority 46 

Ader tome defultory converfation, the 
dimt-hand writer was examined. ^ 

It IS impoflflblcfor us to enter into an exaft 
detail of the arguments made ufe of on each 
fide, daring the examination of Mr. Gur- 
ney. After being many times ordered to 
withdraw, he was fuflfered at bd Co give his 
tedimony, with the aflTiilance of his IhorC- 
hand notes, refpe£hng the words fpokeu, 
which proved that Mr. Burke had faid, 
** that Ht (meaning Mr. Hadings) mux- 
DERCO HIM (meaning Niiodcomar) 

** THROUGH THE HANDS OF SiR ELIJAH 

Impey.’* 

Aker Mr. Gurney had withdrawn, 

)*he Marquis ofGiaham rofe. He wifhed 
not to dwell long on the fuhjedtj he would 
only fpeak to the authority vsded in the 
hands of tlie Managers &y the Houfe i it cer- 
tainly did not amount to cliargiiig Mr* Haf- 
tings with the murder of Nnndcomar. He 
would therefore move« That 110 clireHinn 
or authority was given by this Houfe to bring 
as a charge againd Mr. Hadmgs, or to im • 
pujte to him the con^piQ^iwi ^qd execu- 
y|po of Nundcomar.*’ 

Mr. Sheridan requeReJ to know if this 
refolution was to be followed by any other ? 

Thjo Marquis of Graham replied, by none, 
that tie knew of. 

Mr. Fo^ bad pot much nbjediion to Uw 
motion, ami jtherefore would not pngraA 
tbe ^haie by taking Che fenfe of the Houfe 
upoq ir. He did pot conceive ilte refolutioa 
implied any cepfpre p,n the copduA of his 
Hon. Frjend. 

The Cliancellor of ithg ^xchwioerexpref- 
fed much fatisfadlionacthefei^yacquiefcence 
of the Right Hon. Gentleman wlxi fpoke bd. 
It was a full convidlion chat the ipotion car^ 
fied evident propric ty yiith it ; it was a necef- 
fary aioneipent the Houfe owed for the in- 
jury dqny to Mr* Hadings, by charging him 
with murder) at the fame time he begged 
to be underdood as not meaning to throw 
any cenfure on the Right Hon. Managers. 

Mr* Fox wilhed cp inform the Right Hon^ 
Gentleman that he acqoiefced becaufe tbe 
motiop fonyryed po qenfure upon his friend. 
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farther, keeaufe it d!d not re- 
iVrain from mentioning the tranfadUen 
Sn future. He t^ged the Houfe toebferv^) 
that Mr. Burke brought no fuch charge 
agalnit Mr. Haftings as murder; that not 
even an Honourable Baronet lad year, when 
he impeached Sir Elijah Impey, accufed him 
of murder, the technical ftnfe of the 
word — it was only in a moral fenfe. It 
could not be brought againll either of them 
as a heavy crime, but as a mifdemcanor. 
Nunducomar was taken off in a foul man. 
ner — they were the caufe, not the effect. 
That the Hon. Gentleman oppofite to him 
(Mr. Pitt) was fatlsfied with his acqulef- 
cence, he was pleafed ; he was more pleafed, 
becaufe the motion conveyed no cenfure. 
At the fame, time, he thought it would be 
difgraceful to the charafier of a learned Gen- 
tleman, who had faid, that all Europe looked 
with eager eyes on this trial, if he neglc£ied 
to move for the removal of the prefent Ma. 
nagers. 

He might, or might not fay, what was 
agreeable to the Hon. Gentleman who fpoke 
lalt ; but he conceived himfelf at liberty to 
mention again the fame words Mr. Burke 
had made ufe of. He wilhed the Houfe, if 
they were difTatisBed with their conduA, to 
remoye them. The Managers did not wlfh 
CO continue in their office without the con- 
Udence of the Houfe. Perhaps the Hon. 
Gentleman might And perfons on his fide the 
Houfe fit for fuch offices. The Managers 
were men of different charaflers. He had 
relied much on the generofity and honour of 
Che Houfe § he had thought that political 
profeffions and prejudices would have been 
Waived on this fubjefi : he had been de- 
ccived ; he had found a dcTire to find fault 
with their proceedings, to lirten to com- 
plaints againA them. The Houfe muA be 
fenfible that they muA according to their 
judgments ; tfist it was not, he had been 
informed, illegal to inAance a lir^r crime to- 
wards proving a fmaller; for in the trial of a 
man for defrauding an infurance office, the 
profecutors had allcdged and proved the com- 
^ miffion of murder againA t)ie prifoner. 

Mr. Sheridan could not, even at tills late 
hour, help troubling die Houfe with a few 
obfervations. He wilhed the Houfe to look 
over tlie charges ; fiay, 'to proceed a (horccr 
way : he dared the Hon. Gentleman oppofite 
(Mr. Pitt) to rife and fay, that if Nundu. 
comar had not brought the charges for bri- 
bery and corruption againA Mr. HaAIngs, 
he would have died in the manner in which 
be did. — When he liad faid, laA year, words 
to tlie fame cffefl as Mr. Burke's, no notice 
was taken of them; nay, intheanf'ver de- 
liyer,d in by Mr. UaAings, he lud con* 


fidered that allegation as a charge ; for he 
fays, “ With refpedt to the malicious e£ar^tr 
of murder, I folemnly declare 1 had no hand 
whatfoever in the condemnation and exccu* 
tion of Nunducomar.*' He concluded b/ 
faying, that fiiould it fall to his lot in a Tub- 
fequent part of the trial to mention that 
tranfa^lion, he fiiould ufe wo.ds to the famo 
efifeA as Mr. Burke had done. 

Mr. Wyndham faid a few words in fup- 
port of the Managers. 

Mr. Pitt dlfregarded infinuations thrown 
out againA him ; he and his friends fiiould 
be watchful over the condu^l of the Mana- 
gers, and take care they tranfgrefibd not the 
dlredlionsof the Commons. 

Mr. Fox with much warmth contended, 
that no tyrant ever behaved in a more bar- 
barous manner overthofe whom he governed, 
nor with more duplicity and treachery. 
would maintain that the privileges of the 
Commons were never more invaded, nor en- 
dangered within this century, nay he wouldt 
fay within thelaA, than they had been with- 
in tliefc few days. 

The Marquis of Graham was ted to fay 
more than he wifiied ; lie had hoped the mo- 
tion would have met with no oppofition- 
The enfe he thought was now materially al- 
tered : he therefore fiiould move that the. 
fubfequent words do follow the original mo- 
tion : That the wbrds fpoken by Mr. Burke, 
** he (meaning Mr. HaAings) murdered 
him (meaning Nundudomar) by the hands 
cf Sir Elijah Impey,*’ ought not to have been 
fpuken. 

Colonel Phipps fi^ronded It. He thought 
the cendudt of the Managers unjuA qnd ab- 
furd. 

The amendment and the original motion 
were now read. 

Mr. Fox wifiicd to know if the Honour- 
able Gentleman who fpoke laA meant to giva 
the fenfe of the Houfe— -if he did, and the 
Houfe thought the condufi of the Managerg 
unjuA and abfurd, why not remove themk 
It wa: a refiedtion on the Houib, to con- 
tinue in thefe offices men who were difqua- 
lified by InjiiAice and abfunUty. He moved 
that the following do follow the former 
amendment : NotwiihAandlng on a for- 
mer year, no notice was taken of the wordf 
fpeken by another Manager to the fame 
effcA; and that Mr. HaAings, in his de^ 
fence, had cchfidS'ed them as a charge, an- 
fwering in the following m.'inner Witb 

• refpeA to the murder of Nunducomar, I 

• folemnly deny having any concern ia it 

• whatewr.* 

Mr. Fox reprobated the conduct of the^ 
Cenrlcmerf who'had: fet their faces againft 
the Managers. Ke faid, that the Houi'e had 

vetedL 
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imd for the. Impescbnocnt^ they had ap« 
jpointtd the Managers to conduA it ; but, 
iit>m the motion of the noble Marquis, it 
feemed tliat they had appointed them merely 
for the purpofe of abufmg them. Tii*. noble 
Lord had wilhed to cenfure the Managers $ 
hut as he had done To in a courtly JlyU^ he 
thought the cenfure was admiHibJe : for his 
j>ani he faw plainly that it was the inten- 
tion of the Marquis, as well as his friends, 
lo flur the profeciition — in plain words, they 
had a^led mcarly in vvilhing to convey fenti- 
Ments which they were afraid or alhamed 
to avow. 

Colonel rhijJps rofe to order s he faid the 
kighc Hon, Gentleman had uttered words 
which were not only indecent, but fuch as 
were unfit for fuch an alTembly, and would 
f^t be tolerated In any other place. 

Mr. M A. Tayiur replied, that the l^on. 
bentleman who had (poke lall, was guilty of 
d breach of order in the hrft inflance, in call- 
ing his Hon. Friend to order, when nothing 
Occurred to excufe his condu£l, and titac the 
words with which lie concluded his fpecch 
were much more diforderly than thefb to 
ivhich he had very improperly objeded. 

Mr. Francis, looking Aedfaflly at the 
Speaker, told him, that a very unw at rant- 
able numco had been offered to a Right Hon, 


Member, and that. (the Speaker)kill 
heard it, y j 

• Mr. Fox having made a very pMted and 
fevere obfervation on the condudV of Coh 
Phipps, the Arangers were ordered to with- 
draw in about an hour after, the gallery* 
^as opened for the admiffion of Arangers, 
Mf. Pi It at our entrance was on his legs, 
recapitulating many of thofe arguments which 
had been ufed before; and was very fully 
anfwcred by Mr. Fox. The Houfe having 
grown clamoroos in calling for the queAion, 
the amendment of Mr. Fox was negatived 
without a divilion. 


The queAion was then put on the origi- 
nal motion. 

Ayes 135 

Noes 66 


Majority 69 

The whole motion, as amended by Lord 
Graham, was then carried without a di* 
viAon, 

Mr. Bouverie next moved a vote of thanks 
to the Managers, for their fcrviccs in the* 
public caufe. 

This motion was reAAed as premature ; 
a dired^ negative was not put upon it, but it 
was difpofed of by the previous queAion. 


Thirty-ninth Day. 

TCksiMY, May 5. 

The prifoner having been brought to 
the Bar, and the Serjeant at Anns hav- 
ing, by the ufua] proclamation, called 
Upon the Cominona to make good their 
chaises againft Warren HaAings. 

Mr. Burke rofe, and fiid, that in 
obedience to their Lordfbips piocla- 
iD 2 ltion, he would proceed to make 
good the charges brought againA the 
prifoner at the Bar by the Commons of 
Great Britain in Parliament anembled. 
But before he Aiould enter into the 
proofs of thofe charges, he begged 
leave to inform their LordAiips, that 
Ance he had la A had the honour of 
addrefling them, an event had taken 
place, upon which it was extremely 
diflicu't for him to Ipeak, but which, 
at the fame time it was impoflible for 
him to pafs over unnoticed. At the 
laft fitting of the Court he had Aated 
to their Lordfhips, itP the courfe of 
his fpeech, that the prifoner had mur- 
dered Nuhdcomar by the hands of Sir 
Ebjati Impey. But this pofuion he 
was no longer at liberty to fupport, for 
in what he had faid upon it, he was 
difavcwad and difowned by his princi* 


pals— the Houfe of Commons. Their 
LordAiips were not therefore to expeft 
that he would attempt to fupport by 
evidence an alTcrtion, which, however 
it might appirar to himfclf to be well 
founded, was difcountcnanced by thofe 
who had ordered the profecution, and 
had cominiflioned him to condu6l it. 
It was the province of the Houfe to 
command thofe who a^ed under its^ 
authority, and it was his duty to obey* 
But at the fame time that he profeN 
fed bis readinefs to obey the com- 
mands of his principals, theirLordfhipsi 
he hoped, would fuffer him to fay a. 
word or two by way of apology foirj 
that part of his conduct which broughtj 
upon him the cenfure of thofe whofef 
approbation it would be his ambition'^ 
to obtain, and his Audy to deferte* 
When he faid that Nundcomar had beeU 
murdered by Mr« HaAings, he never 
could have meant to accui^ the prifon* 
er of the fpecific crime which tbU 
Aiw called murder^ He was a little too 
well acquainted with the laws of his 
country to entertain an idea, that tnur* 
der WAS a crime which was to be tried 
by impfachmtnt* What he 
therefore^ by thii word murder ^ in the 

fenfe 
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fonfe in w,hich he had ufed it, was not Commons HiouM give him frcfh in* 
the crime which the larru diftinguinics ftrui^iona on that head. 

' by thA name, but a crime which in Indeed it never was his intention to 
reafon and common fenfe muft be corf- offer any proof to their Lordiliips re* 
fideredof at le.ift as great atrocity. fpe<ft:ng the circiimftanrcs cf t'le con- 
From all that he had learned by nine demnation aiiJ execution of Kundco- 
years enquiry intothe admlniftraiion of mar, except with a view to rebut the 
jullice in Bengal, he had been fo clear- diferedit which Mr. Ilailings might b« 
ly convinced in his own mind that advifrdto endeavour to throw upon 
Nundcomar had been taken oft' folely the ai-citfaion b-rotij^ht againft him by 
T for the piirpofe of throwing a difrredit Nundjornar, by lliewiiig that this man 
upon the charges brought by that un- had aHcrwards been condemned and 
fortunate perfon againft Mr. Hiftinga, executed for ^orgery. 
that as long as he (houhl fpe^K h's own Tint Mr. Mift'iigs entertained an 
pri‘VAte opinion, he would not bcfitatc idea of difcrediting the accufitioii of 
to fay, that Nnndcomai had been nuir- Kupdeomarby fiicli means, appeared 
dcred by Mr. liaftinga. Sodeciily was from h‘ ' own defence at the bar of the 
this convitlion rooted in hss hoair, I^onfc of CommonF, where he adtually 
after nine years enqn'iy and deliUerj- df dared it. It was very natural theic* 
tiou upon that fubjeit, tli’.t it wouM fi)ie for him who was to manage the 
be torn from him oidy with his IdV. impe. chir.ent, to fupport the credit of 
And theretore, though he w'ls w'iliing Mnndconiar, wnol'e tcftimopy was one 
to admit that the word r/ 7 .v.V, 7 - applied of the dpcf fuppoits of the prefenC 
to the cafe of Niindcomar, diilnot con- article of charge i elating to prdents. 
vcy the iiiea that he had coiictived of 11 'wever, as tiic Commoiis had been 
that fatal event, ftill he maintained, ple^fcd to cenfure him for having men- 
that as the poverty of our langingedid tioned tl.e (bath of Nundcomar as a 
tiat afford any other word, more par- charge aj:,ainll Mr. Hillings, he would 
liculafrly defcriptive ol ihc crime not olrempt in the courf of the trial 
which he thougnv might faiily be to fhew that Mr. llaftings had any 
broiiglit home to the prifoucr, he hdd baud in that deatli. lie wtAild kav(t 
lK:en reduced to the nec( ftity of calling it to bejnpptd'td that an execution, 

. it a murder. Ir he could cltfcover any which at leait tor that time put an end 
other word that w’ould more forcibly a charge then pending aJ.^•;lI.ft Mr« 
convey his idea of the atrocity of the Haftingi, and which was onduiuenilyai 
, pri -'’oner’s guilt, he never would have moft ufetiil ( vent to him, had ►leen ef- 
. iifed the w'oid rriurdcr — he had bec.ii fciTicd by a Fortuitous coincidence of 
driven to it only by his not having been circumftance'-, in which Mr, iiaftings 
able to find a r^;orfc. had no concern, but tiom which, hap- 

Ilis private opinion, however, w^a penir.g f.) veiyopp(7rt line!/, he derived 
not to Hand in competition with the the grrateft advaiu.igi . 
opinion of the Houfe<if Commons, but He would fupooi'c even that it waa 
to give way to it. It was not for him one c'f thofe ftrokes of Providence, 
to confider how' the Commons could which, aw Mr. Halhngs himfolf f.iiil in 
have learnt in fome few days that the bis dciciice, the ncc^plc of India fuper- 
refiilt of nine years labour beftowed fiiiioully imagined always watched over 
by him upon this fubjed, did not fu'^- his perfon, and condudlcd all his mea- 
nifti a ground for charging Mr. Haf- furcs to their deftined end ; he W 48 
tings with having confpited igainft the willing to fiippole that this Providenc# 

► life of Nundcomar, as the only w.iy had cut eff Nundcomar juft at the 
to deftroy the accufalioii brought by moment when his death could be moft 
that unfiTtunate man agamft Mi. Hdf- fcrvicvable to Mr. Haftings. 
tings. — It fufiiced that the Houfc of II vingmade thclc preliminary ob- • 
Commons had declared its opinion on fervatioiif, Mr. Burke lead the refeiu- 
that fubjed ; which opinion Ihoiild be tion which was paffed the preceding night 
alawtohim. And therefore he would by the Houfe otHommons From thi 8 < 
not in the courfe of the trial fay one rcfolution, he faid, it appeared that he 
word^abnut the convidfion and execu- was reftrained only from defending the 
tiou of Nmidcomar, Ut them be urged credit of Nundcomar by piovinglhat he 
•ver fo forcibly by the Pnfoncr againft was taken tuT by Air. Haftings.— But he 
the credit of that perfon, unlcfs the was not reftrained from defending the 
* J? ere- 
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6fedit .6f Nundcnmar any oth^r 
way. Thir} chough f>e \'Ms n«jt left at 
liberty to prove fhat a Pri.re Moi fi-r 
«f a great kmgdqm, wh ■> har* Oiuler 
his foie fTianag^'meni a ttVct'^'U' «-i' 
i,ijao,oool. a year, and who tn»’. ■.'-••''i 
tried for a paltry forgery, luppoicd to 
have brcn committed eVven vrais hi‘- 
forc hrs trial, and undrrtlie authoiiry 
Of an Jj^nylifli Ail of Parliament paf- 
ied after the pretem^cd <‘om:»>ifllon 
of the crime, was prolecnted, not with 
a view lo fitisfy publi*' jnllici , but lo 
fl.!)n Mh’ courfr of <t ; ft»ll he was at 
liber'-y to repel the attacks made by 
Mr. Haflings on thccltai »clerof Nuncl- 
Com ir, by rlurghtg him with other 
forgeries, which had no connexion w»»th 
the pr* Kncled criaic for which he fuf- 
fered dca^^'i. 

It was H maxim received in fome of 
the revolutions of philofoplry, that 
when a limb was cut off fiom tlie ‘hu- 
man bodv, ibe ftrenpth of the others 
were propornonahlv incrcafed. And 
therefore, faid M BurUe, this one lur.b 
i>fv<'Urt. e b«ingcu« ('ff, the oihe»s 
Will b pioportionalily Itrengthencd ; 
aindw< fliall proceed, even in oin maim- 
ed (fate, with more vigour and energy 
than we difpbycd before. 

He then liegged their Lorddnpa 
would not ipipiitc to the tJoufi ('‘'Com- 
mons, or to tier caiilc, any part of 
that weakn<fi ,^bich belonged folcly 
to him, their agent. Whatever w'as 
ent rpetic, right, jnd regular, ihould be 
Aiipuied to the Ccimmons ; what was 
fceole, wrong, or irregubr, diould be 
jaid excluiivi ly at hi;? door. The Com- 
mons, in ccniiiring him, did not mean 
to throw llie feafl damp upon the im- 
peaci.ment ; for though they had con- 
jured and difavowed Iiuti, they had 
again C-nt him to profecule the fame 
impeachment with the fame colic igucs 
againd the fame defendant, and at the 
ptme bar at which he Ivd originally 
opened it. They had railed a theatre 
^ juftjee, on which the eyes of all the 
iyorld were fixed, and in which the ho- 
nour of the CommoTis and of the Bii- 
ii(h name were deeply concerned. It 
^8 for the Commons who had brought 
fhc profecjition, becaufe they were con- 
ylnced of the Prifoner'a*guilt, to fpeak 
yarith confitfence^of it: but it was the 
province of their Lordfo’ps to believe 
nothing* advancetJ by them, that Jliould 
pot be made out in proof. 

Having Hated thisi lie obferyed that 


Mr. Hafiings had, in his defence at the 
bar of the Houfe of Commons, charged 
Niindcomar wdth having forged two let- 
i»i3, one frnna Mu nicy Bkgum, the 
(•: - r from the N ‘i)ob Yetram ul Dow- 
'v,. B'lt it lo happmed that M?* Htif- 
tJiJgo defeated thole ghsrgts at the very 
moment he brought them. — For hp 
Biewed that tlv pirti nded forgery of a 
letter from Munny Begum was lupport- 
cd only by bis own teftimony.— ** ( ' 
“ have fince been informed, fays he* 

that flie (Munny BegunO was totally 
“ iini( quair.ted with the ufe that had 
“ been made of her name, till 1 in- 
** formed her of it.’*— Thiir. aJTcrtlont 
Mr. Burke liihl, idled folely upon the 
auih(''vity of Mr. Halting.' himfelf, un- 
fui^ported by any one witnefa. — It was 
true, indeed, he u ferred to a witnels ^ 
for he lanl ui hi de'ence^ — “ Mr. Mid-* 
“ dieton, whom /lie confulied on the 
** occ.ilion, can atufl tht riiith of Ihls 
« lloiy.’* — Blit Ml. llAftiigr, ran no 
lilk in refeiriDg to Mr. Middleton, who 
could not contradnft him— and for the 
very n-.ifon, becaufe that Mr* Mid* 
dlcton is dead. 

The other ( barge refpefling the fpr- 
gtry of a bttcr in tfie name of the Na- 
bob Vi-raAM UL Dowlah, was Hill 
more extraordinary ; for though \I;, 
Ilallings did m.t lulitUe lo Cdll it 
foigery, he ndin tied that he knew 
nothing of ihc matter, as appeared 
from his defcnct, wheie he \ 

“ have ijoi yet had the eiiiiorny roeri* 
“ quMc of the Nribido Ytlram ui 
‘‘ Dowlah, whetlier kis letter was of 

the Umc ll.imp; but I cannot doubt 

it.” 

Mr, Burke adverted pe^t to the pre- 
fents and bribes taken by Mr. Hidings, 
To prove that to take prcfenis in any 
Jliape, or on any account, was made 
penal in every fervantof thcEad-India 
Company, he read the A£l of Parlia<. 
ment, by which the penally was imp®f- 
cd ; and he quoted, a minuic, written 
by Mr. Halliugs himfclf, in which> ^ 
fpeak ing of the \ oiihty pflTpred by Sujdli 
ul Dowlah to the Company's troops 
that had alfided h'ln in tlie rxtermina* 
tion of the Rol ilia?, he declared that 
the vnlmky dilcovery of this Ail of 
Parliament convinced hiip, that the 
troops could not accept ('f this bounty $ 
be faid he would be glad to lay afidd 
fbe AV, hut it was irrWidihle. ’ ^ 

Mr, Burke remarked, thatJKf troops 
eouid not accept of a bounty from a 

Princsj 
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Prince, who by their braverv and blood 
had acquired (nillions, a fortiori^ the 
Company’^ civil fervants v/cre pi delud- 
ed from taking pitfents- ^ 

But Mr. Haitings, it Teemed, had 
made prefen ts and bribes a loiirce of 
re*venu€i and had received them for the 
benefit of the Company. But this, ex- 
clufivc of the (h-imeTul idea of making 
up an exchequer oi bribeSy was a weak 
pietencc ; for it was a maxim in law, 
that when a man pays a fum of money, 
and gets no confidtration for it, he can 
recover it by adtion "J'hus Mr. Haf- 
tings could be fued by any individual 
for a fum fo paid to him ; and if it had 
found its way into the Company’s 
Treafury, Mr. H dtings, after having 
been compelUd to retund to the oiigi- 
nal donor, could recover of the Com- 
pany all the monies that had been lo 
lodged in their Treafury. Of this the 
Couri 4>f Directors were aware; for 
they ftnt out orders to the pnfoner to 
receive no private fum on their account; 
and they bound themfeWc"^ to repay 
any that had been fo recuved. 

Mr. Bui ke took infinite viains to piir- 
fue through all their umzcs what he 
called the arts of Jhe prifoncr to con- 
ceal the ftjms he had pi ivauly receiv. d, 
and to difgiiifc them under falfe ac- 
counts. We cannot pretend to follow 
him through all his ft-itements, iutcr- 
fperfed with various references to let- 
ters written by the pnfonei on the 
fame accounts, and all contradi^ory. 
He inftanced the accounts of lacks 
of rupees, which were delcribed in one 
account as the joint property of the 
Company and the prifoncr, /wo belong- 
ing to the former, and onr to the latter • 
In another account the three lacks were 
deferibed as i\\t foie properly ot the 
Company ; — and m a third account as 
the exi'lujt've property of Mr. Haltings. 
Now it was pretty remaikable, that 
though at fitft the Company was repre- 
fented as the owner of two- thirds 
of this fum, Mr. Hadings tr>ok the 
Company'^ bonds, for the whole*.— And 
though in the third account he llUed 
the money to be his own, he faid he 
afterwards indorfed the bonds to the 
Company, meaning thereby to declare 
that they did not belong to him. Thcfc 
different prevaricating accounts proved, 
be laid, that the views of Mr. Haftings 
in^^takmg. the money originally were 
ourrupl^ 

Mr. Burke touched Uext upon the 


bribe of three lacks received by Mr« 
Haftings from Rajah Nobetkissen* 
The Prifoner's own account of the 
tranfa£liori was as follows : — *’* In the 
“ year 1783, when 5 was a6lually in 
“ want of a fum of money for my pri- 
“ vate cxpences, owing to the Com* 

** pany not having at that time fuffi- 
cient cafli in their Treafury to pay 
“ my falary, I borrowed three lacks 
of rupees of Raj AH Nobexissen, an 
** inhabitant of Cfllcutta, whom I dc* 

" fired to call upon me with a bond 
“ properly filled up: he did fo; but 
** at the time I was goina: to execute rt, 

‘‘ he entreated I would rather accept 
the money than execute the bon&« 

** 1 neither ..ccepted the offer nor re- 
hifed It, and-my dcteimination upon 
it rem<iMied fufpcndeti between the 
‘‘ a'ternative ol keeping the money as 
a loan to be rep.iid, and iahhig it 
and applying i<-, I had done other 
fum$, to the Company's ule. And 
“ there the matter lefttd till I under* 

“ took my journey to Lucknow, when 
1 determined tci accept the money to 
“ the Company's ule,’' &c. 

Mr. Burke foil, that the obfervation 
whic-h was applied to the fair lexi 
“ 'I'hr.t the woinaii who deliberates is 
“ undone,” — might be apont*! to a 
perlop to whou'i a iiribe is offtred ; for 
whoever dt liberates about taking is lure 
to talrt- it in the end, as w^s ihecnfe 
With Mr, HriftingN. Flu' generojify ojf 
ihe noble-minded Rr*j d) Noiv kiflen 
overcvtme him. This Nobekifftn was a 
Banyan; and Jf there was any thing 
more flinty, more griping, morethrifty, 
or more careful to improve the value 
of money than a Jew, it was a Gentdo 
Banyan y or Money Broker. And yet 
fuen a m n refnfed a bond for his mo 
ney, an * e>:*.rcat.'d it might be taken as 
a pref<nt- Their Lo' dlhipa wouM o€ 
couiic expert, aUer iuch a trantaition, 
to bear of this Nobekiflen again ; and fo 
they would, for he had ‘.tep jppointed 
to the colledlitin of the revtuv! A a 
large diftrifl, and wos behind- hand in 
his payments to the Company, in at 
Icaft as large a fum as was that which> 
no doubt for corrupt purpofes, he bad 
given to the prift.ner. 

Mr. Burke^next adverted 10 the pre- 
fent of loo.oool. received by the Pri- 
fonerfrom the Nibob of Oude, which 
he difcovered, becaufe, as be had frid 
himfelf, it was of a mrignitude not to be 
^concealed, and wkich he defired the 
P s - Company 
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Company would give to him as a re- 
ward for hii« fcrvkcs, or, as he Hioiild 
have faid, for his falfe, fraiKluknt, 
covcnous, and prevaricating ac- 
counts- ' 

The lafl: thing on u^hich Mr- Burke 
touched was the letter written by Mr. 
Haftings from Cheltenham to the C\)ui t 
of DircciorSj in which Ik endeavoured 
to avoid giv'iig the aceomu which they 
prelfcd him to give, of all the (urns pri- 
vately received by iiim for their ufe, 
together with the n.unea ol the per Tons 
from whom he received them* This 
letter Mr. Burke dtlcnoed as fni gefir- 
r/s, as in its ktiid, ami iic»t to be 

parnlltled in the annals of mankind- 
At zo minutes pafe four o’clock, 
Mr. Bill he faid he w^nid not detain 
their I*or.liliii>s any longer that day: 
There lemiinedi he faid, very little 
r.'iore for him to f^y in the opening of 
tills charge j and he iiflnred them he 
fhould be able to f^y it in a very lliort 
fp.ice of time the next day of meeting ; 
and then he fiid he woul 1 proceed to 
give in evidence, iriefr^; 5 ai»ic puaifs of 
all that he had .I’Udgcd \t hia opening. 

Mr. Burke then fat dawn, anv! their 
Lrirdfliips adjouined from ti.e Cali to 
the Upper Iloufe of PaVliaruent. 

Fortieth Day. 

Thursday, May 7. 

Mr. Burke refumedthcf ibie^. ofthe 
bribes taken by Mr. Ilallingt.. Some 
of thefe, he faid, were, according totbe 
Prifoner’s own words, “of a magnitude 
that could not be concealed and 
therefore as he knew thirt fume account 
•f them would reach the ears of the 
DirtCtcrs, he thou.dU he would h?ve 
fome merit to plead to the Couit, by 
making the difeovery himklf. But he 
refolvcd at the fame time to make it in 
fuch a way as would, in his opinion, 
baflle all ci'cjiiiry, and ultimately con- 
ceal what it appeared to be the objeil: of 
the difeovery to rcve.d. 

Accordingly, the account he gave of 
the prelcnts was fo oblcure, that the 
Court of D;rc<5>ors could not fee their 
, way through it — if Mr. Haftings ever 
gave any explanation, it was to puzzle 
the firll account, and to add cbl'curity 
to that which had but ttib much before. 
His memory being v.'^eak, he was rc- 
^ d need to the uecefiity of what 

might have been his motives for con- 
, cealmg at firft the receipt of the fums 
ip <j(ueUion, ana tor making tbo Com- 


pany debtor to him for its own moneys— 
and after having fubftituted guejfes in 
theropm of accounts, he confcfl'ed, in 
his famous letter from Chcheiiham, 
tfiat he was not fure that the motives 
which gurjjed had inHueiictd him 
vw'cre thofc by which he bad actually 
been inflin need. 

Mr. Burke faid, that w'hen a myf>ery 
was thrown over accounts, to conceal 
from thofe who ought to infpedl them, 
he fufpedted that it was ufed for the 
foie purpofe of covering a fraud. — He 
admitted that there might be occaliona 
when the accounts of a nstioii imght 
\v»th prr>pricty be kept from Hie eyes 
even of perfons filling confiderablc of- 
fices under Government ; but there 
could iM)t occur any one c-afe in which 
it would be proper to keep accounts 
from the knowledge of thofc wtio were 
at the head of the executive govern- 
ment. And therefore he prefiimed 
thit Mi. llaftings was confeious of 
guilt, when he with -held from the 
Court ft D'let^ors the account of the 
ri.C'-ipt and expenditure of money 
which bth'/ULed to Hie Company, and 
which ii WMs their dej;^rtm<'nt to di- 
re'): and contrail!. Mr. H itlings miglvt 
bj frtid to with-hc'M' the accounts In 
rpiell'cn fiorn the knowledge of the 
i)ircdois, vvl'cii he gave thtm only 
fiicli acciiunn as they could not iinder- 
ftaiicl, arid wnen he explained them on- 
ly in ff ch a ni inner as to render them, 
if pidiibk, iMl more obfeure. 

Coiice ihwent feemed to be the wiBi 
of Lis heart: when he was called upon 
in IndLi by the Court of DirciStois to 
give thiife accounts, his anfwer was, 
that he would give them fatisfa^forily 
on his return to Kngland. But when 
he did ictiirn, and the Directors again 
prclled for the accounts, he referred 
them to India, where, he faid, were 
the only accounts of the prefents that 
were in exiiUnce : to his own memory 
he could not trull one moment; but 
he believed Mr. Lai kins, the Compa- 
ny’s Accountant-General, was pof- 
fefled of all the particulars rehting to 
thofe prefents. Thus did Mr. Hafiings 
always fet one half of the Globe between 
the queftions put to him and his an- 
fweis. For when he was in India, he al- 
ways faid that it was in England he 
could fatisfy the wiflies of the Direc- 
tors; but when in England, he faid it 
was only in India they could j>rocurc 
the accounts they were fo anxious to 
obtain. 

The 
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The Dire dlors having been thus re- 
femd to Mr. Larkins, lent him orders 
to ti.'.urmit to them particnl.ir Ht’(^>mita 
of all the films of minicy priv.itcly 
reived by Mr. for the life oT 

the Company, and p.ad into the hands 
of Mr. I. *rkiiip. 

Tne aiifwer of Mr. Lirkins was to 
have difpelltd tlir niyfl< ry which luinj' 
uputi this bufiocfs ; Liit unfortunately 
it left it involvetlin its ori^^i-ir.l ohf mi- 
ty ; for it was nothing It-fs Immu f-iiis- 
fal 5 iory. — The account corr.vned in 
this aiifwcr mi^nt be c.illtd CcO'^rul^hi- 
cal and U.) otuAfy^it but bv no means 
f,ii>ifa 3 ory^ It It ited the jluccs where 
the money was paid, and the tutus 
wlien it was received, but faid not a 
fyllible about Wx*: perf'ms by whom it 
was given, or purpofc for which it 
was advanceil. 

Some th'iigF, however, were to be 
found in this anfwer, which would lead 
their LoidOiip^ t<j prcfuine, th it the 
account given by Mr. Larkins, il ough 
it could not be thought to cunt tin all 
that Mr. Lai kins knew of the inallrr, 
WMs vei y far from being a f.dl account 
ot all the bi ibes and preA iitn rectivi d 
by Mr. n.dliiigs. Some put of the 
account tranfinittrii by Mr. L.irk'ns, 
w«i8 tinted l.y that gcnllem.in to b<ive 
been rtad to him out of a IVifi n pa- 
per, by 1 Ptrli.vn Agent of Mi. II if- 
tings ; blit it d.d not Hate that the fiim 
nientit ned in the part of the ixper fo 
nad, was the only one of which that 
paper contained an accnunl. 

It was evident alf(^, from the account 
fent ovtr by Abo Lirkins, that Mr. 
Baitings h.nd /nd a Slll)cliJl^t■nd^ul( 7 ^;//^- 
of to W'licin all the i.ifciiir 
agents, employed in this buf.nefh, g 've 
paiticul.ir account r. of the fumn laife:! 
by them for the ufe of Mr. Hdlinys, 
or, lo adopt his own idi’.a, for the Com- 
pany^ Air. II. flings was too c.ircfui to 
triift too mi ch to C 7 it? m.an j he had 
agents of every country, complexion 
and religion } but no tw o of them were 
• acqu.drited with the bufinefs which 
their principal was carrying on ; each 
thought hinifelf the only one ti lifted 
ill money mallei p, though the num- 
ber actually trufted w.is very conftde- 
rahlCf 

It appeared alfo, from the account 
ittide up by Mr- Lai kins, ih-itif it h-id 
not been lor him, who had reminded 
Mr. Ilaftings, that he had prornifed to 
fend home ibmc accounts lo the Court 
•f Dirci^urs, even fume of the rncinO' 


randums out of which Mr. Larkioi 
formed a p.irt of his anfwer, would 
never have been collected fiom fome of 
the Prifoncr’s BUck agents. 

Their Lordfiiips ftnght well be fur- 
prifed that Mr. Larkins, into whole 
hands, as tbc Company's Accoununt- 
Gencr.il, Mr. li^iftings boafied iie had 
paid many of the fiims received by hint 
for ttie Coir.panv's life, Iboiild have 
made no obfervation upon the very fia- 
giilar conduCl: of the Pri.ftiiier, who 
paying into the Company’s Treafury 
the Company’s own moneyas he called 
it, took bonds for that very money 
payable to liimfelf; Ihiis making the 
Ctmipaiiy his for their own rno^iejm 

Thcie Wris ont circumftance more to 
be found in Mr. Larkins' account, 
wh'ch mull convince their Lordlhips, 
that the fylb.m of br:bcry was carried 
on in a mnnner which (hewed tfiat it 
would be an lL*rcnlcan to deftroy 
it. — Mr. Laihms faid, that if he him- 
ft If h.id br en fii'pcilcd of petjurv, he 
woiilil not h.ive ni.idcf out the account; 
and even in that rnfe he would not have 
do'ic it, if he h.ui not had the pcimif- 
ft «n of Mr. I-J.ifur'gs to reve«il whit he 
knew of the Innir.cf^ 

Surh vv,:s the bond of union by W’bich 
all t’nofe w'cie cngagtil to each <>!her, 
who b.ul any Ih.iic in the hulinefsof 
bribes and pcc ulotion, tli.it the fenfc 
tveii of public duty could not ihake it: 
aiid even the Company's .Accountant- 
General w'oiild not tiMiifiuii to Ins mal^ 
ters tbeir ov, n accounts, if he had not 
firft obtained the leave of *VIr. Baftinga 
to obi-y rhe l.Hwful orders of lus fnpe- 
rio»*s. r.hus did th> fe genrftmtn cou- 
p'c .1 nice fenfe ot liOiumi with infamous 
p-cv i.’'‘i lOii, TiriV'de bdtiity with public 
ti'MCf’Ciy, .^.na p.iir otilni w.th mca- 
fuic’i wh' h tei’idcd to deftroy I he cha- 
la.’.ir and houou. of their coui.try. 

Air. Burke ciuercd into a rmmilede* 
t*',] ot the pecul.itions in D-naclipore, 
ftoni whofe RijVii oool. bad been 
extorted, ilr touche cl upon the bribes 
icccived by Gunga Govin Sing, and by 
Mr. Haftliigs's bhek agent Canto Ba- 
boo. The former was by contTP^t to 
have railed a large fum in another dif» 
trifi, but did not pay above one-half of 
it : ft' that bccw^ceu two different agents, 
who were to have railed 90,000^ only 
55 c'oo). were aekuovvlcdged to hr paid 
into the Company's 'rre.ifury. The re- 
maining 40,000! »:'ithtr found its way 
into the pocket of Mr. Haftingc, cr into 
thole of hij agcuis. 
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lt€ n^xt remarked upon the condn£l: bcir 5 alarmed by tbis tcdimrtny> that 
of Mr. Haftinga, who had complained they would thcmfclvcs produce it iit 
lo the Houfe of Commons that the evidejfjfce* The Kajah, as Mr. Burke 
enormities committed by Devy Sing, Ivd laid before, was fcarcely lix year* 
had been afciibed*to him. But not- old when he fucceeded to the Zemin- 
withftanding the complaints of the dary; and he was little nnore than 
Prifoncr, the Khllt imputed to him in (Leuven when Mr- Uaftings left BtrngaL 
thofc tranfadtions ihould be brought Thus it was from a boy ibat this tefti- 
home to him. And this led him to mony was procured, which related to 
fpeak of the written teftimonies to his the mcafiircs of government that look 
charader procured Inely tiom India place whilft he was a ^:/// 7 r/. 
by the Piilbner. One of them was The other honourable teftimony in 
from the Rajah of Dinachpore, who be- favour of Mr. Hattings, was from a 
flowed the bigheft encomiums on Mr. perfon who, it fliould be made appear 
Hallings, and bore tcllimony to his to their Lordlhips, had been robbed of 
hont>;irabieijui>, and equitable conduft one lack and a half of rvptts, 
towards the laid Rajah, during his ad- But though thefe teUimonials had 
miniftraiion in India. been obtained from perfon s who could 

Mr. Burke begged their Lordfliips not be proved to have been pluudcred, 
would give him leave toil »te briefly the Hill little dependence could be had 
hiltory ot thatR;j«h. — ^Tnis noble per- upon tetlimonies procured from natives 
fon was the ion of the Idte Rajah of of India, who did not dare to think 
Dinachporc, who having no Ugitimate difh rently from their tyrannic rulers, 
male ilfuc, and being on bad terms This was vouched by Sir Rlijali him- 
with his brother, adopted his naLural fclf, who, ih one of his letters, which 
fon, to exclude the brother from the Ihould be laid before their Lorililiips, 
fucieifion. This fon, at the death of faid that no attention ought to be paid 
his father, was fcarcely fix years old. to the letters or petitions or addrefles 
It was not clear, that by the Gentoo of the of India in favour of their 
laws the deceafed Rajah could have rulers.— “ Adclrtirt s,** laid the letter, 
adopted this child, whilft he himiclf ‘‘ are procured in E 7 igland through 
had Jiving a legitimate brother. How- influence — in through font'* 
ever, the adoption was confirmed by Having finiflied all his rcmdi ks upon 
the Englifh government, and Gunga the different heads of the charge, Mr. 
Govin Sing was appointed to adminif- Burke concluded with a handfome ad- 
tcr the Z.'inindary during the noble drtfs to the Court, 
youth’s minority. Under this Mini- My Lords, laid he, this proferu- 

Rer, all the friends and relations of the ** tion is not biought merely for th« 
young Rajah were removed from about purpofc of bringing down piinifh- 
his perfon, and the infamous monfler ment upon Warren Ilafiings, and 
Devy Sing was thought a proper in- “ pfcventing future peculations in 
llrument to be appointed by Gunga India; it ought to be confidcred as 
Govin Sing, the friend or creature of “ a cenforial profecution, infti- 
Mr. Haflings, Governor to the young ** 'tutcri for the puipofe of guarding 
Lord, and to be entruflcd with his “ Great Britain from the vices of Afia. 
education. It was then, and in the “ The people ot this country have of- 
country of his pupil, that Devy Sing ten been reprefVnted as unfocia), 
did thofc a^ls of barbarity, which ‘‘ cold, phlegmatic, and diftant : but 
ihould be given in evidence to their their greateft enemies have always 
Lorclfliips. The kajah hirnfclf was “ arimitted that lhc> weic 
plundered of upwards of 30,000). and “ candid ^ nd ingenuous. But fliould 
yet It was from a perfon fo treated that the fubje/ils or Great Britain who 
Mr. Haflings bad lately procured an ‘‘ ferve in India be {‘‘•(T.rt.d to pu*^fue 
honourabic tefliinony of hischaratler*. any longer the maxims of Afla, they 

But fo far were .the Managers from “ will bring home her prices as well as 

* Here Mr. Butke dilaTed exceedingly— his intention was only to ** open a package of 

** guilt aga.iifl the culprit, in order that it might get air, be veutilated, and perform quu« 
^ rantjne.’* 

Mr. Haflings would call upon the mountains to cover him. A Court of Juflice was 
•< an element in winch lie could not live, and his only fandluary was to appeals the perfe* 
** Vtrancs of his profecucors.’* 


her 
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w ^erwealihf nnd Both will over-rim 
the I.ind. Thofe vicesi if tlyey are ^ 
fu (ft red to I'pread, will dettri^tlie 
** genius and chara^^er of the peoj^i 
who will become like the Afiatics, 
referved, diflcmblinps, plotting, trea’* 
chero'js and peifidious. 

“ Bur, my Lurdci it is not for our 
manners only or our nnorals tr.it we 
** have to fe^r, but alfo for our liberty, 
‘‘ Ifthewr5 of the Ea ft would cor- 
riipl ihefornieri its wealth would 
“ utterly deftroy the/fl//rr. An intcU 
** ligent Poet hath laid — 

^Opum m^'tue^iila potejlas. 

From the wealth ot Alia our liberty 
may apprehend its ruin— a deluge 
P of Aftattc tpoilers and delinquents 
f* may pour into the Senate, and cor- 
nipt the fourcos of our Conftitution. 
To- day the Commons are profecu- 
ting Afiatic delinquents — lo-nrior- 
“ row thole dtlinque IV s liny be the 
Commons. Do you, my Lords, 
f* Hand forward the defenders of our 
Conftitution, and let the LiBFRTir 
5 ‘ of the Commons be prel’erved by 
f* the Justice of the I.ords/’ 

Here Mr. Surkc concluded’^. 

The Managers, then withdrew to 
Honfult about the mode of procec<ling. 
^They returned in a few minutes, and 
Mr. Adam faid that the Managtr*^ had 
jto propofe two things to their Lord- 
fhips’ coiifideration, with the adoption 
of cither of which the Commons would 
be fatisfied. The Right Hon, Mana- 
ger who had juft concluded, had open- 
ed the charge generally, and it was in- 


tended that another Hon. Manager 
ihoiild enter more minutely into Ibmc 
parts refpe^ting the concealed bribes, 
upon wbi^ h iht Rif»ht Hon. Manager 
h«d touched but flightly. Now what 
he had to prnpofe was, tither that the 
Manager to whom he alluded lliould 
begin theny or clfe that the Managers 
fh*uild produce their evidence as far at 
it re! -ted to the fums reteived by Mr- 
Haftmgs from Miinny Begum, and 
from theotheis mentioned m the charge 
brought by Nundcomar; and that the 
Hon. Manager li ould afterwards pro* 
cerd to open tiic detail of the ctbef 
briber.. 

The Lord Chancellor faid it wa« a 
mere point of oider, which be would 
leave inlircly to the (idbretion of tbc 
Managers. 

Tfcyagretd alter fome converfatiou, 
to produce Ihtir evidence. 

Mr. Grey then laid, ih.^t the Com 
mons would IhrW that there did ejoft 
fijch abulcs in India, with rilpirl to 
the trtkuig of plelent^, ihal the Court 
pf Dirci'iors were obliged to fend out 
inftrudions on that head, ftiii‘:tly tVr* 
bidding all thnr fervants to take pre- 
fents under any pretext, Thtic in* 
ftriidlioris were produced and read, 

A letter or minute was alfo reart| 
which was wrirten bv Lord Clive, in 
which he pippoted, that a certain al- 
lowance ihoiild be allotted in fiitiiie to 
tvery Prefident or Governor of Bengal, 
in heu ol'thc emoluments that he might 
cxpe^'l to make by trade, from which 
he was to be precluded, i»nd in lieu of 


* Mr. Burjee read from the Reports of the F.aft India Scleft Cotnmitree, a letter of Mr- 
Haftings; audio complimenting the energy andekgance of the compofition, allowed Mr. 

'HMT\^%\\\firCiQT\iad contilianiLm bemvoUHtiam auflitoium. 

' The m inner in wluch Mr. H.iftings had reconled the fums received, was next cenfiired ; 

he had exhiUied accounts in all colours— black, wh»tc, aiui mez5pocinto,*> in all bnguages— 
Geotoo, Pcifian, and Enghfti yet, by fimplc rules of compreheufion, they could mrt bq 
Underftood Pne Hundred Thoufand Pounds h.ui been received by Mr. Haftipgs as a biibe 
which he nrofeffed not to recoiled j and declared he h;id rot a rag of paper as a voucher rq 

jhew for It Foits, F^litkians^ and Fainter 5, wci e hccnftd le deal m fidtion j but accouuiairg 

fUiuld not, with rules of .viihmeiic before them, remain in error. 

^ Mrs Haflings, it appeared, had received the fum of Ten I houfand Pounds, as a gratuity or 
tompliment, which had been applied by Mr, Haftmgs to the India Company. The accept.mce 
bf 'money by a Governor's wife was, by Aa of Pailiament, ex prefsly forbidden ; and wifely, 
the Romans, aware of ihc abufes that would cnfvjc, if the wives of Governors were 
permitted to receive bribes, did not fuffer them to accompany their hu(b.mtls to ihe.r Govern, 
ments. This deterrpmaiion was not ma*le when the Romans w*ire moft d>ftinguitb‘'J fop 
virtue and patrioti'fm, hut at a period belt calculated to porredt immorality and corrupron. 

■ Three provinces in India had yielded to the extortion of Mr. Haftmgs ; and Spciy^ugH 
DiviMt of the Englifti terntory bad efcai^ed Ins rapacity 5 but rv pedi Herculcm j it was ealy to 
|ra^e, had not jufticc intervened, that he wowld have effeifted his ^urpofe m every Province. 
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prcfbnts, which he w-sb not, tinder any 
pretence, to receive. An oath was 
aU'o framed by Lord Clive, by which 
the IJovernor wastto bind himfelf not 
tu take a prefent of any kindf nr fuf- 
ferit to be taken for him. And to iVt 
atS future Governors an example, Lord 
Cl ive, who fr mied the oath, voluntari- 
ly took it himlcif at the Conned Roard. 
It appe-ired alfo, that Governor Verdft 
and Governor Cutler took the farrie 
; or, as it is called in the miniitC', 
I?iit it was proved 
by Mr. Hiidfon, one of the Clerks from 
the IndiAHoufc, thit be could not dif. 
Cfiveir, fi.an the Company’s records, 
that Mr. Haftings h id taken this oath. 

The Mmaij'irs next produced b'.nds 
fijrned by Mr. Hiftmi;*, in which he 
covc-nan'ed uutX.^ accept of any prefent 
whaiev^ r- 

Tliey produced afterwards a letter 
from the Coiiit of Dire^ors to ti c I’lc- 
fident and Cou cil ot B..nj);'»lj m uhlcli 
they cu.r plained ih.it the more pirns 
they hadi^kcr. to prevent tne receipt of 
prtfentF, the more they found tlut p»e- 
fetits W'ere r' ceived. Tiiey then com* 
Btunrcaled their intention to apply to 
Parliament for their aid to fupprefs 
this evl. 

And lafJy, the Manigers referred 
to the rcguhtmg A£i of i774> which 
contains a pjfitivcand peremptory pro- 
▼ifiou on the article of prcfeiUs, wiiicli 
were forbid inuU r ptnalties. 

Mr. Grey w-as going to produce a 
minute written by Mi. Haftings, to 
fh rw in how/;V/« 7 a fr-iife th itgeiiticman 
litmfclf iiiidei flood tliat profilion of the 
A£l, bur was flopped by the Loid Chan- 
cello:, who fliuiing that it was fi<ve 
©’clock, Uiongfit ic was tune for the 
Hoiii'e to adjourn. Amotion of ad- 
joummer.t was accordingly made, and 
their Lordflilps immediitely adjourned 
toihcir own iluiiie. 


Forty-First Day. 

Mr. Grey begged leave to inform 
their Lord (hips, lliat before he fhould 
resume the tvulenee, where it broke 
©ff on Thurfday l.'.ft, h^ wifhed to fill 
a chafm that had been left in a part 
of ti e evidence on that day this he 
Intended to do by l.iyinp before their 
Lorrfliips a crpy of a letter wiirteii by 
fhc pnlbncr to the Com t of D;rec- 
tois, ill whiwh he admitted that the 


fdary, and other aUnwanceB fettled 
upon^the Governor- General on the 
recymmendation of Lf*rd Clive, were 
iTOicient to enable hinn not only ta 
inalritaiii the dign.fy of his fitiiafion, 
bnt alfo to fave in frio years, as 
much money as would make his cir- 
cumflaBces perft Jly eafy and comfort- 
abie for the reft of his life. 

Mr. Law, Counfcl for Mr. Halllngs,"" 
di fired that the orioifiat Itrlltr, and not ] 
a copy of it might l^e given in evidenee. 

Air. Grey laid he fevred this cf^uld 
not be done — lor after the mofl diligent 
fearch, the M 'iiageis h.'ri no^been able 
to find the otf^inuL A copy of it, 
however, was 111 the Report of the Se- 
cret Committee of the Houfe of Com- 
mons, who muH: have feeii the original 3 
fer it could not be I'urpofed that they 
Would f.ibric^te a letter. 

fvir. Law objedlcd to the prodinflion 
of any r{;>u t of the Hnuleof C-.mmon5. 

Mi. Guy ilaltd, that hecould prove 
tiMt the letter of which he wanted to 
produce the copy, had really exifted, 
but that it could not now be found. 
He was re '11/ to admit at the fame 
tiaif, tlii.t lu wa3 not able to prove that 
the ropy whieii he wts about to ofllr, 
had aciually been compared with the 
orig iirtl j but a calc bad been jiiil put 
into his hand, from which it appealed* 
that a copy of a deeil bail been arimit- 
Ivt! as evidence, tho’ ll.c prifon who 
produced it declared he could not 
fwenr that he had ever compared it 
wirh the oiiglnnl. It was a cafe in 
tjec'-menr, in which tlitre was a ejneflion 
of a deed, wlucii was proved to have 
been cjclhoyeil by a fire; a witnefs 
fwoie that he haii made from the ori- 
giml the copy which was produced in 
Court, but he could not fay that it 
was a rnlJnteci : however, he hatl 
alwMys kt.pl it by him as a true copy.— ^ 
In the prtlci.l cafe, Mr. Grey thought 
that if he fliouM pi ove ihnt the origiiMl 
letter to wiiich he alluded, w'as no 
vlurc to be found, but that it had ex* - 
ifted, iheir LordiTiips would fuffer him 
to give the copy cf it in evidence. 

Mr. (irty ihr n ca'loil Mr. Iliidfon, 
ore of the cUrksof the India Houfe* 
who proved that he had Icarched very 
diligently in the C/impapy’s records 
for the letter mentioned by the 

Hon. AbiiMgi-r, hut without having 
been able to find it. — Me fa id, hovv-^ 
ever, that it was a cuflont at the Jodi 4 
Houfe to keep a book of ahjiratls of 
IcUcrs, containing the dates of all let? 
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t<r3 received from tndii, together with 
■ the name of the writer,' &c. -fn 
this book he found the letter 
tion mentioned, but he was not abloo 
find the original. 

Mr, Law alked, if the book of 
abftrafts was written by the witnefs.— 
Mr. r'udfon anfwered in the negative: 
hefiid it had been written by another 
cletk now at the India Houfe. 

Mr. Law f.iid, that the clerk to 
whom the witnefs alluded was the 
proper perfon to prove the book of ab- 
llrails. , 

Thr Managers were going to read 
in evidence the copy, from the Report 
of the Committee of Secrecy of the 
Hoiife of Commons. But 

Mr. Law interrupted them, and 
faid, that before they cncitK-d them- 
felvcs to read it, they mull firfl prove 
that it was a true copy, audcoidl<iuent- 
ly that it had had really an oiikMual. 

Mr. Burke faid, that the Manager 
would pollpone the proof of the oiigt- 
nal for the prefent ; and that they had 
hopes that they Ihoiild be able to efta- 
blilh it another time. Therefoiiie he 
would fiy no more at this moment on 
that fubjtft, than, barely to obferve, 
that, as the Committee of Secrecy, 
commonly known by the name of Mr. 
Dun(ias\ Committee, in whofe Report 
this co(*y appealed, had coiiltautly frt 
ai the India Houfit there was no doubt 
but they had found the among 

the Company’s records, and this might 
be urged as a proof, that the copy tak- 
en by that Commiitee w,<s a true and 
faithful one. But he would waive the 
further difcuflioii of this point for the 
prtftnt. 

The Minagers then proved, from a 
mi mite recorded in Council by Mr. 
listings, that the ht\ of Parliament 
made for the purpoie, among other 
things, of p'.eventiiig the receipt of pre- 
fc 7 it 5 i appeared to Mr. Ualiings himfelf 
fo clear and fo pefitive on th il point, 
that it would not admit of any poffible 
* conftriicliou that would counltnaocc 
an evafion of it. 

The M.magcis next prbved from the 
Company’s records, that Munny Be- 
gum had been a dancing GiRt. i 
T liat it was much agiinft the will of 
the prefent Nabob of Bengal, her ftep- 
fon, lhat (he had been placed at the 
beadof the government } and that he 
did not acquicfcc in the appointment 
' Part II. 


until he had had a perfonal interview 
wdth Mr. llailings, upon whom he en- 
deavoured to prevail, but without fuc-' 
tefsi not to coiintrfiancc the appoint- 
ment of Munny Begum. 

The Managers then (hewed, that the 
fuperintendance of the young Nahoo's 
education, and the dire6lion of the 
Zenana or palace, belonged of right to 
his own motijcr. They faid, that for 
the purpofe of concealing from the 
Court of Directors this injury done to 
the Nabob’s own mother, Mr, Hidings 
had always fpoken of Munnv Bkgum 
as if (he was the mftther and the mother- 
in’ law of the young Prince. They 
tailed Mr. Hudfon again, who prowd 
that he had carefully examined all the 
Bengal correfpondenct* of the period to 
which the lion. Manager alluded, but 
had not been able to find one W'ord in 
any of Mr. Ilaftings's letters, that con- 
veyed the moll diftant idei that the 
pref. nt Nabob of Bengal had any other 
mother than Mukny Begum. 

The Managers then proved that the 
cxcufes or pretences by which the pri* 
fonir had endeavoured to rmtler the 
appointment of Munny BteuM not 
unacceptable to the Court of Directors, 
were allfotinded in fal/knd. 

One of Ihtle pretences w'xs, that flic 
waste have nothing more than the lii- 
perintcndance of the Nabob’s ed ucation 
and the management of the palace, 
beyond the walh of which he faid her 
authority wms not to cxleurl. 

But it WAS proved by letters written 
by the Prisoner to Munny 
that Ihe was to appomt Officen to all 
the different ot the vStatet 

who were to lemlcr hi r ru account of 
ther admi tiift rati 'jn . 

Another preieuce was, that the ap- 
pointment of Munny Begum would 
l>e attended witli a faving of three lackj 
to the Company. This appeared allb 
to he a ^roioKil fs pretence ; for Mr. 
Hailing s expended the whole ohliefe 
three lacks in falarics given to the 
creatures and favourites of Munny 
Begum, one of whom was. Rajah 
Gourdass, fon to the famous Nund- 

COMAR. 

From theftf, and a variety of other 
circumftances, ii'was to he prefumed, 
that, in placing a woman, and such a 
woman, at the head of the Nabob’s 
government, inflead of an able, bonefl, 
and weli'nent man, fuch as fte was 
G bound 
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to hy ttif or<f<*rs of the 
Court of Oire^^ors, Mr. Hnftinjrfs atJ^ed 
from corrUpt% interejl^d^ and felfi/h mo- 
tive#. • 

The N-ibob Yetram ul Dowlah, 
Uflde to the reigning N9l>obof BrngaU 
had folicited Mr. Haftinps, as appear- 
ed from the evidence, to place him at 
the bead of the adnuniftration, and not 
a woman. 

Mr. Haftings refiifcd to grant his 
requeft, and alligncd to the Com t of 
Direflors tliis reafon for his refufil, 
that Yetram ul Dowlah was a per- 
fon whom it would be dangerous, to 
truft with power. 

To repel this objedion made by Mr. 
Haftings, the Managers caufed a letter 
to be read, in which Mr. Haftings, 
fpeaktng to the Court of Directors of 
this lame Yetram ul Dowlah, faid, 
he was a perfon who had not abilities 
to render himfclf formidable, had no 
dangerous ambition, and who, if he 
had, could not, in the fallen Hate of 
the Nabob and his family, be an ob- 
jeft of apprthenfion to the Company. 

The Managers proceeded next to 
give in evidence certain orders tranf- 
mitted by the Court of Dlreflors to 
Mr. Haftings, that he would caufe re- 
gular accounts to be kept, and deliver- 
ed annually to the Board, of the ex- 
penditure of the Nabob's allowance, to 
the end it might appear, that it was 
not iquandered or improperly bellow- 
ed. 

Mr. Law faid, there was no charge 
flgainlt Mr, Haftings in the article of 
Impeachment then under confidera- 
tion, for of orders y and there- 

fore he did not fee why thofe orders 
from the Court of Dire^ors (Irould be 
given in evidence. 

Mr. Burke and Mr. Grey combated 
by turns this objeflion. The fubftance 
of their aigumcnt was, that they did not 
produce the orders for the purpofe 
of proving that he was guilty of a crime 
by not obeying them ; that would he 
a diftin£l crime and a diftin^ charge ; 
but the objeft for which they wanted 
to produce thofe orders was to (hew, 
that tlieprifoner's difobedience was the 
fffefl of the preclfe c^;imc with which 
hevf^^fpecijicalfy charged in the arti- 
cle then under their Lordfliips* confide- 
.ration|,, viz. ecrr«///c».— He had taken 
bribesTrom Mqinny'Begum, and others 
about the Nabob’s Court ; and bad the 
as ordered by the Court of 


D»re^lors, been I'cguTarly kept, tbemir* 
manaAment and fquandering of the 
NaMob'a income mu ft have appeared. 
It was therefore for the purpofe of con- 
cealing the frauds, which would othcr- 
wMfe have been laid open to the Direc- 
t rs,th ’.t Mr. Haftings had difobeyed 
their orders. It was with a view to 
fix \.\\h prefumption of guilt on the pri-, 
foner, and not merely the crime of^ 
difobedience, that the Managers wifti 
ed to lay thofe orders * before their 
Lordlhips. 

Mr. Law faid, that he v/ould waive 
his objeftion to the production of ihofc 
orders, provided that if after the evi- 
dence ftiould have been taken down, 
the Hon. Managers Ihould not be able 
to fliew the relevancy of it, their Lord- 
fliips would expunge it from their mi- 
nute;:, and from their memory. 

After this the orders were read ; and 
Mr. Hudfon from the India Hoiite 
proved that no fuch accounts as had 
been dire£led by thofe orders had ever 
been tranfmitted to the Couit of Di- 
re £lors. 

The Managers, after this, gave in 
evidence a tranr^uilion, the tendency of 
which was to Ihew rhatthc prifoner had 
fuflered falfe accounts of other matters 
to be given to the Directors. 

It appeared that in the year 177I it 
was rcfolvcd, that on account of the 
non-age of the Nabob, who was then 
a child, his allowance fhould be indu- 
ced from about 32 lacks of rupees to 
about 1 5 lacksy until be fliould come of 
age. 

This redudlion was to take place 
fr^'m the 22d oi fan nary 1772. But 
when the general accounts of the Turns 
paid to the N^bcb were afterwards 
laid before the Board, the full allow- 
ance of 32 lacks was fiatedlo have been 
paid to the Nabob up to the month of 
December 177^, tho* in point of 
the Prince had received only the redu- 
ced allowance from the preceding Ja- 
nuary. % 

This miftake appeared to have (truck 
Mr. Haftings himl'elf, who defired the 
account might be referied back to Mr. 
Crofts, the then Accountant General, 
to be rcvifed by him. 

The way the matter was then fettled 
was this — it was admitted that the 
full allowance bad not been as 
fuebio the Nabob from January 1772, 
but that the ovejplus of the reduced al- 
lowance, confifting fifteen lackh 

been 
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ibten paid to him towards the difcharge 
of an arrear of nineteen lacksp due by 
the Company to the Nabob. 

To prove that a fraud lurked 
this ftatement, the Managers proved 
from the Company’s records* that 
fome time after this fjive lach had been 
paid to the N ibob for the purpofe of 
liquidating hi8 arrear* which when this 
^ fum was given, could amount to no 
more than four lacks, as the fifteen 
which were paid to him before, or 
were faid to have been paid to him, 
towards difeharging an arrear of nine- 
teeny had of courfc reduced the arrear 
to four lacks. 

But fome time after it appeared again 
in the accounts of Mr. Crtifte, that 
though the arrear was originally no 
more than nineteen lacks ; tho’ fifteen 
were paid to him afterwards at one 
time, and five at another, which would 
have difeharged the •whole arrear, ^nd 
left a balance of one lack in favour of 
the Company, ftill the Company was 
itated in tbeaccountstobe full nineteen 
lacks in arrear. 

Thcfc fraudulent accounts, the Ma- 
nagers faid, were kept by Mr. Crofts. 
They then proceeded to (hew, that 
this Mr. Crofts was the creature and 
dependent of Mr. Haftings ; that, after 
I)i8 accounts had appeared to be falfe, 
Mr. Haftings, knowing them to be 
fuch, bellowed upon Mr. Crofts a 
valuable and lucrative lituation $ that, 
not contented with this, be gave him 
an additional falary of 2000I. a year, 
and dire<^cd him to draw for it for tivo 
^ears BACK, and to charge aii intercil 
of 3 percent, upon this arrear. 

This inftance of ^enerofity to Mr. 
Crofts, which occurred after his ac- 
counts had been difeovered to be falfe, 
^ir James j^rlkine faid was to be impu- 
ted folely to Mr. Haftings ; for when the 
increafe offalary was voted, there were 
prefent in the Council only Mr. Haftings 
and Mr. Barwell ; fo that, even if the 
latter been as hoftile to Mir Haf- 
tings as he was known to be under ms 
influence, ftill Mr. Haftings would have 
ha(f a majority in himfelf, by means of 
his cafting vott^ * and therefore this ex- 
traordinary was CKcluflvcly his 
own. 

The Managers were proceeding to 
pi^e a number of other inftancea of 
Inendfliip on the part of Mr. Haftings 
towards this Accountant, whofe frau- 
a^CQUPtSilbey fsids wgrcfo well 


known to hlm.-*-Biit the T.ord Chan« 
cellor alked them how they could prove 
all the fraudulent a£ls of Mr. Crofts 
relative to the ch.irge then under the 
confideration of thettr Lord (hips, to be 
relevant. They might, he faid, im- 
peach thecredit and accounts of Crofts ; 
but urilefsthefe accounts related to the 
prefent charge, he was at a lois to fee 
the relevancy of them. 

Mr. Burke faid, it was certainly the 
obje^ of the Managers to impeach 
the credit of Mr. Crofts, and they wi(h^ 
ed to (htw that there was an intimacy 
between him and the prifoaer, which 
argued an underftanding between them, 
and a joint co-operation to conceal 
their tr.iuds fronts the Company,-* 
With this view the Managers laid be^ 
fore their Lordft)ips various a^s of the 
parlies; but with refpeft to their reic-. 
yaiicy, that was a fiibjed upon which 
it was the province of their Lordfliips 
to determine: he faid at the fame 
time, that tbc Managers would nop 
prefs upon their Lord (hips any thing 
which they fliould think irrelevant. 

The Managers Mlly gave in evidence 
a letter from the Court ot Dircflors, in 
which all the accounts made out by 
Mr. Crofts, relative to the arrear, Ac, 
were cenfured by them in the ftrongrli 
terms. 

Afi foon as this letter was read, thti 
Lords adjourned. ^ 

Forty-Second Day. 

Thursday, May 14. 

Mr. Grey iiifurmed their Lord (hips, 
that the Managers intended to lay before 
them this day, the accufatinn brought 
agaihft Mr. Hafting;^ by Hundeomar f 
but thrft they widied flrft to have fome 
pap»Ts rc'id, which would ferve to 
(hew the high fituation that Nundcomar 
held in his country at the time to which 
the Managers alluded, and the high 
opinion which Mr. Hidings himfelf 
entertained of him at that periods 

For this purpofe, fcveral papers were 
read from the Company’s rccordSji 
from which it appeared that the Court 
of Pire^ors ordgrtd Mr. Haftings not 
to give any office or employment to 
Nundcomar on the removal of Moham« 
med ReiA Khan; but that a very 
important office was beftowed by 
the Governor- Qencra) on Rajah Oour« 
daft, the fan of Nundcoa>ar<-<wThat 
when thh appointment was eenfured 
by the reft of the- Councili at bdiift 

G i 
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ifp!S the uppointment of Nundcomar 
himfe)f> and confequently an a£^ of 
dtfohrdience to the Company's orders, 
Mr. Hidings undertook the defence of 
that unfortunate than, who afterwards 
fell fo much under his dirpleafure. 

Mr. Lawdi'lired that another piper 
might be rcticl, froin which he hoped 
it would appear to their Lordft'ps that 
Mr. Haftings had received pri'vat/t in- 
ftrudtiona from the Court of Directors 
to employ Nundcomar, which inftriic- 
tions he was not at liberty to difclofe 
atthe lime to the reft of the Council; 
and that this would account for the ap- 
parent inconliftency of Mr. Haftings in 
employing a man, whom he thought 
unworthy of iruft or confidence. — The 
piper pointed out by Mr. Law was ac- 
cordingly read. 

Mr. Gicy next gave In evidence a 
letter wiitten by ^ 5 r. Haftings, full of 
invtflivcs againft Nundcomar, from 
which hefnid it would appear that the 
former had never faid any thing to the 
prejudice of the latter, until he had 
reafon to apprehend that Nundcomar 
would become his accufi r.— This let- 
ter having been read, Mr. Law remark- 
ed, that it was dated a year before the 
charges were brought by Nundcotnar, 
and that coiirequently it could not be 
becaufe this man had become his accu- 
fer, th.it Mr. iiiltings had made an at- 
tack upon his chara«:ler. 

Mr. Grey dtfired that the learned 
Counfel w'ould ftate his expreflions ac- 
curately, and not put words in his mouth 
which he had never uttered . He did not 
fay that Mr. Haftirig'. had not made an 
attack upon the char-ifler of Nundco- 
mar until the latter had become his ac- 
cul'er* — vVhat he fiid w.iS — that Mr. 
ILifting.s .had never faid any thing of 
Nundcomar, until he had reafon to ap- 
prehend that the latter ^ould become 
bis accufc r. 

The M magers next gave in evidence 
the different minutes of the Council of 
Bengal, rcldfng tci the proceedings 
which took place there on the intima- 
tion of ar> mtention and wifii, cm the 
part ot Nundcomar, to bring feveral 
charges aij.iinft the Governor-General. 
Thefe minutrs contained the re^fons 
given by the majority of the Council 
fpr hearing Nundcomar, ^nd the rca- 
fons afligned ov Mr. Hafting.* for re- 
a procec b)>^ ; and finally 
m^^n;vcd, th.it the G ivc i nor- Gene- 
ral diflbiv6ii the luecLipg ul the Couu- 


cil, when he found they were determi- 
ned to call in Nundepmar, and receive 
thedftrgcs which he had preffed foi" 
Ip^e to exhibit. 

The Managers were then proceeding 
to give in evidence the paper which 
cottoned the charges brought by 
Nundcomar againft Mr. Haftings, when 
they were interrupted by Mr. Law, the 
prifontr’s counfel, who afked if their ^ 
ohjtdt in producing this paper, was to 
make it evidence to prove that Mr. 
Haftings hsd a£lually received three 
lacks and a halt of rupees from Munny 
B:'gum, &c. 

Mr. Buike replied, that'' when the 
evidence Ikoiild have been received, the 
M magers would Ihrw to what point 
th. y meant to apply it. 

Mr. L:iw faid* that if the Managers 
wtmid not he more explicit, he miift: 
contuier the p ^pers dclivtred by Nund- 
Ci»mar to the Council, as produced by 
the Hon. Managers to prove agaiiilt 
Mr. Haftings the rectipt of the fum 
above-ment oned ; and if this was the 
life whicli was intended to he made of 
it, he would refill it .is inadmiftil le evi- 
dence. The grounds on which he 
thought it inadmiffible were, 

ift. That the chaiges had not been 
made upon oath. 

2. Thai they had not been made in 
the preftnee of the perfon accnftd. 

3. That the Council ha’vmg been dif- 
folved, and the Governor- Gcfieral, who 
W'as conftitntionally an integral part *»f 
it, having withdrawn himielf, it was 
no longer a Council competent to ail, 
and that confeqiicntiy the aits done by 
it in his abfence could not lie cunfidcr- 
cd as the ails of the Council. 

4. That Nundcomar having been 
convieltd of forgery, was not thnt kinil 
ofwitricfs w'lioin a Court would admit 
to give evidence, though his evideitct: 
fiiould in every other rtfpeil he uiirx- 
ceptionablc. — Heohftrved, that thongii 
\hG torrvuiio?t of Nundcomar was fubfe^ 
quinfto the produilion of his charges 
againft Mr. Haftings, yetthe eommijjton 
of the Clime tor which hr fuftered w-aj 
prior tor hat period ; and in contempla- 
tion of law the infamy had relation to 
the cr/W, and not to the punijhment\ 
and as iht crime was committed before* 
Nandi omar bi ought his charges, fo 
he mil ft: be confidertd as infamouf’^^ 
the timCy though his conviction didn^' 
take place for years after* 

Mr. Fua replied, that with refpefl to 



tfee objefl tbe Managers had in 
view, it was' not of the fmalleft^qpfc- 
quence whether the charges broii5(|iby 
l^undcomar had, or had not, beenm^* 
Uvered upon oath. The guilt of Mr. 
Haftings was to b'* made to appear by 
two ways — hy po^tinje proof, when fuch 
could be procured — by cinumjlantial 
^and prefumptive evidence, when proof 
pqfitive could not be obtained. Now 
the manner in which Mr. Haftings beha- 
ved when the charges were brought by 
Nundcomar would, he faid, have the 
efFe£l of fixing upon him a ftrong^re- 
j'uniptlon ofguilt; and to do this was 
one objec^l: which the Man^gcrs had in 
view, in offering the evidence tow'hich 
the learned Council objedted : what 
other life they might make of it here- 
after, they were not bound to tell 
him at this moment. With refpcdl to 
wlvdt the learned Council had faid of 
the convidlion of Nundcomar, the 
Managers had nothing to fiyj they 
were not authorifed by their conflitu- 
eiits, theHoiifc of Commons, to invef- 
tigatethe mc^ns by which that convic- 
tion waseffedted. But, faid Mr. 
“ Fox, to jultify myfelt for what I 
^ may have already faid on that fub- 
“ jedt, 1 can only fay, that if I were 
permitted to fpeak my own fenti- 
nicntson that point,! would ufe the 
** prccile words which the Houfe of 
“ Commons has ordered me not to 
“ ufe ; hut which, though thoroughly 
convinced ill my own private opinion 
of the /r/.'/A of them, I will not ufe, 
becaufc thole who have fent me hi- 
“ ther, have given me orders to the 
“ contrary.’* 

Mr- Burke contended, that the Ma- 
nagers had a right to make what ufe 
they pleafrd of evidence which it was 
fit for their Lordftiips to receive. He 
maintained all'o, that the objedlions 
urged by the leariud Council againft 
the adrr jfTihilily of the evidence in que- 
llior, ought not to be endured. It the 
Charlies hroughi by Nundcom.^r were 
maoe in the ahfcnce of Mr Haftings, 
he, of all men, ought not to urge that 
as an ohjci'tion againft them, becaiife 
he rfbfenttd himfelf, that he might nut 
bear the charges : it was his own adt. 
As little ought he tofay that the Coun- 
cil was not competent to receive ihc 
chygt'S, becaufe it was diflblved. But 
'Vm> dilfolved it ? Was it mot hirr.fdf ? 
And why did he diflblve it ? Was it 
pot for the purpofe of fmotheting an 


accufation brought againft fum'fclf 
He ought to be aftiamed to uige, that 
becaufc the evidence of Nundcom^r 
had not been given qpon oatht it ought 
to be con fid. red by their Lordlhips as 
inadmiflihle. — This fcif-fame Mr. Ha- 
ftlngs had faid, in his defence before 
the Houfe of Commons, that it was 
contrary to the religious tenets of the 
Hindoos and Mujfidmen to take an 
but now he would have their Lordllup# 
rejeil the evidence of Nnndconnr, a 
Hine/oo% becaufe it had not been given 
upon oati}. 

The objedtion, that the chargef were 
made in the abfence of Mr. HaftingSj 
did not apply ; for though he vms not 
prrfent, becriufe he would not be pre- 
fent \vhen they were nnade, he was fo 
little igiiOranl of the corrtt nts of them, 
that he fent them himfelf to the Court 
of Diredlors, and figned them with his 
name; not itidetd to admit the truth of 
them, but fo far to authenticate the 
charges, and the proceedings in Coun.. 
cil to which they had given rife. The 
condiidl of Mr. Uaflings in refifting the 
prodiidlion of that which he himfelf 
bad authenticated, he confidered a9 
audacious <, 

Mr. Law complained of this expref* 
fion as indecent when applied to a gen- 
tleman oi the Bar adling to the beft 
his judgment for his client. He faid it 
mult have been to him it was applied, 
and not to Mr. Haftings ; for it was 
he who had uLd the arguments which 
had offended the Hon. Manager. 

Mr. Burke would not rttradl: the ex- 
preflion- 

The Lord Chancellor fai<!, that he 
made no doubt that when Mr. Burke 
had confidered it coolly, he would be 
of opinion, that delicai.y fiiould pre- 
vail in a cafe of this kmd. 

Mr. Burke replied, that if he was 
profecuting fome poor f>iemiUfs and 
jorloni felon, whofe life might be tha 
foifcit of a convitlion, he trnfted he 
fbould not dn»p a fyllahle againft him 
thailhcmoft feiupulons dtlicary could 
think unnectffary to the profecution ; 
but he Iclt very differently when he 
a m’,n with the molt powerful 
friends and connexions that wealth 
c<»n’id prr'duce,^row daring in pro- 
portion to the magnitude of his crime, 
and in that very magnitude feck for 
impunity. Their Lordfliips never 
would fnffer a man to aviii himfelf of 
his ov/n wrong, or to prove that hew.it 

innocent 



iiHiocent of oiM! .crime by fliewing that 
he was guilty of another. This was 
what the prifoner was aiming att when 
he objrdtd to the competency of the 
Council to recei^ft the charges> though 
the incompetence, if any there was, 
had been occalioned by himielf ; for 
he diflblved the Council for the pur- 
pofe of creating that very incompe- 
tence which he now with fo much 
dejijt not audaciouJiid^Sy endeavoured to 
urge. 

Toe Lord Chancellor faid, if he un- 
derftood the Hon-Managersright, with 
relpe«a to the evidence which they of- 
fered* they did not want to reft fo much 
upon the contents of the paper that they 
wanted to have read, as upon the cir^ 
iiiwftanres of Mr. llaftings* behaviour 
wlun the charges were offered, and 
from which they inferred the prefump* 
i'o»^ th.kt he was coniciousof gnilt. 

Mr. Fox replied, that though he 
maintained the contents of the paper 
might he evidence, (till what the Mana* 
gers had at th<it moment in view, was 
what the noble and learned Lord had 
juft Hated. 

Mr. Law faid, that if the Hon. Ma- 
nagers had faidthibmuch a little fooncr, 
be would not have ftarted any objection 
to the produdtion of the paper. lie 
wus therefore ready to admit it now, 
provided it were underftood that the 
idea of making any ufe of the contents 
of the paper as evidence was totally 
abandoned. 

Mr. Fox replied, that be would not 
enter into a contrat'^, the like of which 
had never been heard of in a Cogrt of 
Law^nameJy — that evidence which 
was fhnuld be applied only 

to one particular point.*'— Whatever 
evidence was offered by the Commons, 
and was dettrmined by the Lords to be 
admiflible, that the Managers would 
give : it would be for tb^ir Lordihipa 
to apply it legally, 

1 he Lord Chancellor obferved, that 
the Hon. Manager was right: their 
^ord|htps would fuffer evidence to ap- 
jbfy that only to which, from its na- 
ture, it ought to apply. 

Lord Stanhope alked, what was the 
part of the charge v^hich he expedfed to 
be able to prove by the jjlipiffion of the 
propofed evidence? 

Mr. Fox replied — “ the receipt of 
the three lacks And a half of rupees/' 

Mr* Law, on bearing this, renewed 
objcdlion ta it«-^UoweYer| ifftcf 


forac little converfationi 5 t was given 
up, and the Managers were going to 
proedN, when 

^imrd Kenyon riling faid fomething, 
but in fo low a voice that we could 
not hear him. Wc heard him, how- 
ever, a little after, move their Lord- 
fhips to adjourn to the Upper Chamber 
of Parliament. 

Their Lordflnps accordingly ad-« 
journed to their own Huufe, and fat 
feme time in debate ; fo that they did 
not return to Weftminfter-HuU. 


Forty-Third Day. 

Wednesday, May 20. 

To render the abftradl which we are 
going to give of this day’s proceeding 
more intclligillc, we muft go back a 
little, and inform our readers, that at a 
meeting of the Council at Calcutta, on 
the i^th of March 1775, the Governor 
General bc|ng abfent, Nundcoinar was 
called in and examined by the Council ; 
and delivered to them fevcral fpccitic 
charges againft Mr. Haftings* 

At a meeting of the Council on the 
iift of the fame month and year, Mr, 
Haftings being in tfyt Chair as Gover- 
nor- General, the examination of Nund- 
comar and the charges brought by him 
were read as minutes of the preceding 
meeting of the Council, Thefc Mr, 
Haftings afterwards tranfmitted to the 
Court of Directors, and ligned with his 
own hand, not, as be faid, that be ad- 
mitted the legality of the proceedings 
which he witnefled, but merely to au^ 
thenticate them. 

At the laft fitting of the Court, the 
Managers offered in evidence the char« 
ges delivered by Nundcomar on the 
i^lh of March I77j|. The Counfel for 
Mr, Haftings objetlcd to the admif- 
fton of this* as evidence, and the Lords 
adjourned to take into confidcration 
the arguments urged for and againft it. 
Accordingly this day, the Lords 
having previoully taken their feats 
in Weftminfter-Ilall, the Lord Chan* 
cellor rofe,and thus delivered th^ 
iblution of the Peers, •verbatim* 

•* Gentlemen oftheEoufeofCommvni^ 
** The Lords have decided, that it 
** is not competent for the Manager^ 
of the Commons to produce the^xa* 
** mination of Nundcomar, as tender^ < 
** in evidence— the Managers xef 
baYin^/^rmrf wr stated any 
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•* thiOR as a ground for admitting fuch 
** evidence*-' which, if provcd,^^uld 
** render the pime admilTible. 

** And this refolution they have 
commanded me to deliver to you.*' 
The Lord Chancellor having twice 
read their Lordlliips Refolution, the 
Managers begged leave to withdraw 
a little time. — On their return, Mr. 
Burke faid it was with no lefs furprize 
^ than concern, he had heard the deter- 
tninatioD oftheirLordlhipson thishead, 
bccaufe it would have the effect of 
throwing many difficulties in the way of 
the profecution. However, it was for 
their Lordfliips to pronounce, it was 
for him to fubmit. 

He then defired that the minutes of 
the Council held at Calcutta on the 
lift of March 177 5, might be read. 

They were read accordingly ; and it 
appearing that Mr. Hallings, in a mi- 
nute delivered at that time* refer- 
red to the minutes of the Council 
held on the 13th, Mr. Burke defired 
the latter might be read. 

Mr. Law objected to this. He faid 
that what was now propol'ed, fell with- 
in the obje^ltion he had already made 
to the reading of tile original minutes 
of the i3^h ; for this was doing at fe- 
cond-hand, what their Lorddiips had 
juft determined could not be done at 
firft-hand. If the charges Hated in the 
minutes of the Council held on the i3lh 
were not admilfible in evidence, the 
repetition of them in the minutes of 
the Council held on the nil, did not 
make them admiffible. 

Mr. Fox obferved, that the minutes 
of the fecond Council were admitted to 
be evidence : thefe minutes ftated that 
fome other minutes taken at a former 
Council were read, which other mi- 
nutes contained the charges brought 
by Nundcomar. — Now as the Council 
referred to ihcfc oMer minutes^ it was 
neceflary that they Ihould be read, or 
the former enuft remain unintelligible. 
p Mr. Law replied, that if they were 
produced folely for the purpofe of ren- 
dering the minutes of the Council of 
the lift intelligrblr, and it was under- 
ftoud Ibat no inference was to be dr «wn 
from them that could affeft his client, 
he would not objed; tp them, othcr- 
•^wife h^muft call for the judgment of 
theO^irt. 

“"TWr. Fox faid, that in the firft place 
their Lordihipa, having fuffered the 
tguoutcf of the fecoBd Council to be 


read, admitted them to be evidence ; 
and it neceffarily followed, that if this 
admiffible evidence referred to fome 
paper without whidh it could not be 
iinderftood, that piper ought alfo to 
be given in evidence, and the whole 
ihould be taken together ; What tn- 
ference could be fupported by the evi- 
dence thus rendered complete and in- 
tell'gible, it waa their Lordlhipa pro* 
vince to determine. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that what- 
ever Mr. Haftings had faid% whatever 
he had cione^ connected with the fub- 
ilance of the charge then under confi- 
deration, might be admiffible evidence 
in fupport of the charge. 

Mr. Fox upon this obferved, that 
Mr. Haftings was prefent at the fecond 
Council, when the minutes of the pre- 
ceding Council, containing the accufa- 
tion brought by Nundcomar, were 
read ; he afterwards ftgned them, and 
tranfmitted them to the Court of Di- 
rectors. This circumftance fufficient- 
ly conncdled him with the minutes of 
the charge, and confequently made 
them good evidence againft him. 

Lord Kenyon moved their Lord- 
ftiips to adjourn to the Upper Houle 
of Parliament, and they adjourned ac- 
cordingly. In about an hour's time 
they returned to Weftminfter-Hall ; 
and the Lord Chancellor fpeke as fol- 
lows 

‘ ‘ GfntUmen of the Uouft of CommcKSf, 
The Lords have refolved, that the 
“ circumflanceofXht Consultation 
** on the z I ft of March, and at which 
Mr. Haftings was prefent, docs not 
** of itfelf make the matter of fuch 
confequence that the Confiiltation of 
“ M^rch i3lh Ihould be read.** 

Mr- Burke obferved, that, worded 
as their Lordfhi^s’ opluion was, he 
could not fay that he ptrfc£lly undcr- 
ftood it ; but if he iindeittood it right* 
and t'iC Court would then re- 
ceive it, it implied, that* though 
the muay in which the Commons had 
offered the minutes of the Council of 
the 13th did not make them admiffible 
evidence, ftill there was a way in which 
they might render ihem aomiffihle. In 
that caie he mul^fay, that the Com- 
mons not only did not undeiftand the 
law, like technical or pYofJfonal men* 
but that they had always laid in a 
claim to be conlidered as a body ac- 
quainted only With the general princi- 
ples of natural juft'icc. They therefore 

claimed 
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claimed the fame afli/iancc from theif in evidence {he behaviour of a 
. ILordlliips, which was fver granted to wlienfucb charges^ were made in his 
men who were pleading their own htarj^. Surely then the Manager® 
caufe by themiel^Ss and not by Coun* give in evidence that the prifoner^ 

fel. If therefore there was anyway whofe duty it was to enquire into aiU 
by which the evidence offered by them of peculation and corruption^ not only 
might be rendered admiflible, they did not enquire into them, but when 
called upon their Lordfliips to point chargesofthat very nature were brought 
out to them that way. againft /j/w/e//; no matter whether true 

The Lord Chancellor faid, it was or falfe, he did all that lay in his power ' 
ncceflary that Mr.Haftings Ihould, by to ftifle the enquiry, and never once > 
fome 0/ ///s ozvti, give a degree of attempted to defend himfelf againft the ' 
admiflibility to the charges offlied by charges, or fo much as to deny ihem.-^ 
the Hon. Managers, which of them- It was on this ground that he would 
felves they did not intrinfically poffefs. beg leave to offer in evidence the mi- 
IVhatever was f.iU or done by Mr. nutes referred to in the minutes of 
Hallings was evidence againft him; Council of the 21ft of March, and not 
but if what was faul by other perfons merely becaufe they had been read to 
againft him, ^\ithout his own know- the prifoner : this, he conceived, }took 
ledge, was to be admitted againft a de- them entirely out of their Lord^ips’ 
fendai’.t, then Jlander and calumny laft determination, and left the Mana^ 
might be adduced as proofs of guilt, gers to offer thefe minutes upon c/M* 
He did not mean by this to fay, that grounds than //j>oy& which their Lord- 
what \v:is urged againft Mr. Ilaftings fliips had already determined would not 
W’as flander or calumny ; he fpoke on make them admiffible. 
this occalion in general terms, without Mr. Burke faid, that by a fpccral Aft 
any allufton to any particular cafe. of Parliament, the Governor-General 
Mr. Fox Would not admit that it was was bound to pay obedience to the or- 
necefl’ary to prove fome aH done by a tiers he ftiould receive from the Court 
perfon accufed in reference to the evi- of Direftors. That Court fent the pri- 
dence offered againft him, for the pur- foncr orders to makb enquiry relative to 
poCe of rendering it admiflilde. Not to ads ot peculation and corruption. — 
do what a man was bound to do, was This he was bound by law to do ; but 
i\o lefs a fubllantive crime, than to do when his colleagues in obedience to 
fomcthiiig that w’as forbid. GW// was Ibofe orders fet on fool enquiries, which 
no lefs attached to onujfion than to com- at laft reached the perfon of the Gover- 
mjpon. It was not, therefore, in his nor-General himfdf, that man, inftead 
opinion, neceffary for the Managers to of concurring with them, as he was in 
ffiew that the prifoner h.id dene fome duty bound, and as a regard for his own 
aft in conftquenceofthccharuts brought honour Ihould have prompted him, did 
by NunJeomar *. to fliew that after hav- all that lay in his power to prevent 
ing had notice of thefe chiirges, he did them from proceeding, by diffolving 
.iiul took no one ttep in confe- the Council, andabfcnling himfelf from 
queiice of them, was of itlelf fufficient their meetings. His abfenc-, inftead of 
ground for a prefumptioth that he felt <t aflbrdmg a reafon for rejecting the in- 
conftioufncfs of guilt* The Managers formation brought againft him, Ihould 
wanted” not to prove by the produtlion be rather confidered as an aggravation 
of Nundcomar’s charges, that they of his guilt, for his ablencc was i;.?/////- 
were well founded ; Aill lefs did they tary and coufumucious* 
want to prove that a tharsre was to be It was not ignorance of the exiftenre 
taken as ci'idcnce of guilt. But they of the charges that had prevented the* 
%viflied to give the demeanor and con- prifoner from anfwering them ; for he 
duS of under ihefechargesi had heard them read, and had figned 

as evidence of a prefumption of guilt, of them. But he would have it thought 
the weight ot which prefumption, feow- ' that it was by the contempt in which he 
ever, their Lordftiipso were atterwards held Nundcomar, his accufer, he was 
to determine. reftrained from anfwering the apiuCi- 

It isnot ncccflary that charges ftiould tions brought by him ; He forg^tf how-# 
be brought by perfons legally auihonfed ever, that he had faid to the Cofeijf 
fo to/o, or even that they Ihould be Dircft«)r 8 , that he confidered Sir Jom 
founded, to entitle a profccutor togivc Qla^erint^s Col* Monftn, and Mr, Iran- 
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r/j, ac(!ufirs 9 and Nundcomart^iAy XiAN's cafe to the prcfent. Poifoninj 
as their infir ument*'^%\kx€ij could was a crime contrived and executed 
not have held fuch men as thcfea^«- ufually with great ijrcrecy { and confe* 
Utnpti or confiJer a charge brougST^y quently it could ragtrly be traced to its 
them, even if ir was falfe, as fo light author but by circumfiances. The caf< 
and trivial as not to be entitled loan, was ex^aiy theiamein When 

anfwcr. Mr.Haftings wasaccufedof ihis^crime# 

Now tho* this charge was brought did adls which, confidered in them, 
^y the Commons of England, who con- felves, were not criminal— -iie diflblved 
fidcred it of fo much weight as to'make the Council, and refufed to be prcfent 
a it the ground of an impeachment, was « the meetings of his colleagues. But 
Mr. Haftings inclined to anfwcr it? — why did he do this? The prrfumptio^ 
No. He was fully fatished with efcap- was ftrong, that he afted fo with a cor^ 
ing from punifhment even at the ex* **upt and criminal intent, to itifle en- 


pence of honour. He retted his defence 
upon quibbles and legal objeftlons to 
evidence, and not upon the merits of 
bis caufe. He appeared not to look 
for any thing more honourable than an 
Ol7> Bailey acquittal ; where, upon 
fome defeA in the evidence, the prifo- 
ner is acquitted by the jury, receives a 
fevere reprimand from the judge, and 
carries away with him the execration 
of the whole Court* 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that if the 
Hon. Managers could ihew that evi- 
dence offered could apply, by conne^- 
ing it with fome criminal aft done by 
the prifoner, they would make ufeofit. 

Mr. Fox fatd, that if the Managers 
Ihould attempt to do that, the evidence 
ought to be ttrtt before their Lordlliips, 
as- it was from the detail of the evidence 
connc£led with the prifoner's conduft 
under the charge, that the Managers 
could ibew the application of it. 

Mr. Burke inlifted that it was not ne- 
cettary that any one of the a(tts forming 
the links of a chain o^circumjlantial evi- 
dence, leading to the proof of a crime, 
Ihould be in itfelf criminal. In laying 
down this pofition, be had the autho- 
rity of a Judge who was ftill alive, he 
meant Mr. Juftice Duller. In his 
addrefs to Captain Donnellan after 
convidioDi he ftated the feveral circum- 
ttances, which, in the opinion of the 
learned Judge, had put the proof of his 
'guilt beyond a doubt, vix the letter he 
had fent to Sir William Freeman— the 
different accounts he had given of his 
condud^the rinfing of the bottle.— 
Now, raid Mr. Burke, the fendin^^ a 
Ibtter to a. gentleman, and the rinttng 
of a bottle, are ads in themfcives not 
crimii^al i nor was it criminal in , a man 
turn his own accufer ; but from 
thefe ads, in themfcives harn^lefs, was 
to be deduced the guilt of the accufed. 

He begged leave to apply the princi- 
ples of Judge Bullcr in Capi, DoNNXV 

Fart IK 


quiry into his own condud. Here then,, 
as in the cafe of Captain Honnellan, 
were ads in themfcives harmieft, lead- 
ing to the proof of an heinous crime. 

It this kind of evidence was now to be 
refitted, if 'circumltantial evidence was 
to be rejeded, and none to be admitted , 
that was not pojitive^ then he would 
give joy to all Eaft India delinquents. 
He would fay to them, “The laws intend? 
cd to reftrain you are mere fcarecrows 
—Plunder on, and accumulate wealth 
by any means, however illegal, profli- 
gate, or infamous, yoy are fure of ;>;• 
punityi for the natives of India are de- 
barred by their religion from appearing 
againtt you out of their own country, 
and circumiftantial evidence will not be 
received againtt you. Plunder there? 
fore, plunder at will, impunity is fujre 
to await you.** v 

Mr. Fox reminded their J^ordfliip'S| 
that the eyes of the world were upon 
them, and their own and their coun- 
try's honour at flake. If their Lord- 
Ihips adhered to the principle laid dowi? 
by them, there was no doubt but they 
wpuld fccure impunity to all peculators 
in India j forall that fuch perfons would 
in future have to do, would be to take 
no notice whatever of any accufaiion, 
and then they might bid defiance to juf? 
ticc. According to the new principle to 
which he alluded, -a^ttji of 0^^011 no^ 
being confidcred as evidence, it would 
of courfe be always in the power of 4 ' 
delinquent to fecure himfelf from pu- 
niftimcntj and therefore, wheti in fu- 
ture charges Ihould be brought ag^inft 
individuals in India, inftead of making 
any defence againft them, they would 
take no notice A all of them j and (bit 
oniiffiont which tn r^^fon and common 
fenfe ought to be cbnfidered as a tacit 
confemon of guilt, would be the moft , 
cffcaual way to fet juftice and pynilh- 
ment at defiance. 

Their Lcrdlhips fliould therefore pon- 

H dejf 



d^r well-on wb.^t they were g^ing to 
determine, upon their determination 
fe' would depend,* whether Stlinqucnts 
^ India (houid^n future be placed be- 
yond the reach of public jiiftice. Par- 
itamcntSry ini peach thents were firft 
Jordain.ed to the end tliat perfoiis who 
.'might be too powerful for the ordinary 
Oourft of lav;, might be brought tojuf- 
lice in this' extraordinary way : and 
therefore it nevrr could have been in- 
tended by. the wife framers of our con- 
llitution, that the High Court of Parlia- 
hient Ibould be bound by any rules but 
hy thole oft heHigh Court of Parliamentj 
and con feq lien tlv that it fliould not be 
fettered by thofe rules of law which 
prevail in inferior Courts, and which 
between man and man may be extreme- 
ly proper i but in cafes liUe.tbe prefent 
'would tend rather to defeat than pro- 
mote ibe ends of public juftice. 1 ‘iat 
jujiitia ruat calum' was a fine maxim, 
but it' might be carried too far. The 
objeft of thofe who brought the im- 
peachtrer.t, and thofe who were to try 
it, wan to do/zz/j/toz/a/ jufiice between 
the public and the accufed. Whatever 
rule of evidence would promote that 
great end ought to be rigidly and lln6l- 
lyobferved by their Lbrdihips: What- 
ever rule of law ftood in the way of 
fuch fubfianiial jullict*, could not, and 
ought not to be binding'upon them. 

" Mr. Law rofe merely io prottll in 
nh own name, and in that of all the 
people of Great Britain, * againft the 
•do^rinc with which the Hr.ii; Manager 
had concluded, and to offer to prove 
that the High Court of ParliarnVnt was 
bound by the fame lults of evidence 
that obta-n in the Courts below'. ' 

‘ The Lord Chancellor faid, that their 
Lordibips had twice already given their 
opinion upon the ev dence which w^s 
offered : if the Commons wifhed them 
to conff Itr it again, ttcre muft be lu'r- 
ther coniultation. 

^ And for this purpofe their Lordfliips 
adjourned. 

Fort'v-Thiri; Day, 
TuuiisDAy, May zr. 

The Lord Clvmccllor acquainted the 
Managers, that their Lordlliips having 
taken ’inlp confideratidfi the queftion 
^hich arofe the preceding day upon the 
^dmiftibiluy of the Mmutes of the 
Council of the i3tb gf March i775»had 
omc tp folio vyi.ig rcioiutiou 77 


“ That the confultation of the 13th of 
March cannot now be read/’ 

♦Mi^urke faid, that though he was 
hear that fuch had been their 
Kordftiips’ determination, he der,i ved no 
fmall degree of confolation from the 
word now, which he w^as glad to find 
made part of it : for he conddered thih 
as a word rather of limitation than of 
txclujion \ and confequently he iinder^ 
ftood by it, that though their Lord- 
Ihips favv no reafon for admitting ihcl 
propofed evidence now, yet they w'ould 
not rejV<ft it, if caufc fliould be fliewtl 
hereafter why they fhould admit it. 
He trufted that the word now^ which 
formed pait of the refohitionT r^ad by 
the noble and learned Lord, would not 
be found to refemble ihat now dc- 
feribed by the Poet— 

Which now is, and (hall for ever laft/* 

Having premifed this, be faid he would 
acquiefee in the judgment of their Lord- 
fliips, until he fhould be able to £hew 
them caiifo for reverling it. 

. He then defired that the Minutes of 
Council of the 20th of March might be 
read. They were read accordingly. 
And from ibcfe it appeared that Canto 
Baboo, a native of.India, in the fer- 
vicc of Mr^ Jda (tings, had been ordered 
by bir John Clavering, Cob Monfon, 
and Mr. Francis, to attend the Coun- 
cil 5 that hfe had not obeyed their fura- 
nions at fir ft ; and when he aferwards 
attended the Council, he afligned for the 
reafon of his non-attendance at the tirit 
fummons, that he had received an or- 
der from the Governor General not to 
obey it. 

, This point being eflablifhed, Mr, 
Burke went back to the minutes of the 
i3.th of March, and defired that they 
might be read. 

Mr. Law refifted the wlfb of the Ma- 
nager j he faid their Lordfhips had re- 
peatedly givep judgment on this point, 
and he claimed the benefit of it. 

This produced another debate, dif- 
fering but little jn fubftance from 
which took place the preceding day pn 
ijie fame (ubje^l; 5 and therefore wq 
fha)l be the lcf> diffufe in our ^ccqunt 

' 

Mr. Burke infifjed that the Commons 
had now intilled Fhepifclves under the 
decilion of their Lqrdftiips, to read 
thofe ipiniitcs. They had noyy codbeft- 
ed the charges brought againft Mi> 
Ufillings with the perfonal condu<^ 
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tku ^entlemin* An enquiry had been 
fet ( n foot into ai 5 )s of corrw^Un and 
pitidatUm in which Mr. Haftii;^ was 
implicated ; Canto Baboo» the pri- 
foner's Banyan^ bad been mentioned as 
beinji; concerned ioi or having fome 
knowledge of fome of thefe a(^ts, and 
was therefore ordered to attend the 
„^iincil ; but more particularly, becaufe 
lie had made fome endeavours to get at 
a letter fentby Munny Begum, figned 
with her hand« and fealed with her feal, 
in which fome of thofe a£ls of corrup* 
tion were mentioned. This Banyan 
however at firft contumacioufly refifted 
the order given for his attendance by 
the majority of the Council ; and when 
at lad; he did attend, he faid, that his 
reafon for having rei^ufed to ob^y the 
former fummons was, tiiat he had re- 
ceived an order from the Governor 
General, forbidding him to c'lttend. 
This, Mr. Burke faid, was a ftrong 
ground for the admidion of the evidence 
offered by the Commons to prove that 
the prifoner had endeavoured to diilc 
the accufat'on brought againft him, by 
doing all that lay in his power to keep 
back the tellimony of thofe who could 
give information on the fiibjefl. This 
proved a prefumption of guilt againfl 
the prifoner, and laid the bed; ground 
for the admidion in evideyee of that 
aeeiifation from which he had (hrunk, 
and which he had endeavourec) to ftifle 
and fupprefs. 

Mr. Fox maintained, that the evi- 
dence which had been this day read, 
took the minutes of the 13th of Match 
fo completely out of the" different deci- 
(ions made by their Lordfhips, that he 
ti tided they would now admits on the 
grounds of what they had heard this 
day, that very evidence t*hich they had 
rejected hitherto, not becaufe it was in 
Stfelf inadmidible, but becaufe their 
Lordfhips did not conceive that fuffi- 
cient grounds had been eftablifhed, on 
which its admiffibility might be flip- 
ported. The evidence given this day 
(hewed, that Mr. Haditigs, finding a 
Clurge brought againft him^endeav tir- 
ed t t fiippref-* that charge, by keeping 
baci^ le evidence which was thought 
neceifaty to the ftippoit of it. Now, 
f hat their Lordiliips mrigbt fee the degree 
of gui.lt which this act might fix upon 
thfi^prifoner, it was abfolutely neceffary 
that they (hoiild hear the charge read,' 
which he had,* as it ^ad bqeh this day 
jirovcd,. endeavoured fo ftifie* 
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Mr. Sheridan olfcrvcd; that there wai 
a very ftrikmg diftinition between rhe^, 
materiality or weight of ev'denre, am^ 
\\AadmiJJtbility. 'khisdiftindion woutt^ 
appear the 'more marked by a rf^fercncti 
to the pradice of the Coiiris below.— 
There the materiality or the force of: 
evidence ivas leit to rht* jt^ry ; iis 
■mijftbility on the contrary was left to 
thejudgmcntofthf6’owr/.-— Their Lord* 
(liips ought not therefore, in iheprcfent 
inftance, toconfider the of t he cVi^ 

dence, but folely its admtjjihihty ' w'hen 
the whole was before them, and they 
were called upon for judgment, thern otf 
cour e th-*y W aild weigh the credit, akd 
try the forte of the evidence ; but\n 
the pref nt ftage of the bufinef:*, its 
mijjibiiity alone (hrmld be ConliderccL 
If they mfifted, however, upon the for^ 
mer, and willud to know the whole 
.force of the evidence, before they pro^ 
nounced np'm its admiflihility, it would 
be no d'fiiciilt mait».r to conned the 
minutes of the nth of March with the 
condud of Mr. Haftings, and to prove 
by his fubfequent ijioluind that he him-' 
felfconfidered the charges ftated in thofe 
minucef*, as but too well-founded t 
this would appear (Irik injily by his coft- 
dud towards NandcomaVr whom, for 
the purpofe of dtftroying the weight 
of his accufation, he caufed to be in'* 
dided for a confpiracy* 

Tht Lord Chancellor afked Mr. Law^‘ 
what he had to urge agan»ftthe admif- 
fion of the minutes of the 13th, now 
that fome new ground Iccmcd to haW 
been laid for the admifiion of them,' 
wh»ch had not been eftabliflied when 
their Lordfhips made their laft deci* 
fioni 

Mr. Lavy faid be was iff poflXfion of 
their Lordfliips* decifion, aiuf would 
claim the benefit of it. They had dea ' 
dared that the minutes in queftioK 
could not ttozv be read, and by that 
judgment he wou^rf abide* 

Mr. Burke conjured thdr Lordfhips 
to weigh Well, and i'erionny confidef 
the qiicftion whi'-h was then before 
them. If, in a br.finefs of the ffiagni- ' 
tade then under their conftderation, 
they adhered to thofe rules' which in a 
caufe at nifi priij^^ might be the gdfdea 
of their deliberations, they would de- 
ftroy the Very cflence or juftice, by aAf, 
iU'timed and ill-judged adherence to ’ 
forms» They (honld confidcr the na- 
curiLof thc.country in which the crimea'j 
iqipfifted to the prifoner were commit* 

H 2 , tej, 
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4 nd -the ojiture of iti connexion 
irHbthls^. Tbe capitals of other Ern- 
ies had ufually been crowded with na« 
*,|y«sfram its moft diftant provinces^led 
jither by curiofityftor intereft. In the 
iapttal of the Britiih Empite, to which 
i.CDuntry containing 24 millions of tn- 
MbiUnts belong8> one might expelt 
tbaty from (imilar caufes, the (Irecta 
fir'ouid be blackened with fwarms of In- 
|}ian$ I but they were reftrained by the 
li^tigion and cuftoms of their country* 
Yjfhieh would not fuffer them to Come 
|o Europe^ without a facrihee of their 
jcajli or rank in life, which would as it 
were excommunicate and banifli them 
fi|)m foctety. Only oneftn^le Hindoo had 
cr been in London, wtiofe name was 
\ulfliam Dofs ; he returned home Mr. 
'ul/hum DojSf but no longer a Hindoo ^ 
for, by having left his own country, he 
was driven from his call, and had no 
further rank among his countrymen, 
but was an outcaft even amongft his 
own relations. The only way then by 
which the government of this country 
could knovv or redrefs the grievances 
ofthe nattvt s of lndia> who would neverS 
appear at a Tribunal in England to 
comjplain of iheir Governors, was by 
receiving in evidence the complaints of 
thefc people, recorded in the books of 
the’ Eaft- India Company, and tranl'mit* 
ted to Europe. This was the only com - 
munication which the nature of the 
i^eligion and culloms of lliadoftan ren- 
dered pojjiblc between the European 
Governors and the governed. If their 
Lordfliips cut off that only communi- 
cation, which muft be the cafe if fuch 
evidence as was now offered was reject- 
ed, then they would leave the oppreffed 
natives of India to be plundered and 
ruined without the poffibility of redrefs : 
and fuch cunduCE on the part of this 
coitntry, would amount, in reafon and 
in juftice, to an abdication of the Go* 
^ernmem of InJia* Our polieAloiis in 
India were not to be governed by niji 
prius rules; nor were Governors to be 
left at liberty to plunder the wrctchrd 
Actives, bccatrfe thefe poor people did 
not know that the rules which prevail in 
determination of fuits in England, 
l|(ade it neceffary that the evidence 
DhoUld be upon o.itb.-:-j^This circum- 
ibnee might be unknown to them when 
fkey made tbeir complaints $ and it 
mt^t be as much unknown to them, 
tltai the complaints preferred by them 
even in the Couhcil-Chaniber of C^i- 


cutta> before three out of the five mem- 
bers of that government, could not be 
conddefCdasmade/;! Council and muft 
coidiillfiiently be paffed over without 
reorefs, becaufe, forfooth, the Cover* 
nor, who contumacioufly, and for a bad 
purpofe, abfented himfclf, was not pre- 
fent. 

He reminded their Lordfhips, that 
their condu6b was now open to tkv 
view and conftderation of all mankin^^ ^ 
and to the judgment of mankind even 
the bigheft tribunals upon eatth muft 
bow. But it was not the world alone 
that looked on; the Sovereign op 
THE World, the Father and Refuge 
of the whole human race, the 'Avenger 
of wfongs, and the Protcftor.of the op- 
preffed, was a party in this biifmefs : 
their Lordfhips, as his Vicegerents in* 
the judgments feat, were bound to do 
juftice ; to Him they were refponfible 
for their condud; $ and though they 
Aiould difregard the opinion of the 
world, yet the fear of God fhould ever 
be before their eyes, when they were 
excepting the facred truft of admini- 
itcring juftice. 

— — Si mortalia temnitis arma% 

At f per ate Deos memores fandi atque ne* 
fandi* • 

The Lord Chancellor wiihed the 
Managers would ftate all the grounds 
on which they thought the minutes of 
the ]3tb might be made admillible evi* 
dence. 

Mr. Foxfaid, there might be many 
grounds which would occur in the 
courfe of the proceedings upon.wthe 
prefent article, chough at this moment 
they might not occur to the Managers. 
It was fufficient if they ftated one 
ground on which thefe minutes might 
be made admillible. That ground 
was the interference of Mr. Haftings 
to prevent the attendance of his own 
fervant. Canto Baboo, when the Coun- 
cil wanted to examine him refpe^iiig 
one of the charges agaitift Mr. Haftings 
recorded in the rAfinutes which the 
Managers wiftied to have read. On 
this one groum! the Managers craved 
their Lord (bipV judgment. 

The Lord Prcfident (Earl Cam- 
den) faid, that the judgment wbicli’ 
their Lordfhips had already pronoun - 
eed, was mlTUnderftood by the Counfet 
for the defendant,' if be imagined it 
Went the length of dcclaiing that 
minutes in qtreftion were in no cafe ad- 
miffiblc^ AH that Iheir Lordftiips 

meant 
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meant to fayio that Judgment wa$» it in his power, to fortify bis opjmo|i 
that at the lime when it was pronoun- with the authority of living Judges^ 
ccdf nothing had been (tatefr by the Lord Mansfield, in .1 cafe reportrd inn. • 
Hon. Managers, or given in evl^Sence Burrows, obferved, that the ciiftindtioilf; 
to prove that the Lords ought to fljf- between admijjib]^ and credible 
fer the minutes to be read. But fince deuce was buiit on very fubtle rcafon- 
that judgment was given, the Hon. . ing : for his part, he felt himfclf inch* 
Managers had certainly laidi before ned to the diftindlion,and to 

their Lordfhips fome evidence relative concur with thofe, who, of late ytars.^ . 

Canto Baboo, which might make it had judged it b^fttq admit all evidence 
proper for them to review the judgment which copld pofTihly have any relevan*/ 
they -bad pronounced. At the fame' cy to the caufe, and fufFer it to go to 
time hd wiihed the Hon. Managers the jury, taking care to accompany it 
could find it convenient to ftate to the with fuch remarks as would prevent it . 
Court nt// the grounds on which they from producing improper cfFedls on the 
conceived the minutes of the 13th of minds of the jurors. Such was the 
March bugb t to bf received in evidence* fubftance of the opinion read by Mr* 
The Managers hearing this, beggtd Fox, delivered, as he faid, by a Judge 
leave to withdraw for a while to con- who had fo long pre§dcd in the firft 
* fult. — On their return, Mr. Fox faid, criminal court with fo much honou^ 
it would give the Managers great plea- - to himfelf and advantage to the pub 9 
furc if they had been able to comply lie, in which however, /o the regret of 
with the wilh of the noble and learned hfs country t he no lon:>er prefided* la; 
Lord. But they conceived that the this opinion Mr. Jullice Afhhurft and ; 
principle on which they now called for Mr. Juftice Buller had concurred, 
their Lordfhips’ judgment, would oc- Mr. Fox then read another and a morq 
cur fo frequently in the courfe of the y^cent cafe, in which Lord Kenyon 
trial, that they wifhed once for all lof as Judge, and in which he conforrned 
have adecifion upon it ; and this they' to, and adopted the opinion of„ hisablt;^ 
W'cre fure would fave a great deal o( predecefTor Lord Mansfield, 
time and trouble*to the Court. Having ftaled thefe different argu^ 

He faid, an Hon. Manager had (liewn ments, Mr. Fox prefTed their Lord< 
with true precilion the diftinilion be- fliips to give judgment with refpedh 
tween thce/^e^ of evidence and its ad^ to the admilfibility of the minutes pf. 
fniffibility^'^in Courts where the jury the I3lh, on tire ground of theevicience 
pronounced upon the former, and the given this day from the minutes of the 
Court upon the latter, the Judges 20th. 

. knowing what efFe£ls improper evi- After fome little converfatibn, their 
dlzt^e might have upon the minds of Lordfhips adjourned to the Chamber 
men notfufficiciuly infcriuedtohe able of Parliament, to take the cafe into- 
to afeertain the evidence which they confideration- 

ought to reject, and that on which they Mr. Law took an opportunity before 
ought to found their vcrdiiSt, never the rifing of the Court to obferve, that 
fuffered inadmiifible evidence to be gi- GuUham Dofs, mentioned by an Hon. 
ven at all, or heard by the jury. But Manager to have loft his cajl by com- 
when evidence was in ilftU' admiffible, iiig to England, had had ao caft to Iofc>* 
no matter how flight, how frivolous, for he was no more than a common 
or how incredible it might be, the Judge (hip- builder at Bombay, 
was bound to fufferitlo go 10 the jury, Mr. Burke maintained that What he 
whofe province it was to determine had ftated refpe<fting GviOtam D 6 fs was 
the degree of credit to which it was in- founded in fa 8 — but tho' it was notrf 
titled. But this caution was not ne- the reprefcntation of his cafe, as given 
cefTary in fuch a Court as was that in by the learned gentleman, would pro^e 
which be then had the honour to ft^nd: all that be wanted to prove, as well as* 
they need not be afraid to hear admif- the ftatement which he himfclf had 
fiblc evidence, however trifling or nu- made 5 for it would (hevv that no Hm- 
gatory it might prove, becaufe they duo who had afiy caft to lofe,'bad'tver' 
were thCmfelves the verjperfons who ventured tocome to England f and tint 
.Jieere afterwards to decide upon its no Hindoo could come to it Who wad 
<tveight and effeSi not the outcaft of his country. Thie 

'fic wa^ happy,' he fard, that be had would have cxadly theiaifnc wt-ij'ht as, 

ff pippf 
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ll^piroof that no Hindoo had vifited 
pland but and that for fo doing 
L'bad forfeited bis caft 

• 

r . FoRTv-FouftTH Day.* 
t Wednesday, M*y 47, 

^ythc Lordb touK up fo much time in 
pSebating m their own Houfe the refo* 
pution propofecl in confequence of the 
goymion givtn by the iweWe ]ndges, 
^upon the qiiertion ** ftated to them rcf- 
Spe£liiig the evidence o/Fered by the 
LMaxiagers on the aifti that it was paft 
mi^o o'clock before their Lordftiips took 
feats. 

5 The "Lord Chancellor then informed 
|.thc Manager?, that their Lordfliipshad 
vdirc^>rd him to communicate to them 
c. the fn] 'owing RefBlution of the Houfe. 

‘‘ That the minutes of confultation 
' of the i^th of March, from the time 
that Mr. Haftings quitted theCoun- 
“ cil, could not he read in evidence.’* 
Mr. Burke remarked, that a Refolu- 
:ion formed upon principles which had 
:rot been Rated, and which he could 
lot difeover even by could • 

BOt fail to embarrafs the Managers in 
ivery Rage of the profecution. But 
;his was not what was to be conddered 
the *ivor/l confequence of the Refo- 
Ution ; it would operate as an encou* 
•a^ement to future Governors of Ben- 
ral to amafs wealth by oppreflion and 
leculation : for it would hold out to 
hem the moR cettain and unbounded 
mj>unity. Their Lordfliips, no doubt, 
lad goibd grounds for their proceeding 
n this point i but be feared that the 
lare Ratement of their decifion, unac- 
rompanied by that of the grounds on 
vhich it was formed, wbuld not Rrike 
he' woM as founded in true policy. 


Peculation in India would be no longer 
praflifed^s it ufed to be in India, with 
cautiqp and with fecrecy ; it would in 
fiitflre Ralk abroad in nooi-day, and 
a£l without difguife, becaufe, after fuch 
a decifion as hadbeen jiiR made by their 
Lord/h'ps, there, was no poRibility of 
bringing into a Coorl the proofi of 
peculation in India. Though the|j^ 
proofs R\ou\d be Jignerfby the <jehn<jwewt^ 
and tranfmiited by him to Europe ; 
though he Riould reafon upon tliofe. 
proofs, and endeavour to fhow that 
they were infufficient } though he 
Riculd record the accufation and his 
defence in the archives of the EaR India 
Coihpany^ Rill thefe inRruments and 
records were not to be received ag^inR 
him as evidence even of a prrfumption of 
guilt. How far then fuch a decifion 
was confiRent with the future happinela 
of India, with good government and 
found policy, the world at large 
would JUDGE. 

It was not his intention, he faid, to 
trouble their Lordfhips any farther for 
the prefent, with arguments to fhew 
that the examihation^ of Nundco- 
mar before the Council ought to be 
received in evidence 5 43 Ut there was a 
document mentioned in the minutes of 
that Council, to which he prefumed 
their Lordlhips* decifion could not be 
fuppofed to extend } and therefore he 
triiRed that though they would not 
fuffer the examination itfelf to be read, 
they could not refufc to permit him to 
give as evidence a letter delivered to the 
Council by Nundcomar, which letter 
was written by Mutiny Begum, and 
contained a charge that Jhe had givenr 
Mn^HaRings /wo lacks of rupees ior 
the oRice of guardian to the Nabob of 


* The Q^ieRion was as follows: 

w AVhether it be competent for the Managers m produce an examination witboUt oaih by 
‘ the rcR of the Council in the ablence of Mr. HaRings, the Governor^ charging him with 
< corruptly receiving three lacks 54,105 rupees, which examination came to Ins knowledge, 

> and was hy him tranrmkced to the Court of Diredlors, as a proceeding of the faid Council- 
I lois, in order to introduce the proof of his mifdemeanor thereupon ; it being alledged by' 

I the Managers for the Commons, that he took rto Reps to clear himfelf, in the opinion of 
' the faid DireAors, of the guilt thereby imputed, but that he cook aAive means Co' prevent 
* ibe exatninacion by che fiid Councillors of his fervant—Con/o 

To this che Judges gave the following anfwer s 
<< Tint it iseof tempetent for the Managers to produce an examination withodt oafh by the' 
t lift of the Council in the aWence of Mr. HaRings, the Governor, charging him with coi - 
ruptly receiving three lacks 54,105 rupees, which examination came to his knowledge, aiuf 
was by him tranfmitted to che Court of Diredlers, as a proceeding of Che faid Councdlots^ 
^ in order to introduce die proof of his mifdemeanor thereupon.'* 

On its being, hioved, “ That the Houfe do agree in this opinion,*’ it was carried in ibcaffir-' 
lative s 3nd ordered, ** That the Lord Cbaocellor do acquaint the Managers fur chk 

the faid decerminauon.*' 

• Bcagal« 



55 ] 


Bengal. The luthentlcity of this letter 

not depend upon the credit of I^uad- 
com/)r> but ftoodenfreiy onits^wn bot- 
tom. It wa«, ftriftly fpeaking, not op W • 
a part of the charge made by Nundco* 
mar^ but was a feparate.and fubftantive 
charge in itfelf. Its authenticity could 
not be doubted ; for that had been 
proved by Sir John D’OyJey, Mr. Au- 
andaPEHSiAN MooNSHBE^wbo 
V\ad traniVaied \t, and after baNvng ex- 
amined the feaU pronounced it to be 
the feal of Muuny Btgum. 

Here then was an authentic inftni- 
ment, containing a charge of bribery 
brought againft Mr. Haftings by a wo- 
man, whom the prifoncr would not call 
the hajeji and *vilefl of all human ktnd» 
(epithets which he had beftowed on 
I'lundcomar) for he had raifed her to the 
higheft oflice in the State, and declared 
her to be the fitteft perfon todifeharge 
the duties of it. What objection then 
could be flatted againft the production 
of fuch an inftrument as evidence f 

Mr* Haftings himfelf had once 

fo much as infinuatedi in all which he 
wrote on the fubjeftof ^Jundcomar and 
his charges, that this letter was a for- 
)rrry* Nay, when he himfelf fent Com- 
miffionersto her, loprocure anfwers to 
certain fpecific queries which he him- 
fclf had drawn up, there was not a 
word of inftruCtion to the Commiffion- 
ers to enquire whetherthat letter was 
or was not genuine* This circumflance 
alone was I’ufficient to prove, that he 
did not confider it as ^forgery, but as 
an authentic paper, actually fealed and 
fent by Miinny Begum herfelf. 

He was aware that it had been alrea- 
dy ftated, and probably would be urged 
again, that the figning and fcaling ought 
to be proved by ocular witneffes, or 
that the inftrument could not be re- 
ceived as evidence. 

* The principle on which this objection 
was founded, reminded him' of fome 
rules of evidence laid down in times 
remote from the prefent, by a body of 
pien who governed or were faid yo have 
governed Europe in former days:— 
The perfons whom he meant were the 
Clergy. 

As charges gallantry againft that 
body were confrdeied in a very hei- 
iiouv light, fo the proof of them was 
made proportionahly difficult. For it 
? 5 «is ordained that when a Prejhyter 
was accufed o^gallantryy the fa6t tnuft 
proved by peULAR wjt- 


neflOs ; and by aEvsirTr-TwOf if the 
cbfti:ge was brought againft a hi /hop*. 
This rule of evidence was c nfidtred 
by the whole body of the laity as c»il- 
culated to keep but of Court, and from 
tbe knowledge of the Judges, things 
that were known to all tbe reft oft^ 
world. 

Precifely tbe fame would be the con-' 
fcqueoce of the rule laid down by. their 
l*OTd(\\\ps, and otthe objtfftioas urged 
by, the CounfeJ for tbe priloner — They 
would keep out of Court document^; 
and charges which were matters oh 
pullic notoriety. 

The rules of evidence, to be jujlf 
ought to be fuited to the nature' of I'he 
cafe ; nor were Judges in one Court to 
be governed by rules cftablifhed in ano- 
ther, the conftitution and objeds of 
which were di/Terent. 

The grounds of juftice ought not to 
be narrowed* It was a wife maxim—- 
Boni judicis eft ampliare juftitiam. 
It was another wife maxim — Nun aliud 
naturay aliud fapientia dicit* From t h c 
former be would drvW this conclufion, 
that a Judge ought not to juftice 
by rules of evidence that would dtfeat 
the very ends of juftice. From the fe- 
cond he would infer, that as vjifdom 
and nature could not be at variance# 
whatever rule of evidence was not 
fandtioned by, the Utter, muft be 
condemned by the former. 

Now plain nature inculcated, that 
the cafe muft govern the rules of the 
evidence, and not the rules of evidence 
the cafe. It laid alfo, that rules ^ 
which might be highly proper in one 
fituation of things, might be highly 
.improper in another; that they might 
be fuited to one country, and impra^i- 
cab^e in another. 

The law of England might be thought 
by fome to be formed on principles 
'that would narrow and feiter juftice, 
becaufe it was not applicable to all the 
cafes that might be brought to be tried 
by it. 

But this was not the cafe. The law 
of England was extremely provident, 
and eftabliihjcd different tribunals for 
different forts of caufes, and governed 
by different rules of evidence. 

Thus we found the Common Law 
Courts governed by far difterent rules 
from thofc vrhich obtained in the Spiri- 
tual or Eccleftaflical Courts, where partr 
ly the Civil, partly tbe Canon Law pre'» 
vailed* 

The 
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Tht Court df Chancfry dud' the 
:Uouft oF Acimhalty had their diftina: 

of* evidence. But left there 
‘Should occur a cafe to which none of 
rUfl'ea of thefe Courts could applyt 
Law and the Conftiiution had pro- 
r-^ided another tribun<*l» not bound by 
^ny rules but thofe which attached na- 
turally upon the cafe, and that tribunal 
%a8 the High Court ofPARLiAMSNT, 
ttrhere their Lordfliipoj who were the 
judges* were to decide upon found 
.'principles of natural juftice, and not 
fiatcording to certain narrow rules laid 
down in other Courts. 

Their Lordfhips, he faid, w/cre not 
4!onrulered by the Cunftitution as 
learned in th la-za* They were confi- 
dered merely as BARpNS, Swords- 
men, and Cavat.iers (with whom 
were mixed the Biiliops, wdiofe learn- 
ing wns of a different nature from that 
of the Law^ fitting to adminitter 
juftice accordmg to the didlatts of 
plain fenff, and principles of eqtiity. 

To thofe dictates, and to thofe prin- 
ciples, he faid, they muft recur, if they 
expe^ied to do juftice to the people of 
India; and liewould venture to afiirm, 
thiit they Would find it neceffafy to 
m^ake ordinary rules of evidence give 
Way, if they wilhed n^t to ftop the 
courfe of that vcryjullice, which, he 
!Was fure, it w<is their inclination as 
much as It was their duty to adminifter. 

They would find, he faid, that the 
Legiflature of their country waa fre- 
quently obliged to nuke the ordinary 
rules ot tvideilcc beiid to the nature 
^nd necejfity oF a new cafe. It was a 
rule of la\V, That no man fhould be 
fuffered to give evidence in a caufc 
in which h*e was isterefted, either in 
relieving himfclf from a debt or a 
f* burden, or in recovering a debt/* 
One would imagine, that if theie was 
in nature a rule without an exception, 
it was this. There were, nevcrthelcfs, 
inftabces in v^hkh the very nature of 
the cafe required that this rule Ihould 
He difpenfed with. He begged leave to 
iUteone. The A£t of Parliament by 
* which a man is enabled to fue the 
eCUrnty for what he m'ay have loft by 
feeing robbed between fim-rlfe and 
itftl-fet, declares that file evidence of 
rfiC p'erfori fobbed ftiaribe received. 

Thus was a man permitted to be a 
Wftneftin acaufe, in the event of which 
he had an intereff. Why was the 
ordinary rule of |a\v laidafidc in fuch a 
Bcciure ii it was enforced, ihe 


Aft of Parliament would be nugatory*^ 
and a dmd letter ; for the nature of the 
cafe might not admit of a fecond wit- 
ntfs, it no^ being a very common prac- 
tice for felons to rob in the fight, of 
many wiineffes. 

All then that their Lordfhips, ought 
to require was — the very heft evidence 
which the nature of the cafe would 
mit. 

If they flioiild require in a caiife ia 1 
which Gentoos were Complainants, 
the fame khid of evidence that they 
would r. quire from Europeans^ it was 
morally impc flible that any perfon * 
accufed by tluph or in their behalf, i 
could ever be convitlcd. In England, ^ 
in the Courts of Common Law, the | 
perfonal appearance in Court of the | 
witnefles was abfolufely nectlfiry. But 
whtn Gi!.XTOos were to be the wit- ; 
utiles, their perfonal attendance in ^ 
England war rcndeiecl impojjible by 
their religion and national cuftoms. 

To prove this afl’ertion, Mr- Burke 
read a paflTage from a Report to the 
Houfe of Commons by the Committee 
of Secrecy, of which fome noble Lords, 
whom he then favv feated among their 
Lordfliips, had bet it Members before 
they were raifed to the dignity of the 
Peerage. The paffage dated, that the 
Committee having examined feveral 
perfons well acquainted with the reli- 
gious principles and cuftoms of the 
Gentoos, found that ihcfe people were 
taught by their rclig'on to coiifider the 
efement of water as sacred;- and that 
as it was impofliblc for them to make 
long voyages without unavoidably poU 
luting and prophciningvf\\?X\\i^y deemed 
to be lioLV, fo no Gentoo could come 
to England, without doing what would 
make him forfeit his caftor rank in life ; 
—and that if any Gentoo were to be 
prevailed upon to come to England, he 
was to be confidered as a perfon difre^ 
garding /sr// OBLIG a TION S of R E LIG ioK, ' 
and confeqzicntly NOT entitled to CREDIT 
/u ra WITNESS.' 

Mr. Burke reminded their Lordfhips 
en paffant, that on Friday laft he h<^d 
afTertcd that no Centco could come to 
England without forfeiting his caft ; and 
that the Coiinfcl for the prifoner had' 
partly contradiiled him at the time. 
The p'lfTage that had been juft read 
would enaide their Lordfliips to judggi. ^ 
between him and the Counfel on this "* 
point. 

Having made this remark by the way, 
Mr* Burke purfued* his arguments* 
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Here Iheir torrffhips, he would 
fee the neccflity of different rules of 
evidence when Clmftians apd whfjn 
Gentoos were to be examined. What 
gained the former credits was their per- 
fonal appearance in Courts^ and the 
delivery of their teftimony upon oath^ 
But the appearance pf a Gentoo at 
Lordfhips* bar would be the pre-^ 
cife circumftance that would take from 
him all credit* render infamoust 

at.d his teflimony confequently inad- 
iilihle. 

But even in India ihz perfonal appear^' 
'■ncc of GentQO witnefles was not to be 
xpe£ted or procured* when thofe wit- 
ncfles vrw fetualts^ For it would be 
infamy and degradation to a woman of 
charatler or refpeSabiliiyy of the Gentoo 
religion* to be feen in a court of law. 
And therefore even Sir Elijah Impey 
himfelf, in a code of rules or laws drawn 
up by him for the Adaivlet Court, was 
obliged to make the rules of Englifh 
jiirifprudence give way to the adherence 
inflexibly obferved by the Gentoos to 
the religious and civil inflitutions* cuf- 
toms or prejudices of their country. 
He therefore appointed certain females 
to go to the Ladies who fcrupled to 
appear in Court* and take their 
tions even vohhout an oatlu 
Their Lordlhips then furcly would 
not require of Gentoo ladies what Sir 
Elijah Impey had found by experience 
was impraflicable ; and therefore they 
would receive their teftimony, though 
not delivered perfonalhi,. t, or even 
upon oat/i» If their Lordfhips were to 
adhere to the Eo^glifh practice when 
the declarations of Gentoo' ladies were 
to.be given in evidence* they would 
outlaw f and* as it were* excommuni- 
cate one whole fex in Indofian* 

The legal evidence of Gentoo ladies 
was either their examination taken down 
by fome females appointedforchat pur- 
pofe* or papers (igned and fealed by 
,them* and fent to the proper tribunal. 

Such was the letter fent by Miinny 
Begum* and as fuch he humbly offered 
it to their Lordfhips* as evidence which 
he was not precluded, from giving by 
their laft decifion* as it flood upon diffe- 
rent grounds from thofe of the accufa- 
tion brought by Nundcomar. and which 
the Managers were not at liberty now 
Id'give in evidence* 

The Counfel for the prifouer objefled 
to this evidence ; he fard it wa& part of 
thofe minutes which their Lgrdihips 
bad refolvednot to admit. 

Part II. 


iHiis ohjeftion was admitted* an4 
their Lordfhips would not fuffer the 
letter of Munny Begum to be read; 

The Managers then defired that Mr^ 
Francis -might be examined. Their 
objedl was to prove the delivery of thig 
letter to the Council*and the behaviour 
of Mr. Haiti ngs when it was read- 
Mr. Francis was accordingly fworn ; 
but as he faid. the examination of 
Nundcomar, dec. had been taken down 
in writing^ the Managers were not fuf- 
fered to examine him to the contents of 
the written documents, which could be 
more accurately afeertained by the 
produftion of thofe documents them- 
.felves : and as the Managers were pre- 
cluded by their Lordfhips’ deciiion 
from producing thofe documents or 
minutes* they laid they had no further 
l^eftion to put to Mr. Francis* who 
^erefore withdrew. 

The Managers then caufed to be 
read* a letter written by Mr. Haftings, 
in which he referred almofl in every 
paragraph to fome of the proceedings 
of the Council refpefting the charges, 
brought by Nundcomar, and the mi- 
nutes which theirLordfhipshad refufed 
to receive as evidence. 

Mr. Burke faid* that as often as he 
fhould think that he had new ground 
for the admiflion of thofe miiiutrs, he 
would humbly pVefs their Lordfl.ips to* 
receive them* He conceived that the 
letter which had been juft read* aftbrd- 
cd him that new ground ; for it .could 
not be iinderftood* if the minutes to 
which they every inftant referred* were 
not read : he therefore defired that the 
minutes of the xjth of March might be 
read. 

But this was over- ruled. Their Lord- 
Ihips* not coufidering this as ntw 
ground* adhered to their former deci- 
iion s. 

Mr. Burke then caufed the minutes 
of other confultacions to be read* from 
which it appeared that Sir John Cla- 
vering* Colonel Monfon* and Mr* 
Francis* fo.far from wifhlng him to 
fubmit to the mortification of meeting 
Nundcomar face to face* propofed 
that* if he pleafed* h^ might abfent 
himfelf from Cduncil, and that fo far 
from being bis accufers* and ufing » 
Nundcomar only as an inftrume^t^tfe 
three Gentlemen had refoived* tnlt if' 
the witnefles produced in fiippoft of the < 
charges againft Mr. Haftings did .not 
make good the fame* they fhoU]^> be 
profecuted with all the rigour of the law^ 
*^1 Front 
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minutes alfo it appeared 
that Mr. Haiti ngs frequently diflblved 
the meetings of Qiuncil, to prevent his 
Colleagues from proceeding in the en- 
quiry againft him. 

From a letter .written by Mr. Ha- 
ftings it appeared, that though he dc« 
fcended, in a vindication of himfelf to 
the Court of Diredtors, to take notice 
of fuch a trlfl'tn'r circiimftance as a 
charge about a pahuiquifii he took not 
the leall notice of the ferioiu charge 
contained in- Munny Bcgiim’s letter, 
namely— that he had taken from her a 

BRIBE of TWO LACKS OP RUPEES.— 

It appeared alfo that he did not in the 
frnalleit degree attempt even to infinu> 
ate that this letter was a forgery, 

Mr. Burke finding it was then Jive 
e clocks faid he would not trouble their 
Lordihips with any more evidence 
day ; but that on the mdrrow he wouRT 
caiife Mr. Goring to be examined.— 
This Gentleman was a Commiffioner 
fent by Mr. Hrifiings to procure anfwers 
from Mursny Begum to certain queries 
framed by himfelf. 

Their l.oidHiips hearing this imme- 
lliately adjourned* 


Forty-Fifth Day. , 

*» Thursday, May 28. 

Mr. Grey, on the part of the Com- 
mons, faid, that before he fiiould call 
Mr. Goring, he would give in evidence 
a Commifiion made out to that Gen- 
tleju^n by the Council at Calcutta, to 
go'to Moorflirdabad and inllitute an 
enquiry relative to certain embe^Tule- 
m*nts of the public money, which were 
faid to have taken place under the ad- 
muiitlration of Munny Begum. 

Mr. Law objerled to the reading of 
this Commiffion, becaufe he faid it did 
not appear to have any relation to the 
charge then before their Lordihips, and 
ought not to he admitt<.d as evidenc^c, 
pnlefs it could be fo C( 5 nnecl:ed with 
Mr. Haftings and the charge, as to be 
taken out of the deciiion to which their 
iordihips had lately come. 

Mr. Grey obferved, that this oVgection 
jwas one of the bad confcqucnccs which 
grew out of thr principles laid down by 
tlitf learned Oentleifian — namely, to 
-jurige of the rffr£l of evidence before it 
a«d upon that to ground 
« pf^that it was 

Mr. Anftruthcr iiilifted that the evi- 
clence to which Mr- Law ohjriSled, did 
K«>t eorne witfiih ihepiinciple of their 
JLmdlhips’dccifiofi. The piiuciple, if 


he unj}erllood it was this— that 
a paper which was not evidence 
g^ould fltpt be read, unlefs it was made 
to appear that it was conne^ed with 
fomething faid or done upon it by the 
prifoner, in which cafe alone it could 
be g'ven in evidence. 

But that principle did not ap ply to 
the py)er offered to their Lordfhiffr^ 
the Hpn. Manager : it was eVidenc^ 
per fe ; for it was part of a confultation 
in which Mr. Haftings had had a fhare« 

The Lord Chancellor concurred ip 
opinion with the Managcj^s, and t 
commiffion and confultation were a* 
cordingly read 

The refult of Mr. Goring’s enqui 
rics, in confcqucnce of this commiilion 
was afterwards read, and it appeared 
that Munny Begum had admitted tha 
(Ire bad given large fums to Mr. Ha 
Bings and to Mr. Middleton, to the 
amount of three lacks of rupees, as 
allowances for entertainments. 

The report made by Mr. Goring 
having been afterwards read at the 
Council H'>aid, Mr. Hillings moved, 
that certain queries be drawn up in 
writing, and fent to the Begum ; hut at 
the fame time he propofed they fhould 
not be delivered to her by Mr. Goring, 
or in his prcfence. allcdging for the 
ground of his obje6lton to that gentle- 
man, that the Begum flood fo much in 
awe of him, knowing l^m to be flip- 
ported by the majority of the Council, 
that (lie w^ iild not dare to fpcak her 
mind freely, if he was within hearing of 
her. 

The reft of the Council agreed that 
the queries fliould be committed to 
writing, and delivered by fomc gentle- 
man whom Mr. Haftings had named. 
But they infifted at the fame time, that 
Mr. Goring fliould . be prefent at the 
delivery of the queries. However, to 
remove all ground for a fiifpicion that 
the Begum might be awed by any one^ 
the majority of the Council propoftcL. 
that not one of cheCommifiioners Ihould 
fpeak a word to her, but barely deliver 
the queries, and afterwards bring back 
her anfwers in writing. 

To this propolition it appeared that 
the Council agreed* 

The queries propofed by Mr. Ha- 
fllngs, and to which the Begum was to 
anfwer, admitted the receipt of The 
money, at lead it did. not deny it $ and 
went only to thefe points-^ Whether 
any application had b^ert made to her 
on hxs part for money ?— Whether thd 

account 
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account (ha gare was the confequence 
of terror or influence> or was^iikated 
by her o^nfree will ? 

The Comoiiilioners proceeded ^ 
Moorftiedabad with the queries^ and 
fcnt back the anfwers under the band 
and feal of the Begum i 

The Managers were going to give 
thofe anfwers in evidence, but were 
'\;t»ruptcd by Mr. Law, who obje6ted 
to the production of them. He faid the 
Hon. Mnnagers mult connect them 
with fomething faid or done by Mr. 
Haftings either before the queries were 
fent, or afterwards in confequence of 
.thofe anfwers ; other wife they could 
^tiot be evidence, and the Matii^gers were 
precluded by their LordAiipb' decitiun 
Hrom reading them. 

^ This produced a tedious and dry 
debate about the admiffibility or inad- 
^iniflibility of evidence. The Managers 
contended that Mr. Haftings having 
agreed to lend the queries, the anfwers 
to them were fo connected with his own 
aCt, that they ought to be received in 
evidence. 

Mr. Law maintained that this was a 
mooftrous propofilion^ To refute it, 
iie fuppofed a cab;— that a man was 
accufed of having committed a robbcryi 
at a certain fpecifitd time — that on 
being accufed, he declared he was at 
that very precilie time in the houfe 
pf another man. He fuppofed that on 
application to that other man, it ap- 
peared that the perfon accufed had not 
been in his houfe. Mr. Law then 
aftted triumphantly, if it was poflible 
that any one llioiild contend that the 
anfwe-r given by that other man, con- 
tradicting thedeclaration of the accufed, 
could be admitted as evidence that the 
latter was guilty of the robbery ? 

The Lord Chancellor faid, tint fuch 
an anfwer would not be conclulive evi- 
dence of guilt, but it would be a cir- 
cumftance ag^iriftthe perfon accufed. 

Mr. Grey obferved, that lo far were 
^.tbc Managers from being barr^-d from 
"giving thcBeguna’s anfwers in evidence, 
becaufe the prifoner had not aCted up' 
on them afterwardst that upon that 
very circuinftance of his not having 
gCled upon them, or done any thing in 
confequence of them, the Manaerri in- 
tended to build a ftrong prei'umption of 
his guilt. 

• Mr. Sheridan having fupported the 
opinion of Mr. Grey, faid, that Mr. Ha- 
ftings had done, fomething ihe 

anfwers arrived, which connected them 


with him, and made them ^ood evi- 
dence — That fomething, he faid, vvas, 
that Mr. Haftings^ as it appeared from 
the minutes of the confiiltation, had 
agreed that the qiiet-ies fiiould be fent- 
Mr. Law replied, that Mr- Haftings , 
hsd confented only on condition that 
Mr. Goring ftiould n t be prefent at the 
delivery of the queries : this condition 
not having been obfervcdi the fendinj' 
the queries was not the aCt of Mr. 
Haftings, but of the Council* The 
word agreed, which appeared in the 
minutes, no means meant that the 
minority had gone over to the majority, 
and that the oppofttion to the meafure 
was given up ; it meant no more than 
the words refolwd or ordered, and was , 
defcriptivc of an aCt of Couvcil, in which 
Mr. Hillings was not to be fuppofed to 
have •voluntarily acquitfeed* That this 
was the true meaning of the word 
^ agreed"' m the Counell-hookF, ap- 
peared from all the minutes of confulta- 
tion in the Compiny's archives. 

Mr. Grey maintained that the word 
“ agreed" in the confultation on which 
he was rpe.iking, wah dehriplive of the 
unanimous aCls of the fivholt Counedy^nA 
not of 2 i major ity of if . This wisevi^ 
dent from the concluhon of a coniulta- 
tion which had been read tliis very day, 
Where it was ftated, that a propolilion 
had been curried hy the majority^ 

Mr. Sheridan liipporicd this idea, by 
contending that it w^isevidei^t the word 
agrecu' meant the unanimous con- 
currence of the Members of the'^uu- 
cil ; and it was evident from this-qh- 
cumftince, that a compromil^ might 
fairly concluded to have taken place 
between Mr. Haftings and th^ other 
Members from whom he had at firft 
ciifferi-d. — Mr. Haftings propofrd ori- 
gin illy, that Mr-. Goiing fliould not be 
prefent at the delivery of the queries. 
Mr. P'rancis propoied a kiml of a middle 
way ; and that was, that Mr. Goring 
lliould be prefent, but that neither he 
nor any other of the Com million -ri s. 
Ihould f^peak a word to the Begum, left 
Ihe ftiould be thought to be overawed 
or influenced, but that they ftiould 
barely deliver the queries to her, and 
bring back her aiifwcrs under >litr own 
band and feal. ^n conlcqutnce of this 
kind of middle way, or compromife, the 
Council was brought lo ** agri.f d 
to adopt it unanimoujly, and not merely 
by a majority, 

Mr. Plumer, one of the Cciiinftl for 
, Mr* Haftings, argued for a little time 

i a 
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fuQport^of Mr. Law’s ohje<a:ion, and country where an oath is never admi- 
ayed the judgment of the Lords upon niftered V^.women* " 

' This fad:, howicver, . the Counfel for 

The Lord Chancellor appeared to Mr. Haftings were difpofed to centre- 
unk there was no great weight in the vert, and mentioned in particular the 
bjedton,' and repeatedly alkcd the cafeof Dtira who was examin- 

founfel whether they intended to per- cd upon oath by Judge Chambers, 
were, in urging it. The Counfel In fpita of this folitaVy example of a 
(fufed to give it up. ' female oath, which Mr. Burke affirmed 

fTh'e Lords then adjourned to their had been extorted by force, he c 9 lf^ 
wn Houfe.toconfider'oftheobjedion:. tended that in India no woman above y 
nd returning at a quarter paft Jive the very lowcft clafs was ever feen in 
►^clock, the Lord Chancellor informed public; and that he could produce 
he Managers, that their LorSOiips had feveral inftances of women, who, ratner 
efolvedthat the Begum’s anfwersov^/// than be feen by a man, had put them- 
0 he read, felves to death. The original letter. 

They were read accord’ngly, and therefore, of the Munny Begum, which 
hen their Lordihips adjourned. he now produced to their Lordffiips, 

was the very heft evidence which could 

Forty-Sixth Day. poffibly be obtained from a woman in 

Wednesday, June lo. ' India, according to thofe principles of 
Mr. Burke requclted leave to read an honour which from time immemorial 
fxtracl of a letter from Charles Goring, have obtained in Hindoftan, and which 
to Warren Haftings, Governor of the legiflature of this country had been 
Bengal, which he wiflied to produce as forced to refpedt. “ We have armies, 
ividence, that the prifoncr had been faid Mr. Burke, wc have fleets to de- 
'uilty of peculation in receiving from ftroy, to ravage, to depopulate that 
Vlunny Begum a bribe of a lack and a mifcrable country; but the arm of in- 
^alf, under the pretence of an cuter- jufticc is not powerful enough toeradi- 
Uinment. cate thofe inveterate^ prejudices which 

‘ Mr, Law, Counfel for Mr. Haftings, have funk into that fecond nature, epf* 
dbje^ed to the produdion of this letter, tom.” 

on the principle, that written icftimony Mr. Burke then called Major Scott| 
could not be adduced in evidence. who was examined as to a paper given 
The Lords retired to deliberate on in to the Cohimittee of the Houfe of 
this qiieltion, and returned in a fnv Commons a few years ago ; but his 
minutes with a decifion a^atnjlthe rcle» evidence not meeting the Hon. Mana- 
vancy of the teflimony propofed. ger's withes, he called the Clerk of the ^ 

Mr. Burke then otlcrcci to produce. Commons to prove that the Perfian 
not a copy but the very Perjian original letter, together with the tranflation of 
of the Manny Begum's h tter, hgned that letter, was the fame which had been 
by her, — authenticated by the Nabob prefenttd to the Committee of the Houfe* 
her foil, — attefted by thefeal of Charles of Commons on rhe 8th of May 1782. 
Goring, Efq. who was ready to fwcar Mr. Burke next propo^d to read the 
at their Lordiliips bar to the authenti- Charge of Bribery againft Warren Har 
city of the letter- ftings, Efq. by Rajah Bundafs. 

Charles Goring, Efq, was then The Counfel for Mr. Haflings con- 
brought to the bar, and Mr. Burke tended, that the Honourable Manager 
requeued that the following quellion ought firft to^ inform their Lordfliips 
imight be put to him: I dtfire to for what purpofe the paper containing., 
know whether any converfation pafled that charge ibould be produced, 
between you and the Miinny Begum, Mi . Burke replied, that it was pro- 
xelative 10 the lack and a half which Ihe duced in order to infer from the dc- 
:ggvc to Mr. HaOjngs^?’? meanor of Mr. Haftings, when he was 

To this quetlion, as irrelevant and made acquainted with that charge, a 
nugatory, the Counfel^or Mr. Haftings proof of his guilt, 
objected. The Lord Chancellor faid, that bis 

Mr. ]^urke replied, that nothing demeanor ought firft to be proved* 
could be more pertinent than the quefr Mr- Burke replied, that the Managers* 
tion-^nothing ftronger than the evi- would purfue the mode pointed out 
dence propofed ; that this Perfian by their Lordihips, but that they 
letter was the moft complete teftimony^ could qo( help cunfidcring \is^spr<tp<fJU- 

which a woman could give iu IcdU* % rQus ' 
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Ttiis’word brought up Lord Kenyon* 
who fAid that be could not f>atiently 
fuflfer a word of th^t import to be ap- 
plied to any proceedings of that Houfe* 
Lord Stanhope vindicated the Hon. 
Manager oif this point, ohfcrving that 
it was evident he had no deflgn to fay 
any t iing iurrefpedtful of that Hdufe ; 
and propohng an adjournment, 

^ * 9 li . Burke begged leave to explain. 
The Eng/ifti meaning of the word 
pojleroui was equivalent, he faid, to the 
vulgar expreifion of putting the cart 
before the horfet vtrhich. was all that he 
intend d to convey by laying, that the 
mode .of proceeding pointed out by 
their Lurdniips VfTi^prepoJicrous^ 

Lord Kenyon filently acquiefeed in 
the interpretation given by Mr. Bufke. 

Satisfied by Mr. Burke's explanation* 
and fully convince d that the meaning 
which he attached to the vra^rtlprepojle- 
rousvj^^ purely their LordOiips 

ordered the Honourable Manager to go 
on. 

Nothing pofitive in the way of cri- 
mination was brought forward, but a 
paper was called for by Mr. Burke which 
was to have led tofome fubltftntial mat- 
ter, relative to th» charges againft the 
prilbner ; but this not being ' to be 
found very readily* and it being then 
near five o'clock, their Lordfliips ad- 
journed. 

Forty-Seventh Day. 

Thursday, June xi. 

'Major Scott wis again called by the 
Managers. He was afked, whether he 
' was not the Agent of Mr. Haltings ? 
This queftion he anfwered in the affir- 
mative. ‘ He was next alked, whether 
he had not received ivritten inftrudlions 
from Mr. Haftings for his government 
in all cafes refpe£ting his principal? 
His anfwer was* that he had. He was 
then directed Coproduce thofc inftruc- 
tions, and he produced them accord- 
ingly. They were in the hand-writing 
Y- of Mr. Haltings. The Clerk* by order 
of the Lords, read them. 

The agency of Major Scott being 
thus eftabliihed, be was alked, whether 
he had not delivered to a Scle6t Com- 
mittee of the Houfe of Coipmons a pa- 
per purporting to be ,a letter from 
Munny Begum, in which flie acknow- 
ledged that Ihe had given Mr. Haltings 
• a lack and a half of rupees for enter- 
tainments. He admitted that he had 
delivered fuch a letter ; ,but^he not 
deliver it as coming from Mr- Haltings* 
fi'f as ip any degree aSe£tipg |hat 


tleman. He confidered it at the time^ 
as a paper of no confequence. — He wai; 
then alked* why he had delivered to st: 
Committee of the Houfe of Commons a; 
paper which he confidered to be of tip] 
conftquence —In reply he faid, that air 
it relat’d to a tranfadlion which had 
taken phee fo far back as 1775, he; 
could not have fuppofed it applicable to 
the enquiry then before the Committee. 
Mr. Burke defired' then* that the witjf> 
nefs would give feme reafon to (hew 
why he had delivered a paper, which he 
did not conceive to be applicable to.tbe , 
enquiry then before the Committee.— 
To this queftion a direS anfwer wah 
notgiven.— The witnefs faid he did not 
fee at the time of what ufe fo fooliA tL 
thing could be. 

Mr. Bui ke defired the witnefs would 
fpeak more reipeoii'ully of a proceeding 
infiituted by the Houfe of Commons; 
a proceeding fet on foot tor the purpofe 
of afeertaining what adts of corruption 
and oppreffion had taken place under 
the adminiilration of a Governor- 
General of Bengal.— Such was the 
proceeding which the witnefs prefumed 
to call a foolijh thing- Major Scott faid* 
he did not mean to apply this expreffion 
to any proccedin;’ of the Houfe of 
Commons ; he applied it folcly to the 
fubjedt the Begum's letter. — He was 
afked, whether he had read the paper 
he delivered tg the Committee. He 
faid he might have read a pa 7 t of it, but 
he did not think that he had read the 
whole of it- — He remembered that in 
what he had read ot it, the Begum 
complained that Mr* Goring had ufed 
her harfiily to make her fign feme 
paper, or accounts. 

The Hon. Manager alked, whethci 
he had not delivered the letter in 
queftion for thepurpofe of leflVning th< 
credit of Mr. Goriifg’s evidence, which 
he knew to be againft Mr. Haltings ? 

Mr. Law', Counfel for the priioner 
faid it was nothing to the prefent trial 
with what view the paper had beet 
dcliver^rd, as it was clear, from wha' 
the vvitnefs had faid this day, that hi 
had not prefented it in the name, or if 
the behalf, or with the knowledge o 
Mr. Haltings., 

Mr. Burke infilled that he had : 
right to alk, whjt was the objedl fo 
which the wiinefe had delivered tin 
paper in queftion ; a paper 'in whicl 
there was an acknowledgement, that ; 
lack and a half of rupees had been givei 
to Mr. Haftings. ’ 

jylTf inlifted* that uplefs a pro 
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Riicor could eftablifk in evidence the 
HMriies brought by him ag^inft a de- 
pldanti it ought to pafs hvjlander and 
^umnyt it was the proof alone that 
^Uld (hew the charges were 

and calumnious* . 

I Mr. Burke replied with much indig- 
nation*, that be was aftoniflied the 
learned gentleman dared to apply f«ch 
epithets to charges brought by the 
Ammons of GkiiAT Britain, whe- 
they could or could not be proved 
|>y U^al evidence. It was very well 
inown that many could be proved 
iothc Auibf.i(5lion of every confcienttous 
pfiari by evidence, which, though in its 
, own nature good and convincing, 
•^yirould not be admitted in a Court^ of 
Law. But it would be a ft range thing 
Indeed, that a charge fiipported by 
cv'dcnce which was every thing but 
legaU (hould be faid to h<ftanderous 
. and calumt/iouSf merely btcaufe ceri^iin 
lules of law declared that cvideiue not 
to b.c admillihle in law^ which would 
carry convdiitm to the bread of evciy 
man who read it. 

The evioence offered by the Mana- 
gers was not fabricated by them ; if it 
was flanderous, the Hander was upon 
Tccordy in the archives of the L 'ft-lndia 
.Company, from which the Commons 
bad taken it. 

Mr. Law faid,he did not mern to ap- 
ply to any proceeding of the Houle of 
. Commons, the teraib JlunJtrous or t/r- 
'lumnions \ but he liacl the authoiiiy of 
the Houfc of Commons to dt dare, th^t 
the Hon. Manager had ufed fl*ndiii.us 
and calumnious exprtffioi'S not w’»r- 
Iranttd or countenanced by the Houfc. 

Mr. Fox took tire at this affeitioii. 
He laid, it was highly irregular and 
indecent in an Advocate, to -illude to 
^ny tranfaaion that h^d taken pLce 
yritbin the w^tlls ofjilie Poufe of Com- 
pnons. But it was ftill more indecent 
|o allude to it for the purpe f^ of mij- 
and mifrrpi efiniing it. lb’ faia, 
.Jhal when their Lordll.ips would do 
^ the Managers the honour of loi>king 
into the Journal <»f the Houfc ofCotn- 
! monsf they would find nothing there 
^hat could warrant the exprefiiona 
Vvirhfch the learned Counfel bad pre- 
sumed to drop. The Houfc of Com- 
: ip^ns bad not ufedone fingle word that 
c6u\d in th^ molt diftant degree be 
^onftrued to convey the idea thrown 
tout by jthe learned gentleman^ The 
dignity -of the Iloufe which he had the 
> honour ^0 reprefent at their Lofdfliips’ 


bar, would not an etprefllon to 
pafs utiijpticed, which charged the 
whole body of the Commons with hav- 
ing fent up flandtrs to the Houfe of 
Lords in the lhape of charges* As little 
would it fuff-’r any man to torture its 
Journal into a libel upon one of its own 
Members! and Itill lefs would it fuffer 
its Deputies cp be (tiled flandererf and 
calumniators, merely becaufe they 91^ 
fered ill evidence thofe very documentSf 
on the authority of which the Com* 
mons had pronounced the charges to 
be well-founded, and had fent them to 
their Lordlhips as articles of Impeach- 
ment againft the prifoner. He infilled, 
therefore, that their Lordlhips fliould 
"give their opinion on the exprtllions 
ufed by the learned advocate* 

Mr. Law replied, that he knew it was 
not for him to allude to any thing that 
had paffed in the Houfc of Commons, 
unlefs he had been made acquainted 
with it in a particular way i and even 
/to, he was to mention it as a thing 
that he had Peau/f rather than as a 
thing which had aHually paffed in an 
affembly, with whofe proceedings it 
W. 1 S prope%to fappofe be had no means 
of making himlc lf acquainted. It was 
from the mouth of the Hon. Manager 
hirijfelf, at their Lordlhips* bar, he had 
heard what had paffe*! in the Houfe of 
Commons ; and il from the cir- 
cumltance of its having been Hated by 
him, that he had ventured to mtntionit. 

Mr. F ix faid this was a new mifr 
reprefent^tion, tor tin" Hon. Manager 
h<d never faid a word at the bar of 
their Lordihips’ thai could convey an 
idea that the Managers had ufed 
deroiis and calumnious expreilions 
againft the pn loner. — Mr, Fox iaid 
afterwards, that he \yould not content 
to proceed in the trial, until their Lord? 
Oiips Ihould have given an opinion re- 
fpecling the expreflSon uftd by the 
learned Counlel. If their Lordfliips 
ffiould decline giving au bpinion, he 
muft beg leave to return to the Houfe 
of Commons for freih inftru^lions. 

The words imputed to Mr. Law were 
takeu down and read to him, and he 
acknowledged that they were pretty 
nearly the fame that he had ufed* 

The Lords were going to retire to 
take the words into confideration— but 
the, Lord Chaucellor faid that wjt)| 
which the Managers were fatii^fied* He 
faid'that it was contrary to order ii| 
the CounfeJ to advert to any thing that 
had palled in the Hoitft of Commons ^ 
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)nd that It was indecent toi^ppljr the 
terms Jlander or calumny to any thing 
that was faid by their authority ; and 
that fuch eaprellions mult not be ufed. 

The Managers then went baek tb 
the examination of M^jor Scott* They 
diked him again what he conceived 
would be the efTeA, with refpeft to Mr- 
Holdings, of'thc produfdion of the paper 
which he had delivered to the Sele£t 
Committee of the Houfe of Commons, 
though he thought it was a paper of no 
confequence ? 

Mr- Law objedted to the qiieftion, 
becaufe ne faid it was abfolutely 
immaterial to the trial in which 
Mr. Baitings was at iifue with the 
Houfe of Commons, what Major Scott 
conceived about the meaning or clFrdt 
of a paper not before their Lordlhips. 

The Managers however perJifting 
in their queftion, the Lords adjourned 
to ihe Chamber of Parliament to take it 
into conlideratioii, After about an 
hour’s abfence they returned to Weft- 
minfler-hall, and the Lord Chancellor 
informed the Managers that their Lord- 
lhips had refolved that the quedion 
ought, not to be [Uit. 

The Managers then pnrfued other 
grounds to entitle them to read in evi- 
dence the papers dtli\ered by Major 
Scott to the Select Committee-— They 
proved from the Major’s own mouth 
that he had appeared before the Srlcft 
Committee in the capacity of the agent 
of Mr. Baitings ; that he never told the 
Committee that he attended as a private 
gentleman ; that he delivered the letter 
in queftion ofiih o<ivn ac cord and unap^ed- 

The Managers contended, that under 
this evidence they were entitled to read 
the letter, as it appeared now to have 
been delivered by the prifoner’s 
agenty acting under bis ihftruftions. 

Mr. Law replied, that the inftruaions 
did not go to this letter ; and that as 
there was no proof that it had ever 
been feen by Mr- Haftings, it cqdld not 
be brought tu evidence againft him. 

Mr. Burke inlifted, that the Managers 
were fully entitled to read the letter, 
for they had traced the delivery of it to 
the avowed agent of Mr. Haftings, 
who, by having delivered it unajkedy 
moft probably intended to ferve him by 
the production of it- They had proved 
alfo yefterday, that Mr. Baber»bolding a 
public ofBce under the Company, h^d 
feflt a tranjlathn of tbi s letter by the pojU 
andkept a copy of it : Itwas always to he 
prefuaicd, and fo it was conlidercd in 


/nw, that when it was proved that 
ter had been put into the poft-offtci^, ii 
had been after warc^^ delivered acc<*i;dii|ij|; 
to its addreffa. On this prefumptidS] 
they had fent a notice yefterday to 
Haftings, to produce that tranlhtioia) 
fent to lumbythepofti and theycalledf 
upon hmn now to produce it. 

Mr. Law' deiired the Hon. Manager 
would firft prove the receipt of it, be* 
fore he called upon Mr- Haftings to 
produce it. ^ , 

Mr. Burke faid, he could not prove^' 
poiitiVely the a^ual receipt of the letter' 
•by Mr. •Hailing'*, but ftill' it was fairly 
to be prefumed he had received rtV 
and the fupprdBon of it was a crime In 
the prifonir, who ought to have tranf* 
mitted it to the Court of DireAors- 
H<wever, to fupply the want of thit, 
pofititjc proof. Mi*. Burke laid mention 
was made of this letter in the 1 1 tbReport 
of the Sele6l Committee of the Houle 
of Commons, and it was dated at the 
ground of a criminal charge againft 
Mr. Hidings. Having premiicd this, he 
aiked Major Scott, whether he had not 
fent the i i^h Report to India to Mr.Ha* 
flings. The Major acknowledged that 
he had fent it, but was not able to fay 
that it had rtachecl him. Hi: had fent 
it with a letter ; and Mr. Hdlings after- 
wards acknowledged in one letter the 
receipt of many from the wilneis ; but 
whether that which accomp.uiied the 
nth Report, was one of tbofe fo ac- 
knowledged to have been received, he 
was not able from memory to afee rtaiir* 

The w'tnefs, in arifwer to a qiiefttaH 
put to him by Lord Porcbefter, ad- 
mitted, that Mr. Haftings had not 
found fiult with him for having dclt- 
vered the paper in queftion. 

Mr. Burke then caufed the general 
powers given by the prifoner to Maji^r 
Scott, to be read j and it appeared that 
they were very broad Indeed, and iu- 
tborifed him to a£l in p.very thing 
that concerned his honour and cha- 
racter, or the dig’nitt of his ad- 
ministration. 

Mr- Burke then obfetved, that hav- 
ing cftabliftied this agency-having 
ftiewn that its powers were abroiucely 
unreflrained ^nd unlimitedy except 
merely as to a refignation of the goverir- 
ment — having proved that this agent 
had delivered the letter in queftion, in 
the capacity of agent to the prifoner, in- 
to the hands of the Select Committee of 
the Houfe of C^mimons — having provtd 
that the Report made by that Commit * 
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cnm;iWiing amrrtac!verfton» upon 
i^r,fubje<Et 'matter of that letter, had 
tUsen fent by this |gent to Bengal for 
perufal of the prifoner— and having 
|tlfa proved that Mr. Baber had fent to 
the prifoner by pojfy a tranflaiion of 
4 bU verv letter— the Managers, he con- 
&iided,‘had now laid fufFicient gronnda 
to ifititle them to read it in evidence* 
Mr. Law maintained a contrary opi- 
nion } but as be had argued, the cafe 
j^fiiciently yerterday, he declined the 
;ta<k of re -arguing it this day* 

; The Lords then adjourned to the 
Chamber of Parliament to debate thia 
queftion 5 but as it was then half paft 
fimr o’clock^ they did not return to 
.■Wcftminfter Hall* 

Forty-eighth Pay- 
Wednesday, Ju'^e 17* 

As fpon as the Peers Had taken their 
feats the Lord Chaiiccllof faid, Gcn- 
“ tlemen "Managers for the Houfe of 
** Commons, and you Gentlemen who 
areofCounfcl for the defendant, the 
“ Lords have refolved that the Pcrfian 
** Letter written by Munny Begum, 
** and the tranQation of that letter, 
^ which were otFcred to be read in evi- 
« deuce on the laft day, ought not to be 
** reacf- Gentlemen of the Houfe of 
** Commons, you will orocecd to make 
go "»d your Charges. * 

Mr. Burke, after confulting a fhort 
time with Mr. Fox, addr..fled their 
Lordihips. — He lamented that the dc- 
clfion of their Lordfliips, thus nakedly 
comukunicated, without the reafons on 
which it was founded, was to the laft 
degree perplexing to thofe who were 
to condudl: the profe^riition* He made 
DO doubt but the decilion was founded 
upon fome good technical principle of 
law \ but as their Lordihips had not 
been plcafed to ftate what was that 
principle, the Managers were left to 
grope for it in the dark j and being 
unable to afeertain prccifely th^ nature 
of it, were reduced to the ncccffity of 
BHfJfmg what it might be. 

. ' He'faid, it would be of grea^ advan- 
i tage to the Managers to be^made ac- 
/quatnted with this principle, as it 
would ferve to guide fhepi in the fu- 
co0du£t of the Impeachment, by 
-%cwtng them what paper might be 
cohfidercd by their Lordihips technic 
^Ulh as, evidence, and what not* 

At prefeflithe Managers, who knew 
Orily Wt*at might, in reafin and plaiir 
Jtnfu bt voalidcred as good and coa- 


cluhv^ e^fdeiscei but who were totally 
uninformed refpedting that kind of evi- 
dence which might be technically 
miilible, though fully convincing in the 
eye of reafoth might probably give 
tneir Lordihips a great deal of trouble, 
though very unintentionally, by offering 
over and over again, fuch evidence as . 
the confcience and iiiiderftanding^Bf^ 
men not > technically learned would ^ 
not reject. 

In the cafe on which their Lordihips 
had laft decided, the Managers offered 
in evidence a paper prove^i to have 
been written by Munny Begum, and 
to have been tranfmitted to Mr, Haft- 
ings. They offered alfo a tranflation 
of that paper, delivered to a Commit- 
.tee of the Houfe of Commons by the 
very agent of Mr. Haftings.— They 
proved that thefe papers had been fent 
to the prifoner, in the xich printed Re- 
port of that Committee ; and that, 
when he drew up his defence, he muft 
have bad them before him. 

That papers fo fubftantiated (hould 
have been rejeded by their Lordihips, 
Mr. Burke faid, muft be a matter of 
aftoniihment to all t|)e thinking part of 
mankind, who Ihould happen to 
be unacquainted with the technical^ 
grounds on which their Lordihips had 
refolved not to receive thefe papers. It 
was his duty, however, to fubmit to 
their judgment, and to prefume that it 
was juft, even though in his own private 
opinion he Ihould think it humiliating ^ 
to the Houfe of Commons, and to the 
nation* 

Li.ft, as he was, without anyintima« 
tion of the grounds of the decilion, he 
could, as he had already obferved, on- 
ly guefs at them. 

He might guefs theu, that the rca^ ' 
fon which had induced their Lordih'pi 
to rejeft thofe papers asevidence againiJ 
the prifoner, was, that Major Scott, th# 
agent of Mr* Haftings, had declared 
that when he delivered them to the . 
Committee of the Houfe of Commons, 
he (lelivered them without any previous 
communication on that fubje£t with 
his principal, and without any autho- 
rity from him* 

Here he begged their Lordftiip^ 
would take care how they encouraged 
a mode of proceeding which might lead 
to very bad confequences* 

In tl\e cafe of Mr* Haftings,, he faid], 
there appeared to be a fyftem of 
vo’icals. The prifoner once appointed 
an agent, who, in his name, made a 

formal 



fbrmai r^ngrifttioii of the Government 
of BeOgfi). But the principa(^ after- ^ 
wards difavowed thli^ of his agent* 
and ftrenumiBy relij\ecl it, though 
ruin of tbe Brltifti empire in the Ea(i 
might have been the confequence of 
it. 

At another time he delivered at the 
bar of the Houfe of Commons, fas Ms 
a written defence againft. the 
ycharges then pending againft him in 
that Hoitfe. But atterwirds at their 
Lordfhips’ bar, he dlfu’vowed this de- 
fence* and produced evidence to prove 
that it had been drawn up by others* 
and not by and that therefore 

be ought not to be accountable for the 
contents of it. 

In the cafe immediately before their 
Lordfliips, it had appeared in evi- 
dence, that M^jor Scott wi8 the agent 
of the 'prifoner, and that his powers 
were as dnlimiud as words could 
make them, exotpt in one point only. 
This agent delivered to the Committee 
of the Houfe of Commons the papers 
of which he was then fpeaking, cer- 
tainty with fome view, and probably 
to ferve his principal, for he delivered 
them unajkecl. Bntjiow he'difavowed 
all Huthority for fiicli delivery, and de- 
clared, that, though by his Inttriic- 
tiona from the prifoncr he was to liave 
confulted Mr. Sullivan and another 
gentleman in all cafes relating to the 
prifoner*s intcrelVi he had actually de- 
livered the papers in queftion without 
having confulted them at all : and thus 
did' he urge to their Lordthips a breach > 
of bis iiiftru^tious, as a reafon that 
Biould induce them to think, that in 
delivering thefe papers to the Coni- 
inirtee he ought to be conOdered as 
acting in his priva e character, and not 
in his ch^iradfer of to Mr. Halk- 
in’gs j and that conlcqucnily t/us a6l of 
his ought nut to be binding upon his 
princifMl. 

How far that reafon ought to ope- 
and whether it ought in fairnefs 
■ to iVrcen the prifoiier trqm the confe- 
queriVes of' this at';t of bis agef/h he 
laid he would Ic^ve the impartial 
world to judge* To that tribunal he 
refigned it, with this additional obfer- 
vation* that their Lordlhips had heatd 
Major Sco'tt declare upon oath^th«itto 
the day on which he wai hil ««amin* 
•edi Mr. Haftings had never once dif- 
avowed the aft in queftion dorte by 
hii ageat* or once cenfured or found 
feult with him for having done it: 
,Pfikr II# 


Having premifed thefe ohfervatiotis* 

> Mr. Burke f^id, he would next offer to 
their Lordlhips the rninutcb of the 
confultatjon at which it was Tcfolvedi, 
by Mr. Haftipgs and the other Mem- 
bers of the Council at C<ilcutta, that/ 
Munnjr Begiitn and Rajah Gourd^fs. 
ihoiild he reftored to the officrs under 
the Nabob of Bengali from which they 
had formerly been removt-d by the 
Council; when Mr: liaftings was in the ' 
minority. 

Thefe minUtes were accordingly read; : 
and the appointment of thefe two per- 
fons proved# 

H He next gave in evidence a letter 
from the Court of Direftom* jh Which 
they cenfured, in th.e ftrongrft terms; 
the reftoration of Munny Begum and 
Rajah Goind.ifs. 

After this, Mr. Burke offered in evi- 
dence the .accounts kept by Rajah 
Gourd<4rs and the Begum, and iranf^ 
mitted to Calcutta, of the expenditure 
of the Nabob’s revenue. .. 

Mr. Law objtfttd tollifis evidence^I 
he faid, that their LordOiips had al- 
ready pronounced upon it, aiid de- 
clared it to be irudnuftible. 

Mr. Burke intifted that the evidc*hcc 
then offered was not liable to the oli- 
jeftion urged againft it by the learneti 
Gentleman. It confifttcl of ojficial ac- 
couutp, kept by the proper officer; 
regubirly tranTmilted to Mi*. Haftinga 
at Calcutta, ami by him fent home to 
the Court of Directors. — With ,this 
evidence Mr. Mailings was clearly con* 
nefted, as they had aftually pafled. 
throUgli his owo hands. 

Mr. Fox contended, that' the. ac-, 
counts offered ih evidence ought to be 
received ; The nature of them, he faid^, 
was this — R ijah Gourdafs, In giving, 
an account of the expenditure of the 
public money in his department, w^s 
endeavouring to txrulpiU Mr. Haft- 
inga from the fufpicion of h.^ving 
taken bubes : but though afting with 
that view, be ftated th^t a )-^ck and a 
half of rupees had been paid by him' 
to Mr. Hafting^.-r-Now cither this cir- 
cumlbmce fo. ftated was eitJ.er true or 
falfe. If truje, it would proVe that the 
prifoner bad aftually taken av hrlSe, 
or prefrnt, to that amount. *rA*If falie* 
it would pratl^e that Rajah Gourdafs 
bad invented a calumny agalpft thq 
‘Govirnor-Gencral ; and '/or the pur- 
pofe of covering au cmbeizlenwiijt of 
the public mobey, charged Mr. H'ff- 
ioys, in his accounts* with a fuut 
K Which 



Hrhlch the latter had never received.— 
if the firft was true, it would cafily 
account for the Kajab’s reftoration to 
office;— if it war falfc, and that no 
money had been paid to Mr. Haftings 
by Rajah Gourdafs, as ftated in the 
xccoiints, then it would appear that 
Mr- Haftings had appointed a man to 
a place of great iruft, after he had him- 
lelf full reafon to be convinced that he 
bad embezzled the public money. 

Mr. Law replied* that Mr. Haftings 
had reftored Rajah Gourdafs at the cx- 
prefs delire and requeftof the Nabob; 
and it would therefore be a great hard- 
Ihip indeed, if an adl of kindnefs done 
to a great Prince, ftiould make Mr« 
Haftings anfwerable for the evil adts 
done four years before by the perfon 
reftored. 

Mr. Fox admitted, that it would be 
hard indeed if fuefa was to be the con> 
fequence of an adt of kindness. But 
the queftion was. Could this beconfi- 
dered as Could any man of 

common undemanding pretend to fay 
that it was an a£t of kindness in Mr. 
Haftings to reftore a man who bad 
brought a falfe charge againft him, 
and who, to fupport that falfe charge, 
bad made out falfe accounts ? * 

The world muft be convinced, that 
in this cafe Rajah Gourdafs had cither 
told a truth or a falfebood of Mr. Haft- 
Jngs. If he had told a truth, their 
Lordihips ought to fuftef the evidence 
of it to be read : if he had told a falfc- 
huod of him, Mr« Haftings, who, be- 
fore he reftored him, was fully appri- 
jced of the fa£b, was anfwerable to his 
country for having reftored a man to 
the very fame important fttuation in 
which be bad not only embezzled the 
public money, but had made out falfe 
accounts to traduce the character of 
the Governor-General. 

Mr. Fox (aid he would leave it to 
their Lordfliips to determine whether 
this could poftibly be confidered as an 
ad of KiNDNb.83 ; and whether it was 
not much moie likely that/it was a 
criminal connivance at embezzlements, 
fp coniidcrable a (bare of which was 
ft^ated in the accounts, whether or not 
* tbeif Lordftiips would judge, to have 
fallen to his own fliarf:, 

Their Lord (hips withdrew to the 
Charbber of Parliament, at half paft 
oi^ock^to confider whether the 
evidence fd^red was or was not ad- 
miflible; • ThCy debated, in their own 
Hottic, till four o'clock,and then drew 


up a queftion upon it, and put it t# 
the twelve Judges for their opinion. 

The Judges faid, the queftion waa 
cf importance, and therefore they beg- 
ged to confider^ it. Their Lord ftiipt 
granted it, and^ adjourned the fur- 
ther proceeding in the trial to theWed- 
' nefday. following* 

FobTY-NiNTH Day. 

Wednesday, June 24. ^ 

The Lords haviirg been employed in 
debating feme prop^tion in their own 
Houfe, did not appear in Weltminfter* 
hall till two o'clock. ,, 

The Peers being then feated, and the 
prifoner having been brought to the 
bar, the Lord Chancellor, from the 
wooifack, informed the Managers, the 
prifoner, and hisCounfel, that the Houfe 
had refolved,^' that the accounts oflbt- 
ed in evidence on Wednefday laft, te^d 
not be read,** 

HisXtordfhip then delired the.Ma-' 
nagers would proceed with their evi- 
dence. 

Blit before any of them bad rifen to 
fpeak, 

Lord Fortchefter addreffing the Houfe, 
faid, that he had drawn up two quef- 
tions, which he wiihed to put to the 
Judges in the prefence and hearing of 
tbofe who conducted the profecution, 
and of the prifoner and his counfel, 
who were incerefted in the defence. 
He was then proceeding to read the 
queftion8,wben the Lord Chancellor in- 
terrupting him, fatil, that if his Lord- 
(hip had a motion to make, the difenf- 
fion of it could not take place in Weft- 
minfter-hall, but in the Chamber of 
Parliament, to which it would be ne- 
celTary that Houfe fliouM adjourn. 

The Lords accordingly aojourned 
almoft immediately aher they had 
taken their feats to their own Houfe, 

. where they continued debating till near 
fix o'clock, when, without returning 
to Weftminfter>hsll,they fent a melTage 
to the Houfe of Commons that they^ 
bad adjourned the further proceedings 
in the trial to Tuefday, 

Fiftieth Day. 

Tuesday, June 30. 

The refult of their Lordfhips* dcH- 
^ beration on the queftions which Lord 
Portchefter was going to put to thtf 
Judges, when he was ftopt by th^- Lord 
Chancellor, and to dilcufs which the 
Houfe adjourned to the Chamber of 

Par 



^Parliament* was not communicated to 
the Managers or the prifoijer. ' As 
neither of tbofe parties had put the 
queftiont* or called for judgment up^n 
tliem, the whole hufinefs was confider- 
cd as of a nature foreign to the trial* 
and confined folely t(;i^the internal re- 
gulations adopted by their Lordlhipa *• 

After the ufual proclamations* and 
tOc appearance of the piifoner, the 
Lord Chancellor called upon the Ma- 
nagers to proceed. 

Mr. Fox then informed the Houfe* 
that the Managtrs dcCired the clerk 
would read 'a letter, printed in their 
Lordihips* Appendix to the Trial* writ- 
ten by Mr. Goring* containing accounts 
given by Munny Brgum of prtfents 
made by her to Mr. Haftings f, which 
letter was fent to, and received by the 
prifoner* wlullt he was Governor- 
General. 

Mr. Law faid, that if the Hon, Ma- 
nager meant by the produ£lion of thofe 
accodnts to prove that the contents of 
them were true, he would moft cer- 
tainly object to the admiflion of them 
in evidence. 

Mr. Fox faid, that whatever might 
be the ufe which he intended to make 
of the accounts* he had an undoubted 
right to give them in evidence. The 
queltion whether they were admiflihle 
or not, came now too late ; for their 
Lordfhips had already admitted them, 
and caufed them to be printed with the 
reft of the evidence: they were adlually 
before the Houfe. To fupport his opi- 
nion by the higheft authority, he fard, 
that on the eleventh day of the Trial, 
the 19th of February 178^, the con- 
fultation in which the letter that he 


now wanted to produce was recorded*, 
was given in evidence to prove an ar- 
ticle in a different charge from that 
which was at prefent under the confi- 
de ration of the Hotffe, To fitve time* 
a part only of the confultation was read* 
becaufe it was very long ; but their 
LordOiips had caufed the iv/iele oi It ta 
be printed as read. 

He remembered well, he faid, an ob- 
fervation that was made at that time bjT 
the noble and learned Lord on the wool- 
fack, for vvhofe opinion he at all times 
entertaifiUM a very great rtfpe£f* but 
more particularljT when it was giyen 
in a folemn and public manner, fo as to 
be placed beyond the poflibility of mif- 
conception or milreprcfentation. The* 
obfervation to which he alluded would* 
he faid, be decifive on the prefent oc- 
cafion. 

When fome objection was made by 
the Counfel for the prifoner relative to 
the confultation, in which the accounts 
that the Managers wanted this diy to 
produce, were entered, the noble and 
learned Lord making ufe of an expreC* 
lion undoubtedly very ftrong, but not 
more ftrong than true, faid, that 
though only a part of the confultation 
was read, the whole of it was before the 
Houfe ; and the Lords could not, even 
if they woitldi Ihnt their eyes to it, but 
muft fuffer either party to read any part 
of it, for the- paper in queftion was ac- 
tually in evideiict.'* 

This diBum of the learned Lord* 
whofe opinion neceffarily carried weight 
with it, received additional weight from 
the publicity with which it had been 
delivered. For undoubtedly opinions 
delivered publicly always carried with 


* The fubftance of the determination of the Lords on the preceding day (June 19), after 
going into a Committee “ to Atjuire Into the ufual method of putting queftions to the 
Judges, and receiving their anfwer in judicial proceedings/’ reading a great number of pre- 
cedents, and a long debate, was, “ That the proceedings on the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. 
had been regular* and conformable to precedenr in all trials of a fimilar nature.’* 

f The following are the particulars of the articles of prefents Infei ted in the above accounts. 

Rupees* 

At Cofiimbuzar, through Nor Sing Baboo, youngeft brother to Canto Baboo, 
for entertainments when a Goveinor arrives at Moorlhedabad, — 150,00a 

On account of invefting the Begum with the adminiftration, in the form of a 
^ Nuzzerana* at Calcutta, viz. through Kauntoo Baboo, from the Begum's private 
ireafury, — — — — 100,000 

“ Through Maha Raja Nundcomar* at the written defirc of ij;ie Begum> on the 
^tath of Afiur* in the Bengal or Fufil year 100,000 

Total* 350,000 


Sterling, 

them 





?m more ^utjwrtty tlian tbnfe that 
^re given m private^ Nt^thinp von- 
^Ibuted more to mdintain tUv plenty of 
,$ ch'iratilerjthan ;i public cleli- 

mry if his opinions ; for in t'lat C'<f«* 
||bey were given }'utje£V to the certtmen^s^ 
the praifcy or the eenfurf of 
Wr; and therefore a Judge Jo dcli- 
•yering opinions, and tinder the a{?pfe- 
Kcnlion of public cen lure, would always 
Cake care to w^i^h w<)l every Jidufn 
^hich he knew he could not lay down 
^Vithout being Ji able jo fee h^feif ‘Ar- 
raigned for it at the tribunal of public 
opinion, 

*. of the learned Lord which 

he h.id juft quoted been eanvallVd, 
j’n i madt the fubjei^ of public '-“m* 
nent; but he believed there was not 
i naan who had heard it, who hdd not 
led jred it to be founded in law and in 
eafon. 

Mr. Law r marked, that the cou- 
Li'r ttion in ui.ich ihc ;'.'.*coumIs 
lo'i weie entered, conta.iicd many ix- 
:a: eous matters, 01 no th grec corn t.t- 
d with the atticic of lUipeat hi.ieut 
i.n before thei' Lordilrp^; andtnere- 
KC he could n fee ai.y gcouiul on 
diich tl ofe parts of the roniulti.tion 
'hit h weVr fojer/,n io this article could 
? oftcred in eviihnce, e>.'.et)t on that 
'\'o>ithrji}ty o. becnuir t!»ey\»M'e in th- 
m. ' jjoi.. Llut as would be a 
td ground, of ratlic no ground, he 
lOig that the Uuufe would aducic 
Ih.' general rule of law obie.'V'^d in 
I do’.iis ’ v.'hich w'lK, lh ;t wntn a 
uinfcl fuft*ered a paper to I'.e re^al, in 
lich ihere wer*' aitielen tbit rright 
confideied as lorcigu 10 the pcii;i in 
jc, or ol a nature th.it would, and 
ght to render theni iLadni iTible t 
idcnce, the confriu tf the Com. hi 
^uld be taken with Ibi.s IJorl iLon 
[\ rt fervation, “that he ftuuild af- 
war».h> be at iilurty to objtCt to the 
iciiiig of fuch parts 41I' the paper he 
>uld coneeive to he irrelevant,*' — 
le account ' wtiicii Ibt I Ion. Manager's 
.nted to inlrodiice ‘ 7 reading the 
alultalion in qucilioi ,, had betn al- 
idy ofiered hujr tunes tn theu* Lord- 
p?’, and AS olttJi deei.ind by them to 
irt^^iriiTible. And they were fo in 
Ilf very nature; for Vbey were not- 
de'out, or given iintitr the hindion 
\ obrK.at''oii of an oath. 

Jr; Fo>; obfci ved, that there was no 
t of tne learned Co uni el’s fptech 
eh Calltd for a'* .^lu'-v^r ; he laid 


that he wpuM, howcK^er, Iftakf one re^ 
mirkiipiiTi a fmgle pijrt of tt. Tht 
]e.i|rned Counfel had faid, that the only 
ground on which the Managw* could 
delire that every p»ft of the confulta- 
tion Ibonld be read, in which he would 
iniliiiiaie there were many points that 
were irrelevant, was that of contijruiiy\ 
In anfvver to I his he would fay, that 
the Managers dclired that a part offRe 
Confult.ition might be read now, be- 
eaufe the zvheie of it had been already 
declared by their Lordilups to be in 
evidence. 

I'he L »rd Chancellor faid, that the 
general rule of praflii c" w *«, that if 
a p'lper containing both lejcvant and 
irrekvant ifi.uter w.ic' .admitted by the 
Court, the biro admiffion of it did not 
pr^‘'lllde either paily Irom (toting, in a 
later Wage of the bultnefs, any objection 
tJMt might occur to the parts which 
ihcMild hi* thought to be irrelevant. If 
he ha<l faid any thing on the eleventh 
dr.v <if the nial that militated againtl; 
tbui.rule, he was ccit*tnly wrong. He 
did not nieiTJj howev? r, to fay, that ho 
hati givtn any opinion, or that he meant 
to give one now, about the reltvancy 
oi .iielevancy of any# part of the con- 
futMiMi. 

ATi. Fox faid, he w -c glad the learn- 
ed Lord «liil not it n*'C«ft'oy that 

he fhould drl,nd hi.^ L irdfhip’s {Julttr:^ 
eycu .agiiiiit Inis LtirdTup's opinion; 
The (ii 'cii'tu wai, Puindcii, a& he had Ijid 
befiXL', 111 law and in uafon* and was 
fo ''Jill inti that it needed no de- 

fence. 

Mr. nurkc obfti ved, that no 
of any Juiij.e w.is e-.cr more defenlibie 5 
but he would irrit.^te ihc prudent cau- 
iitM* of his Cclkn'-'U*. , and not pre- 
fume to dcteiu! adncuiiii, which the 
learned I.lW'*! V'ho h id delivered it was 
To much better able fo <k‘knd. He tiad 
re.ul of a b-rencnmaii who, being at 
de fenc ed the poveiVm.ent of 
that republic againft the oenfure which 
fomc other f»>rc'gner was beftowiiig 
upon it. 'M e rie>:n day he was takeq 
up and carried teforc b.me of the S57 
narors, who rrprbnandeci him for hai>'- 
ing pi t fumed to un.’eitake the defence 
of a government v nkh knew heft how 
to dcknil iffelf. They then ordered a 
curtain to be druwri ppj and Iheweci 
to the aftoniftied Frenchman the dead 
body ot the perfon with whom he had 
had the converfation for which he had 
bttn apprtheudtd. Tlie body was 
' ‘ ‘ ■ hanging 
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tlYe rr^cft. Oi^e of the Se< 
natrrrs then faid to the French man t 
** Tilts man ha t been banged for ha virrgr 
dared to ccnfore the government •of 
Venice, and you (hall be banged if ever 
you prefume again to undertake its 
defiance/' Warned by fucli a kflon, 
3Vlr. Burke fiid he would not attempt 
to take out of the hands of the learned 
Lord the defence of a do6trine to which 
po one was fo equal ^aB the learned 
Lord himfelff 

The Lord Chancellor then framed 
the queflion which he was to put to 
the ifoiife for their opinion — and he 
Hated it thus : “ The confiilt^tion 
having hee.i once read, and no obj( ition 
having li^en made to it at the time by' 
f:hc Counfcl for the defendant, are the 
Courd'el thereby baried ever .^fter fjorn 
fnaking any c/bjeftion to any part of it ?’* 

Mr. Fox faid, tliis was not the ground 
on which the Managerb delirtd that a 
particular part the conl'uUation 
might be read — the true ground was, 
th.it it was already in evidence before 
Iheir I.duUhips ; that it bad been en- 
tered by them as reatf, though for 
fhortneh;, a fart of it only had been in 
reality read ; thit it ha'sing been fo 
entered, the Managers now defined no 
more, than that vvhat had been indi- 
ItindUy read before, might this day be 
pead ac'ciirately,diflin«htly,.indat length. 

The Lord Chincellor then fra'Aied 
Jbe tjueftion this way — “ A part of the 
conlultation having been admitted .and 
read, are the Managers entitled from 
that circumftancc to read the «wholef^ 

Mr. Fox faid, he W'as extremely lorry 
that the learned Lord did not under- 
hand him. The queftion as then 
framed by his Lordlhip was preniely 
the reverse ot what he had faid . lie 
^Id not fiy that becaufc bad been 
read, he might read the whole ; but 
that the whole having been read al- 
ready, and being in evidence before the 
^uufe, he might be now at liberty to 
rtzd a PART of that whole. He ground- 
ed his claim upon the well-known axi- 
om— majus continet ffiinus* 

Mr. Law. was framing the queftion 
another way, which would m.ike it an 
intricate queftion of /aw, when 

Mr. Fox faid, he did not as yet ftand 
upon a queftion of /aw, but merely a 
queftion of fact.— The way in which 
he would frame it was, he faid; the 
inoft fimple imaginable, and would 
enable their Lorddiipa to determine it; 


m a nrotnent.—- Tt wta thus t 
whole of the confultation having bedi 
entered as read already, are the Mana* 
gers at liberty noWj^o read a part of si?** 

The queftion being thus framed, the; 
Lords adjourned to the Chamber of 
Parliament to take it into ^oniidera* 
tion. 

In about half an hour they retumtdf 
and then the Lord Cbancellpr told the 
Managers, that he was commanded by' 
tne Lords to inform them, that upon 
enquiry they found the Managers had 
inaccurately ftated the cafe, for that 
tluir liOrdihips had ordered nothing to 
be entered in the Trial ar rcaa',that had 
not aclualiy been read ; and they at 
the fame time oidt red that fiicb }Mrta 
of papers a3 bad net a6lnally been 
re^(J,fliouid be printed in an Appendixi 
and not in the body of the TtiaL 

Mr. Fox fiid, that if the Managers 
had been miftaken in point of the 
miftake w is very natural ; for thd 
learned Lord had himfelf declared from 
the wooifack, and his woids appeared 
in the account printed by the authority 
of their Lordfbip;!, that the very paper 
(which the Managers wanted this day 
to read) was aAually in evidence. 

Mr. Burke remarked, that the Ma- 
nagers had icalbn to complain that S 
jiuigment of v.c Houfe having been 
given in their favour Lift yc.ar, by which 
it was declared that this very confulta- 
tion was adtually in evidence before 
the Houfe ; the Managers wanting nOW 
to read a part of that coninUatioD, 
were deprived of the benefit of it, and 
told now that the whole of the paper 
was not in evidence. 

Earl Stanhope rofe, as he faid, to fet 
the Hon. Manager right. No 
of the Ho7(fe^ h^r faid, had declare ^ 
paper in queftion to be in evidence. 
Thejudji mciits of theHc/z/c were known 
by its rcfolutiom. The opinion of any* 
individual Loid, however weighty it 
might be, and how^ever h'gh his rank, 
was not to be confidered as a judg- 
ment of the Hotife. 

Mr. Burke thanked the noble Lord 
for the trouble be had taken to let him 
right. The dtftin£ltoA made by bll 
Lordlhip was juft and proper i he would 
allow him, htnf ever, at the farne timCi 
to obferve, that when the noble and 
learned Lord who prtftded in that 
Houfe declared, that a paper was iit 
ehiidenetf^SiM emphatically faid their 
Lordiiiipi coilld. not ftiuc their eyei 

aerainft 
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f inu u I And the Houfe bearing this 
biratioh> and without any objection 
uiefcing in it, it was very natural 
the Managers, knew not upon 
'/What principles thrir L'^rdfhipa a^ted 
lt>r decided, to confider fuch a judgment 
the noble and learned Lord as the 
JUDGMEMT of the HoUS£. 

Mr. Fox ftill defired that the papers 
iVrbich he had mentioned at firft might 
ll^Tead. The ground on which he did 
raiiU w^s different from that on which 
their Lordftiips had juft decided. The 
'^new ground was, that he was entitled 
to read tbofe papers, V.ecaufc their 
JLordfliips had caiifcd them to be print- 
ed in their Appendix. 

The Lord Prefident of the Council 
(the Earl of Camden) f.iid, that their 
Lordftiipa had ordered every thing 
that had been received in evidence to 
he printed in the Trial ; but lhat"fuch 
parts as had not been read, had bten 
arranged by the clerks, and put into an 
Appendix* The Managers therefore, 
in order to entitle themfclves to read 
any part, becaufe it appeared in the 
Appendix^ ought to Ihew that it had 
been placed there by order of the 
Hour<’. 

. Mr. Fox (aid, this do6i;rine would 
place the Managers in a moft curious 
tittiation indeed* For whenever they 
ihould defire that a part of their Lord- 
lhip»' Appendix Ihould be read, the 
Counfei tor the prifoncr, and the Ma- 
uagcTS, mult engage in a very fingular 
conteft indeed } they muft argue, not 
t qu^ftion of law, whether fuch a pa* 
per ought to be admitted in evidence, 
but a queftion of fact — whether their 
Lordlhips bad ordered it to be printed ? 
This furcly thtir Lordfhips could de- 
termine without any debate upon it at 
the bar. 

Having faid this, he begged leave to 
ft^.te the reafons which he thought 
Ihouid induce the Iloufe to fu$;r the 
paper printed in the Appendix to be 
read. — He had always heard that there 
were two kinds of evidence which 
ought not to be received : one, which 
from the very nature of it ought to be 
coniidered as incredible^ the other, 
which from certain circumftances it 
was not thought fafe to truft to the 
"eyes or ears of the Jury or Judges. 
But this day a third kind of evidence 
had been fuggefted, namely, that which 
<wa8 not incredible— which it was not 
to trhft to the eyes or ears of the 


Judges, for it had been printed by their 
order, aivl for their ufe and peril fal* 
but which, notwitjhftanding all this, was 
not to be received in evidence. 

If the paper in queftion was not fit 
for the Judges to fee or to hear, why 
bad it been printed by their order ? If 
it ought not to be received, it ought 
not to have been printed- But as it 
had l)cen printed, it was not uiiAt fTTr 
the Judges to read, and therefore it 
ought to be received this day, and read 
at the defire of the Managers. 

Mr. Hiirke obferved, that an epilogue 
WAS generally coniidered ai^of feme ufe : 
it contained cither ox inflruStion, 
If it happened to contain neither ^ it was 
iifclcfs ; and the time beftowtd in the 
compolition of it was thrown away and 
loft. 

The Appendix printed by the order. 
of their Lorclhips might becoiifidered, 
if not abfolutcly evidence, at leaft as an 
epiloirue to the Tiial. It tnuft be fup- 
pofed then to be of Jomc ufe, aod that 
what their Lordfliipb haddirci.^ed thtir 
clerks to compile, and cauie to be print- 
ed, was tit to be rtad, and to throw 
feme light upon the trial. If it was 
unfit to be read, and was of no ufe, then 
it was a wafte of the public money to 
print it $ and it was foolifh and abfurd 
to make, at a great exptnee, a compi- 
lation of things which were of no ufe i 
for it was a true maxim-*-- 

^ St ULT us labor ineptiarum% 

Either then this appendix was a com* 
pilation of papers (made under the au* 
tborily of the clerks of the Houfe)' 
which ought to be read, or ought not 
to be read. If they ought to be read, 
then there was no real obje<flion to the 
reading of the papers called for by tjic 
Managers. If they ought ifot to be 
read, then the Appendix was fit only to 
be burnt. 

Earl Stanhope rofe to fpeak to orden. 
He fa id it was not fit that the Houfe 
Biould fuffer the Hon. Maimger to fpeak 
in fuch a manner of its order It was 
not an orderly or refpc^Iful language to 
fay what had been done by the order 

their Lordfhips, was ft only to be 
burnt* 

Lord Portchefter called the noble 
Earl to order. He faid, the Hon. Ma- 
nager bad been (peaking all tbe time of 
the Appendix, which had not been made 
out under the (authority or orders of the 
Haufg^ ^ 

Mr 
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* Mr. Fox faM he feared the nature After the Lordi bad debated ibtn^ 
the Appendix was not pro4)erly un- time to determine whether the paflage 
derftood. He, for his own part, con- in their Lor&fhips' Appendix^ offered 
fidered it as a very important paper ; ' in evidence by thi^ Managers, ought 
and which derived its importance from to be read, they returned to Weftmin- 
this very circumftance, — that it had fter Hall, and informed the parties in-* 
been compiled by the order of the terefted in the queftion, that the Lordi ‘ 
Houfe, to inform and inftru^ their had refolved, tlist the bare circum* 
Lordilifps in points refpe£ling the trial, ftance of a paper having been printed 
and to enable them to do jiiftice he- in the Appendix^ was not a ground for 
tween the public and the prifoner. If its being received and read in evidence, 
he did not view thc>f//^'W/.v in that Mr. Burke then ohlerved, that there , 
light, he w )uld certainly agree with was ground on which he could 

his Hon. Colleague, that it was a very entitle himfelf to read the paper in 
ufelefs compilation, made without queflion ; which was, that this paper 
caufe, at a great and unncceflary cx- was connei^ted with the letter of 
pence ; that it had occalioned fliamc- Munny Begum, which was already in 
ful wade of public money ; and that evidence. To prove that this was the 
if it was not fit timber to be ufed in cafe, and that Mr. Haftings himfelf 
the edifice of jullice, it ought to be bad a£ted as if he confidered it in that 
cut down and cad into the fire. The light, he defired that the minutes of a 
proceedings of this day, he faid, had confultation held on the 13th of July, 
taught him a leflon, whicn he would ly??* might he read. In thofe rai- 
not forget during the remainder of the notes, he laid, their Lordlhips would 
trial. Hitherto he had, for the laving find that Mr. Barwell had moved, that 
of time, and for the f»’»‘catrr difpatch the whole of the proceedings, in con- 
of bufinefs, contented himfelf with fi-qutnee of the commiflion given to 
caufiiag parts of papers to be read, Mr. Goring, ihould be inlcrtcd in the 
under tlic idea that the whole was to general letter to the Court of Direc- 
be entered as leadj and that every one tors, and that they would find at the 
was to be precluded from urging any fame time, that Mr. Haiti ngs himfelf 
objei^tion to the reading of the whole, h-id ftconded this motion. It would 
or any part of them, in any future itage appear from the minute entered by 
of the trial, to which fuch reading Mr. Hafiings, when be fecooded the 
might apply. But this day he found tion, that he thought every part of thofe 
that an attempt was mhde to bar him proceedings was neceifary to bis own 
from re-reading any more of thofe pa- jiillification, and on that account he 
pers than what was entered of them in wiihed the whole ihould be inferted ia 
the body of the Trial, as having been the general letter to the Court of Di^ 
equally read : fo that he muft make rectors. The Managers, Mr. Burke 
out frelh ground at every paragraph obferved, were doing no more in of- 
that he might wilh to have read, over fering the papers in quefiion to their 
and above what appeared to have been Lordiliips, chan Mr. Haft ngs had de- 
entered in the body of the Trial. In fired ; nay, he had claimed it as a 
confcqiience of this proceeding, much rights as a debt due to a man under 
as he wiihed to fpare the time of the accufaciun, that what he conceived to 
Court, of the Managers, and of the be neceifary to bis defence ihould be 
Prifoner himfr' % he was refolved that laid before thofe in whom he acknow- 
whenever he ihould offer any other pa- ledged the power of condemning or 
per in evidence, to caufe the whelt of it acquitting him was lodged, 
to be read, however long it ihould be. Mr. Lawfaid, that Mr. Haftings did 
X.ord Stanhope was going to make not appear tb have been any other way 
a fpeech in reply, when conneded with the papers in queftion. 

The Earl of Hopetoun reminded his thanthathe had tranfmitted them toEu* 
Lordihip, that Weftminfter<H4l was rope; and their Lordihtps had already 
not the place where the Lords ftiould derermiiied th^ the bare adt of tranf* 
debate, and moved (hat their Lordihips tniffion was not fuificient to make the 
ihould adjourn to the Chamber of Far- paper tranfmitted competent evidence 
liament. Their Lordfliips accordingly againft the perfon tranfmitting. 
aidjourned to confider, whether the pa- To weigh this^tyedtioni the Lords 
per called for by Mr. Fox ought to be adjourned to the Chamber of Parlia- 
read upon this ground— that it was ment. 

jtrinted in the Appendix- e " Fifty- 





' JPtFt’^-FlUsTb.vy. 
Ir^^l^ASDAY, July.l. 

As the Peers wetc fcatcili and 

th€ PFiCoticr appeaigjd at the i»ar, the 
Xord Gtiancellor imormed the M^na- 
that the rtfolution of their Lord-, 
%ipawaSy that the Minutes of Coun-p 
offered in evidence 4on Tuefday laft, 
quftht not to be read. 

Mr. Burke no lon;:{?r infiflinp on this 
liolnc, inforincd tlioir Lo'dlhips, that 
was going to gr/e in evidence the 
iiiinutes of a conluitatio i of the Go- 
Flernor-fTeneral and Council of B^n-- 
r^l, held the 3 rft of July, • 775 »^ 
pfe he iiiteiidod to make of this evi- 
dence, wa5i to overturn a defence fet 
up by Mr Haftii.gs, when he- vyas 
charged with having appointed Munny 
Begum, Rijah Gourdals, ^nd others, 
to fuececd to the different offices from 
Wiiicn he had improperly and uojuffly 
rem-. ved Moll'^{.^med Rtza Khan. Mr. 
U tilings had uid, in hia detence, th.it 
thele appointments had been made by 
the Nabob htmlclf, who had by lett* r 
to the Governor-General urged his 
right to the management of his own 
affors, and the appointment of hia 
own officers a right which, the Pri* 
fpner faid, natiirally btlomced to a So- 
ViiR2.iGN PaiNCK, and which /st could 
not, without injuilicc, difpute or deny. 
-«Mr. Burke faid, that ill this would 
appear from the mmutes which he was 
going to give in evidence, to be a mere 
pretence^ to clothe a corrupt ad of his 
own with the name and authority of- 
the Nabob ; for their Lordlliips would 
find that thrv Nabob was a mere cypher $ , 
kthat he had no authority in Bengal ; 
Ithat he wa? a mere creature of the 
'Company, depending upon them for 
his daily, fwbfiftence, and incapable of 
dpjng any adt of power whatever with- 
out the confent of the Company. 

Their Loidihipa, he faid, would find 
this a dcfcripiion of the Nabob’s litua- 
tion, drawn by the very inatis who had. 
’fince prefumed to delV.i;be him as a. 
/SovEKaiON Prince— by Mr. Haft- 
jags, who . had gi\xn this dcfcpptiou. 
upon OATH ill an affidavit T wuru- 
ia Beng.*!, 

'/ The hiftory of the tranfa^lion which 
|pi:.Otfioced. WAS this— Nund- 

having charged the Governor-.. 

rcf:cipt ©f b.ibts, the 
'X»ttcf cauAidNundcoipar and RoyRa- 
.^acbiifn to be iudidfeipd for a coijjpi- 
rao‘i>^ ' Hadaclmrn was at Cnat * 
iimeVakeeh or AmbAflador from this,; 


Nabob of Bengal, to the CJoverndf-* 
General sy^d Council at Calcutta: andi> 
in /hizi chara^cr he claimed the 
PRIVILEGES which the of nations 
gives to Minifiers from Sovereign 
Princes relidtnt at foreign Courts, and 
which fereen their perfonsffom arrefta 
and trials for mirdemeanors* — This 
claim brought into difeuffion the afliul 
iitiiation. of the Vakeel\ Principal, 
the Nabob of Bengal. 

Mf. Burkt having premifed this, de- 
ll ed that the minutes of the confulta- 
lion of the 31ft of July, 1775, might 
be read- They were read accprctrngly. 
When the redoing clerk had got as far 
as the pU.:e where the affidavit of Mr# 
Haffings u'as entered, Mr. Law alked. 
It wiiat they were K-ung to. produce 
WfiS the affulavii ? — The an- 

fwer was in ine neg.itive. He then 
fud, rhat lilt Maiia^^ers rnuft flicw 
lomt grouiula to intille them 1 1 read 
il. — Mr. Durke laid, that 'it.tippe.'iied. 
in tu.; minutes of cbnfviltrdion fi*;iicJ 
by the Prifoncr, ar.d trinTmitted to 
him by tlij Court of Dire^lois. — Mr- 
Law remarked, that he mi>;l|t be war- 
r.uited in con;‘=‘nding th.it this copy 
of au affidav • ouglU not to be re- 
ceivtd in evider.v’c : however, it was 
not his intention to .make any further 
oppofiiioii. 

The affidavit was then read, and it 
appeared veiy clearly from it that ihe 
Nabob of Bengal was, in the opinion' 
of Mr. Hartiuga, nothing less than a 
sovujtEiGN Prince, and that the whole 
of the government of bivS country was 
in the handi of .the Baft-liidia Company, 
iipoH whom the Nabob himfelf was in 
a ftatc of ahfolute dcpendance. 

It appeared alfo from the minutes 
of the 3 ift of July, 1775, 
preme Court of Judicature in Bengal** 
having over-ruled the plea put, in by 
Roy Raddchurn, that as a Miuifter of 
the Nabob he was not amenable to the 
"EngUfii laws, and having di^clared the' 
Nabob not to be a sovereign Prince, 
and not to be capable of iiivefting any* 
one with the chara^er of Ambassa- 
dor, Mr. Francis, then a Member of. 
the Council, liated many inConveni- 
encies ttiat might anfe from this deci- 
fion of (he Judges, and ohferved that it* 
might expofe the Company to the dan^* 
gerofwflrj wdih foreign powers^ who: 
might recognize the Nabob for Sove- 
reign of Bengal* aud make treaties with, 
him* 

iitw 
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Mr. Hailing? on this occafion enter- 
ed a minute, in which he endeavoured 
to fhew that %'hcre was no ground for 
the dangers apprehended by Mr. Frarf- 
cis ; and the ground he took was to 
fhew, that when Mr. H^^;ing8 called 
the Nabob a Sovereign, he gave him an 
appellation which he knew did not be- 
long to him. P'or in that minute he 
^Ttated that the French, and all other 
^ European natii»ns connected with In- 
dia, knew very well that the govern- 
ment of Bengd was fubftintially and 
really in the Company, and by no means 
in the Nabob; and that Monf Cheva- 
lier, the French Governor, had always 
faid, that if any thing was done contrary 
to fiihfilting treaties, by the Nabob or 
any of his people, it' was to the Com- 
pany, and not to the Nabob, that he 
would apply for redref^, and that it was 
from ihtt former j and not from the lat- 
ttry that he would cxpe<^ it. 

Mr. Burke defired next that an affi- 
davit made by Mr. George Vanfittarf, 
to the fame cffie£l with that made by 
Mr. Haftings, might be read. 

Mr Law f-iid, he could not fee how 
an affidavit, with which Mr. Haftings 
was in no degree <?onne<5ted, could be 
evidence againft him. And even if it 
could be fo in its nature, where was the 
proof that this affidavit had been made 
by Mr. Vanfittarl ? 

Mr. Burke replied, that the proof of 
the affidavit would be very cafily fup- 
plied by the gentleman whom^deit. But 
as this ohjc Aion had not been forefeen, 
no notice had i>een given to Mr. Van- 
littartto attend. — (This gentleman is a 
Member of Parliament, but was not pre- 
fent when this circuinftance was men- 
tioned.^ Mr. Burke faid, that the ob- 
ject of the Managers in wiffiing to read 
Mr. Vanfittart's affidavit was to ftiew, 
that in the opinion of perfons thorough- 
ly acquainted with the government of 
Bengal, and the fituation of the Nabob, 
the power and authority of the coun- 
try refided not in tl e latter, but in the 
Company. However, as Mr. Vanfittart 
was not in coutt, the Managers would 
poftpone f'', the prefent the reading of 
his affidavit ; and deiircil that certain 
refolutions of the Supreme Court of Ju- 
dicature in Bengal, in thecaufe of Roy 
Kadachurn, might be read. 

But Mr. Law inlcrpofed an objec- 
tion. He faid, that in the ftrft place, if 
the paper called for was a judgment of 
a Court of Lmu^ the RECORn of tint 
judgment ought to be p:oduced. In 
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the next place, the Hotl. Managers 
ought to Ihew that the parties to that 
judgment were parties in the prefent 
caufes for it was a rtjle of law, thut a 
judgment in a caufe inter alios afia^ 
could be given in evidence on an iffiie 
between parties that were ftrangers tO 
that judgment ; ard unlefs the judg- 
ment could be reciprocally by both 
parties, it could not be received as evi- 
dence. Their Lordfliips, he hoped, 
therefore, would not fufter this judg- 
ment to be given in evidence in this 
trial — The patties to the judgment were 
the King and the Roy R.idachurn j the 
parties to the prefent trial were the 
Commons of Great Britain and Mr. 
Haftings; confcqiitntly the parties in 
the caufes were not the fame, and there- 
fore ncitlur of them ought to be fuf- 
fered to give this Judgment in evi- 
dence. 

Mr. Burke Piid, he was furprifed to 
hear a learned Gemleman lay down, in 
the hearing of lo many of his own pro- 
ftffion, and of the Judges of England, 
fo untenable and indefenfible a propo- 
flion as this — That no judgment of a 
court of law could be given in any cafe# 
or to prove any particular or collateral 
matter, unlcfs the parties interefted ia 
that collateral matter were parlies to the 
judgment offered in evidence. Tins doc- 
trine, he contendi d, could not be fuftam • 
ed fora moment, becaiife it wmt toefta- 
blilh a principle that would overturn all 
law. The ufe which he intended to make 
of the judgment of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature in Bengal was this, and it 
was an nfe wdiich he was fure their 
Lordihips would admit to be legal : To 
Blew that' the Knglilh Judges at Cal- 
cutta, who had taken pains to make 
themfelves acquainted with the nature 
of the Nabob’s real fttuation, had, after 
a folcmn argument, determined that he 
was NOT A Sovereign Prince, and 
was, in fiil, nothing in the Statf. 
The application which he intended to 
make of this decilion, wastodeftrny the 
pretence fet up by Mr. Haftings, who, 
when (contrary to his duty and his or- 
ders from home) here moved Moham- 
med Reza Khan, and parcelled out his 
places among Munriy Begum, Rajah 
Gourdafs, and tfthtrs, falicly alhdgcd, 
that the -appointment of thefe perfons 
was not his aa, but the adt of the Na- 
bob of Bt ngal, who as the Sovereign of 
the country had a right, and had 
claimed and exeicifed it, to m;inage hi$ 
own affairs^ and appoint Minifters of 
i Stale. 



I^utcy and Minifters of Juftice, in his 
own dominions. 

Their Lordihips would ftc by the 
decilion of the th.it this right 

of Sovt RiilGN 1 Y was not to be louiid 
ill the N^hob5 and that his ri^ht to ap- 
point Minilters of State, and oi Jiillnc, 
Wis no where to be found but in the 
Wretched defence fel up bv Mr. H ift- 
in^',s, to covei from wliicti 

this apfx)iiitinent had tlowed, .uid who 
had viol lied Irs duty to the Company, 
aiidthe pohtivt oidcrs of t!ie Company- 

For this purpofe, the jiidgamnt of the 
Supreme Couit niigiit be adduced in 
fcvidcrue, though it m'ght have been 
givLU III iiciule ;;.’/<;■.*■ ALIOS aHa* But 
the le iiiKd Gentleman knew very vvril 
lii.it tliiseaiife wms not of that dcfcrip- 
tion ; ior Mr. llaibiigs wjis not in the 
Ifjil •/ IciilV of the word a stranger to 
th.ii judgment, but ^p^iriy to it. — 'i he 
Icar-ied Gentleman had indeed endea- 
voui'vU tv) piove that he w^s not a par- 
ty to it, by calling the caiifc in the name 
uf rhe King againft Roy Radachurn. — 
But this was a llnft to which nothing 
but the poverty of his caufc could have 
driven the learned Gentleman. It was 
tiue that the profecunoii ran in the 
name of the King; but it was well 
Kmuvn that Mr. Haftings was the real 
prof.^utor; that it v/as Mr. liallmgs 
who had preferred the indictment ; 
and that it was for the very putpofe 
of getting rid of the fpeeiiio charges 
of bribery and corruption, which the 
Miiiagers were now endeavouring to 
bring home to him, that Mr. Haibngs 
hiid brought the prolecutioii ; and 
therefore he rnuft in reafon, in ffiife, 
and ill juftice, be connderedas a party ^ 
and not a jirauger to the judgment 
which the Managers wanted now to 
^ivc in evidence. 

Mr. Law oblcrved, that if the judg- 
nicntgiven by the Supreme Couit was 
to beconftdercd in the light only of an 
opinion ofperfons iiit:niuely ac<pnint- 
ed with the nature of the Nabob’s litua- 
lion, he did not fee how Mr. Ilaftiugs 
could be afteded by it. 

Ttie Lord Ch.incell<)r afked whether 
Mr. Haftings had acted upon that opi- 
nion ? 

Mr. Burke rcpliefls that he Ind, as 
appeared ftom his minute in anfwcr to 
tnat of Mr. Francis. 

Mr. Burke having re«ad, a.s part of his 
fpeech, the ti'le ot what had hitherto 
been called the judgment of the Court, 
it itir'peared that in the Company's 

\ ' 


books it was. called Refolittlorti of tbi? 
Jiid.»csfn tlie cafe of Roy Rad.u hiirn. 

Mr. Law oblervcd, that this did ftot 
^ppe.ir now to be a juJgK:eKt of thC 
Court, but merely a declaration of an 
opinion on a collateral point. 

Mr. Burke faid, that it w.is fubftan- 
tially a jiufy^ment upon the plea put in 
by Roy Radachurn, to the jurisdic- 
'1 los of the Court, from whicri he mriinf 7 
t.iined that he was exempted by his ^ 
piihiu character of Ambalfador ironi 
the Nabob of Bengal. 

The Lord CliHiuedor finding Mr. 
Law perlirt in his objeclitiu, took down 
as nearly as he could, the qutftion on 
which IVIr. Burke and the Coutifel were 
at iliac — which was, Whether a kind of 
inieilocutory judgment given in an 
Eiigliih Court dt Calcutta, in the caufe 
as already defciibed, could be given in 
evidence in the pielent ifl'ue betwecH 
the Commons and Mr, Haftings ? 

Mr. Burke informeti the Lord Chan- 
cellor, that it was not only the jiulg,^ 
he w.'iiiud to give hi ev'dencT, 
but alfo the Ipeechcs delivered by /tc# 
of the Judges, conUiniiig the realons 
that bad determined them to concur iii 
the judgment. • 

The Lord Chancellor having taken 
down the lubltanceof the argunientsoii 
both lidesjthe HourcJidjouini.d. it three 
o’clock to the Cha-nber of Pailirtincnt, 
where their LordOiips debated till near 
Ji^jc o'clock, when the following quef- 
tion was put to the Judges : 

“ Whether the p.per delivered to Sir 
islijah Impey on the 7tli of July 1775, 
in liie Supreme Court, to the Secretary 
of the Supreme Council, in order to be 
tranfinitted to the Council as the Refo- 
lution of the Court, in refpeift to the 
claims made for Roy Radachurn, on ac- 
count of his being Varkeel ottlie Nabob 
jVIobartk al Dijwlah, and which paper 
was the fubjt^f of thedeliberation of the 
Council on the 31 It of July 177:;, Mr, 
Haftings being tfiere prcfeiit, and was 
by them tranfmitted to the Court of 
DiicHors as a ground for fuen inftruc- 
tions from the Court of Dircitlors as 
the occrtfion might feem torcquiie,may 
be admitted as evidence of the actual 
Itatc and lil nation of the Nabob with rt- 
fcrcnce to the Englifti Govern me«t 

The Judges having demanded time 
to conlider the queftion, the Lords feiiL 
a Mcflage to tile Commons to acquaint' 
them that they had adjourned the fur- 
ther proceedings in the trial uf Mr 
Haftings to Tuefday. 
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ruTY-TniRD Day- 
Tui sday, July 7.. 

The Lord Chancellor informed the 
Managers and Coiinfel, that the abov« 
paper, which had been offered in evi- 
dence on Thurfday laf>, ought to be 
read. 

The paper was acccrdingly read, and 
it appeared that in the opinion of the 
T HR le Judges (and there were no more 
^'prefent at the time in the Supreme 
Court) the Naboh was not in a litua- 
tlon which could ei*title him to ap- 
point fuch Minifters as could be conli- 
clcrcd iii the light of Amb.dTadore , or 
entitled to thoi'c piivileges which, by 
the law of nations, as well as of puti- 
cular ftateSjWere allowed to the Kejne- 
leiitativ^'S ot Sovereign Princes. 

Sir Klijah Impcy, one of the three 
Judges wlu^ decided upon the claim of 
Hoy Radachurn, fnd, that the Treaty 
between the Ctmipany and the Nabob 
of liengal, which Roy Kadachurn had 
produced for the purpofe of proving' 
tliat the Nabob was a Sovereign Pniu ei 
and itcognr/ed as fuch by the Compa- 
ny, fo far bom proving any fuch thing, 
amounted to a complete furrender of 
the Sovereignty of U.ngal to the Com- 
pany by th It l^rince. 

S-r Klijah Tmpey further obferved, in 
giving his opinion, tb it from the evi- 
dence laid btfcie 'he Court on this oc- 
cafion, it was manifelt that the revenue 
uf Bengal was coikacd by the Cnm* 
pany, and not by the N.ihub. That 
all the cftabliilimcnts in the houlhold of 
that Prin»:e were under the coniroui of 
the Company, by whom the ptifons 
who fjlled all thofe offices were nomi- 
nated and appointed. That the Nabob 
had no other revenue for his fuppoit, 
than that which was allowed and paid 
to him by the Company. In a word, 
that thoiiKh the pomp and pageantry of 
a court were not taken from him, he 
had nothiiu; lett of the reality or fub^ 
Jlfipire of Royalty or SovermgIvTV ; 
^and Iheiefure the Court could not tn- 
durc that the name of N^bob 

h’lonld bethruft in between a dcUnquait 
i^nd the 

Mr. Juftice I^e Maitre, another of 
the Judges, faid lhorily,that he would 
not treat luduroujly a fubjeit that the 
Supreme Council of Bengal had thought 
proper to refer to the Judges for their 
•opinion ; at the fame tune he declared 
he did not know how to treat it Je- 
» injiJIy. 

i'uc Supreme Council had fent la 
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the Supreme Court oF Judicature thq 
Memorial delivered to the Board in 
the name of Roy Kadachurn, in which 
the chim to the prijfilegcs of an Am- 
baflador was affiricd by the merriorii- 
lift. — On that claim the Supreme Coun- 
cil dciired the opinion of the Judges. 

Mr. Juftice Hyde, the thiid Judge, 
faid, that as it was clear from evidence 
that every man in the provinces of the 
Nabob who was conci rncd in the col- 
leiftion of the revenues, and every man 
who made a contract with any Europe- 
an to the amount of more than 5C0 rii.. 
pees, VIM5 fubjwt^l and amenable to the 
Engliili Court of Judicature, it miift be 
admitted that the Nabob d d not podrfi; 
the one great ni.iik of sovi- reion'i V , 
— tht powerof protceiing his lubjr^ts: 
and It followed that lie wlio could not 
protect his fulijefts fiom a foreign ju- 
dicatuic, even when they were w'liliiii 
the limits of his capital or refidcuce, 
could not beftov. upon any one of thenn 
a character which could protei^'t them 
againftthc la ws of lingland, when vio- 
lated in a place far n moved from the 
Nabob’s refulence, and where theEng- 
lifh laws alone wci,e known to prevail. 
The mb rence w'as plain and obvious, 
that fuch a prince v/as in reality no 
more than a n/>l:er in llit ftate, and in- 
capable of imparling to any of his fer- 
vants th..t charaiiter which none but 
fovereigns can bellow on the character 
of Ambdtfrulor. 

Such appeared to be the Prince whom 
Mr. IJaftnrg.s and his Coiiniel had re- 
prcfeiited as a sovf.^^HG^ Piince, who 
had claimed as belonging to him the 
right of appointing his own minifters 
and officers of juftice, and whofe claim 
could not be juftly rtliftcd, 

Mr. Burke cauled various minutes of 
co'.lultaiions in the Supreme Council 
to be read, Irom which it appeared that 
the Nabob having fignified by letter, 
that being then of fnfficient age to ma- 
nage his ow'fi affiiirs, he dcfired they 
might be lett to his management, and 
tli-tt the Company would leave to him 
the appointment of his own officers : 
Mr. H..fiings moved in Council, that 
the Board Jbonld comply with the de- 
ft re of the Nabob. 

Mr. Francis rclafted the motion, and 
faid, llvit fincc the decifton of the Su- 
preme Court of Judicature, in the cafe 
of Roy K'adachurn, in which the litua- 
tion of the Nabob was lb much con-j 
cerned, it was a matter of very great 
delicacy to deteimiiu upou the requeft 
L t of 
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of Princf, ' He movedl, therefore, 
that a copy of the "Nabob’s letter fliould 
be feiit to the Court of DiieAors j and 
that the Board flroijd M-ait the pleafure 
of the Dirt dfoi s, before any anfwer was 
returned to the Utter. 

Mr. Whcler, another Member of the 
Counril, cf)ncurred in opinion with 
Mr. Francis ; and it was finally refolv- 
ed that no further ftep (hould be take n 
by the Count ili until the Court of Di- 
reftors fljould have lent them over in- 
ftruftsons how to a^i. 

IU)V\evtr, in fonic fliort time after, 
Mr. llalbn^s, who w.mted to comply 

W'lih the rtquilitK.n nt the Nahoii, only 
that /!(' himj- //*rn.ght rrallytht ap- 
pnnitimr.t of r*li that Pm cc's miniOers 
and officers whilft ihc r.oinuiiil appoint 
nient fiiould ,q)pearlo be m the Nnhob, 
acquiring a majority in the Council by 
the recovery <^f iNTr. Biiwell, wlio had 
been indiipoied, c.^u^edthe .dx^ve rei'o- 
Intion ID he leicmded, and then got the 
Council to comply with tbc Nabob’s 
requilition. 

In conCqucnce of this Mohammed 
Kez\ Khan was removed, and Munny 
Begum placed out e more at the head of 
the N<iboh’s afT .u t'. 

The allov ;iv:e given her by Mr. 
Halfingb wao iijooo lupees a-mo.jtn, 
or 14,900!. a year, whilft tnat of the 
Nabob's onvn mo’htr amounted to only 
two- thirds f f that fum j and to R^jrih 
Gourdafs and another peifon a laiary 
was given, which, together with tb, t 
of Muf.t V liegum, made the whole 
30,0001- a-ytar. 'I'his fom was not p od 
out of the Nabob's allowance, but out 
ot «hc liinds of the Company 

Ail Ibis appeared to be contr^.ry to 
the generallcnoi o{ the orders fentout 
by the Court of U.iedors. 

Mr. Burke informed the Lo;ds, that 
be was going to produce ivdencc to 
prove that the appointment of Munny 
Btgum to the management of the Na- 
bob’s atfairs was followed by the ro oft 
fatal conUquences. The admmiftration 
of jufticc \^as ncgU'fted, the police of 
the Lountiy was totally difregardtd, 
and murdtrs and rohberUi were daily 
commuted, bccaufe there was no po- 
lice to prevent them, and the hws he 
ijig midVivt’, impunity followed of coui fc 
the of crimes. 

Mr, Law faid, he c<uild fee no ground 
4>n which the evidence offerfd by the 
Hop. Manriger could be made applicable 
to the charge then under the p;;pj'ide- 
of tbf tr Jlip appoint.- 
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ment of Munny Begiitn, in 1774-* 
made a charge agamft Mr. Haftings ; 
fa^ls which were many years fubfecjuent 
tofthat appointment, could not be ad- 
duced to prove that the placing of 
Munny Begum many years before at 
the head of the Nizamut,wMs the effect 
of a corrupt intent in Mr. Haftings. 

Mr. Burke infilled, that the fa 6 ls 
w hich he was going to give in evidence 
were ftiifily in point, to prove the in- f 
tent of the prifoner in railing the Be- 
piirn to this office, to have been cor- 
rupt. Thefe facts had come to the 
knowledge of Mr Haftings ; ^nd yet, 
fo far from having taken any fteps to 
remove the Begum, or to check her for 
hav in'-^ fuffered juftice to deep, that he 
took every oppoitunity to fticw her that 
his frienoflr.p lor her was not to be 
IHaken by her mal-adminiftration. 

Mr. Law withdrew his oppofuion to 
the evidence. 

And then the papers called for by 
Mr. Buike were lead. 

Mr. Biiike next proved, that Mr. Haft- 
ing.-;, not thinking this woman, whom 
be had fo often appointed to various 
nations, m oppolition to the Court of 
Dire 6 lois, and to w,hom he had made 
fuch a liberal allowance out of the 
Company’s money, fufticiently rew-ard- 
ed, wrote to the Court of Directors, ^ 
and rcrommt*ndcd her to tiieir libera- 
lity. In that letter, which was read, 
he look the libeity of adviling the Com- 
pany to fettle upon her .1 pi nlion of onr 
lack and io,oco riipeesj a year. All this 
he did after he knew' Ihc had declared 
that flic had given him large bribes. 

Mr. Law dcfired that a letter m'ght 
be natl, fioin which it would appear 
that the Court ot Directors had fincc 
wrote to Lord Cornwallis, ordering his 
Lordfliip to enquire into the fituaticn 
of the Begum, and report wduthcr it 
appeared to him that flic ftood in need 
of a penlion. 

Mr. Burke faid that there was no ne- 
celiity for the reading of the letter,, 
mentioned by the learned Gentleman, 
as he W'as ready to acknowledge it had 
been ftnt to Lord Cornwallis. 

However, ih order to obviate the 
infci ence that might be drawn fi om that 
letter, he faid Ic would prove that 
Munny Begum flood in no need of a 
penfion, for that flic had many very 
great refources, fiom which flie de- 
rived confiderable wealth. Thofe re- 
fou ces, he faid, wcie fuch as would 
furprize tbi;ir LfOidfhips^ paiticulaily 



after they had heard the high charafter 
which Mr. Haflings had given of her in 
his recommendatory letter to fhe Court 
of Dire£lors, in which he had defcribed 
her as a woman whole purity the brcalh 
of calumny had never dared to fully. 
This woman of unfuUied purity, their 
Lordfliips would remember, had been 
proved by evidence at their bar to have 
Jbeen a dancing girl and a proflitute : 
and when he fliould mention to them 
one of her extraordinary fources of 
wealth, they would think Ihe was bu- 
fied in thoie employments only which 
became a jemUley and the (widow of a 
great Princc^ But not to detain their 
Lordlbips any longer, he would inform 
them that this paragon of purity ^ this 
Munny Begum, kept the gieaieiV pin- 
fhop in all Afia, from the tomb of Ma- 
homet at Mecca to the furtheft extre* 
itiiiy of country in which the Mahume.* 
tan religion prevailed 

She carried on a moft extenfive trade 
in fpiniuous liquors^ and had got into 
her own hands the monopoly of them 
in the city of Moorfliedabad, the reli- 
dcnce of the Nabob and of herfclf. 

In carrying on ihiy trade, fo fit for a 
woman t and a per fun in her fituation, 
ftie had thrown tRe revenue of that de- 
partment of ihat city into great confu- 
fion, for flie relufed to pay any duty for 
fpirits imported in her name, or, in 
other words, for almoft all the fpirits 
confumed in Moorlhedabad. The pro- 
fit (he made by this trade might in fome 
mcafuie be ealeulated from thcdecreafe 
in the cuuoms on fp’tiis in that city, 
which was alarmingly great, 

A gentleman, rpcaking upon this trade 
earned on by a female, bad wittily ob- 
ferved, that as 't was an opinion 
among the Mahometans, that women 
have no fouls, this Lady might have 
thought pioper to take up this trade to 
iliew they were not deficient In Jpiriu 
Mr. Law for a while rtlifted tne pro- 
dinJ^ion of the paper, by which it was 
to be proved that the Begum carried on 
this trade in fpirits ; allcdging that as the 
paper w'as dated in 1781, it ought not 
to be admitted in fupport ot a charge 
founded on an adl done in 1774- How- 
ever, he at lall withdrew his oppofi- 
tion ; and that the remark w^hich he had 
jull made being taken down as part of 
the trial, he wopld no longer oppofe 
the reading of the paper. — It was ac- 
cordingly read, and proved what Mr. 
^urke had alledgcd. 

Mr. Burke faid be did not intend to 


offer any more (written evidence in fup- 
port of that part of the charge which he 
had opened. But as Mr. Hallings had 
faid in fome minutes which were before 
their Lordfhips, that the letters under 
the hand and leal of the Begum, and 
the anfwers which (he had lent to que- 
ries tranfmitted to her by Mr. Haftings* 
had been obtained by Mr. Coriftg in an 
unju(tifiable manner; as he had aiferted 
that Mr. Goring had azeed the Begum, 
and made her fay whatever a dread of 
him infpirtd, the Managers thought it 
proper to call Mr. Goring, for the pur- 
poft of proving that he had ufed no 
threat or unbecoming influence what- 
ever to procure the letters and anfwers 
in queftion. 

Mr. Law faid, that if the Managers 
firit produced tne minutes entered by 
Mr. Hafiings as evidence againfl him- 
ftlf, thefe minutes ought to be confi- 
dered as the witnrjfes tor the proftcu- 
tion ; and thcreiore the Managers 
(hould not be permitted to d/fparage 
them, by afterwards endeavouring *to 
prove that they weic friii’, . 

Mi.Bnrki obferved, that this was a 
paltry argument, far below the dignity 
of the learn- d Gentleman who had ufed 
it. Their Lordlhip*, he laid, would 
recoiled whence the Commons derived 
their evidence-^from the recouis of 
the Eaft India Company, made up by 
the culprit himfelf and therefore, as 
thoie records were produced by the 
Managers as witnefifor profreu-, 
tion, they were in I'.ct the witneps of 
t\\G prifoner. The fiine might be laid 
of the Ir^'ing witnellei wiur had been 
examined at the bar. There was not 
one of them, except Mr. Go)ingf who' 
was not a creature of the pn loner, to 
whenn, with the fingle exception he had 
already made, they all ov.cd their for- 
tunes. 

Mr. Goring indeed was a witptfs of 
a different defenption ; he owed no- 
thing to Mr. JLiltings ; he was nor Ins 
creature or dependant ; nor did he owe 
to him a (hilling of the foitiine he pof- 
IclTed. Mr. Goring, thtu, w„5, die 
only perfon who had yet been examine 
cd, who might truly be call-d the 
witnefs of the proffeutors. helwten 
them and this GtiUleman there was no 
other commifnication or » onnexion than 
that which ought to lublifl hetwren an 
/loneji witnefs and an Pone/l profreutor. 

The minutes recorded by Mr. Hall- 
ipgshad been given in cvuiciKc by the 
Managers, that their Lurofliips might 

fcc 



TOi'e the freirnefs under whic’i 
^ dcfeiKkd his coiuXnfi, But forely 
it wouKj not. he advanced by any n!)an, 
iMlcrpt the teamed CounlVl, that he* 
the Managcrt had given 
f^tfrwees inevidence, they m-.f m 
fcr atlerwards at liberty lo llievv that 
tbrfe pretences vrttir fa fftf* 

‘ It was at this time five o’clock, ami 
fSe Lords were going to rif/, when 
16’. Burke begged lea v.- to infor'M them, 
HMt whenever they Ihoulcl determ ne 
t(sat Mr* Goring might be exami-.-ed, 
lia examination would take up a very 
4btMttime> and ivith that examination 
Manage) 3 interde;: toclofe the tvi- 
dewe in lupport <;f the charge rrUtlve 
io! bribes, which he (Mr, Burke) bad 
wpeiicdj — -ind that immediately atur 
ji[:-.G*>rlng flu' old have beets examined, 
•ittser, one of the Managers, 
"»»v)U op.n the icmainder of the 
^charge. < 

Mr. Bsirke having gken this infor- 
Mkvtion, tbor LordHiipa immediately 
'^j(iuni£d» 

Fifty-Fourth Day. 
Wf.dnes DAY, July S. 

The Lord ChsnccUor informed the 
Jklanagers and the Coiinfcl for the De* 
tbit their Lordlhipft having 
;fMkrn into confideration the objections^ 
%ai<ed oy the Counfel to the reqaiiition 
iirulc by the Managers, ** that Mr. 
?4fcTi»g might be examinrd,'’ together 
4 rrth the argnmcnls ufed by lh« Ma- 
to ihtw that they were entitled 
slot produce evidcrcc to irfute forac 
I joiiKS contained in m niitts of Mr- 
|Jbdtin{»s already gi\en in evidence, 
Hted refolvfcd, ‘^ihat the queliions lo 
Krhich the tion. Mnn.^gers wsfhcd to 
^ibtain anfvvers from Mr. Goring, ought 
mot fa L* put."' 

Mr. Burke bearing this, faid that the 
Stfanag-rs'l'tihmitted to this dec.fion of 
tlicH.mre, but could by no u f.«ns ac- 
4|«icfcc with latisfaaion in the propi fety 
5pf It. 

\ Trie Lord Chancellor iiitcrriirrlng 
ii.iinr,l*»5d, ir was the duly of the Houic 
lia r.y clown Ihc rz./e of prnceedirg. 

/ “ 1 know ir, my Lonl,’’ n pbed Mr. 
iirke^ *’* And it is not Icis my duty 
SvThan h is my inclin.ition, to rciV.»;V 
P 4uy rule >vhich the li. rifle m.iy thir.lc 
P proper to lay down, lam f.,Fe tliey 
f* are artxrouft to gronud their rnies 
^ upon , the loiiadelt pruuiples 5 and I 
AVf^ Convinced they dcttniiiiic from' 
Ihotives* But wheu the 


" prccffe principles avhich govern ihett 
•* dctermioAliims are not known tome# 
it is imj^fTiblc' that 1 fbould apprteve 
what 1 have no opportunity of i«w 
** niQ-, Bvery of this lloufe claims 
•* my re/pe^ ; but npprolaiton mull be 
‘‘ the cfeift of a thorough knowledge of 
all the grounds on which an act is 
** eftabliflicd. 

By this determinarion of your^ 
Lo/dlhips, the Managers are put in 
** a fituation fmgiilarly aukward- They 
have given in evidence certain docu* 
“ ments figned and recorded by the pr»- 
“ Ibncr. Thefc.* documents conta^ hit 
Itatementa of fai^ls, and aifigii the 
“ motives for hh comiwft. In laying 
** thefe documents before your Lord- 
Blips, the Mimgers meant only to 
“ Ihcw that the prlfoner bad fa4iidcd 
the tranfaflmns to which they re- 
flated: the J'lanagers intended after- 
“ wards to prove that the colourings 
‘‘ given by the pnfuner to thelc fatts 
“ were //?//?, and nothing belter than 
*' prricjits, so which he bad bten ob- 
liged to refort lo conceal hh g 7 ^ilt, ia 
“ the I ran 06*1 ions lo which the Mana* 
**g<rs alluded, and which, if ftated 
tru/jt and would prove the 

charges that had bceti Inought againtl 

“ But now^the Managers find them* 
“ fclves (lopped by your Loidlhips* rc- 
^ folwtion, which places them exailly 
in ih’S iitWalion— That they originally 
*^givc in evidence certain documents 
“ proceeding from the prifoncr, with a 
*'• view afterwards to prove that they 
** contained a falfe Itatemcnt of fattf, 
** made by the prifoner hiinfelf for the 
“ purpofe of concealing his guilt : 
“ but DOW thofe decumentd arc to n.- 
•• main uiicontradi6ted j and thofe very 
“ inftrumente, which were intended as 
proofs of his crimes, arc now to be 
** left as evUlencc of his innocence. 

Your Lordlhips’ refolutiou ap- 
pearing in this point, it is not fui-« 
** piiling that it does not give JuihJac^ 
“ ti^n to the Managers, who iiivcrtbc- 
ids fubmit to it with that refpc6t 
which is due to an aef of this 

Mr. Burke having made this fliort 
fpt'eL'h informed their Lordlhips, th«*t 
until fome ac<w ground ihoiild occur^ 
on which he might again c.ill upon ibe 
Houfe to rccrive that evidence which 
from their rtfoliition this day he learnt 
they were not difpofed to admit 
he not intend W etkr any mortt tvi- 
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4ifenc€ for the prefer.!, in fupport af that It referred to bribes t.«1cen by Mr. 
fart of the charge which had the inga in four or hve diAerrnt provinaei' 
lionourof opening to their LordOtips. of BetigaU eaclutive of the large fum 
Mr* Law was proceeding to enter a which be received lit Calcutta firo«nKtf- 
counter - proteft againft the proteft jah NobkMfcn. 

which Mr. Burke had entered agatnft Thele diiferent bribes were fo far frote 
the deciiion of their Loi’dfliipib but he being conne^led with thofe opened kif 
was interrupted by the other Hon* Manager, that ihef^ 

The Lord Chancellor, who obfet ved, were not couriered with one anothei*^ 


what had been fatd by the Hon« 
Manager coucerued the Hou/d only, 
and not the caufe in which the lea-rnc^i 
Counfcl was concerned, which was foie- 
ly the defence of hia client*— Whatever 
might be the opinion of the Puhlic I'e- 
fpeding the decilions of that Heufe, it 
was ehe duty of their Lordiliipa to de- 
termine according to the dii^tates of 
their judgment and their confciefice, 
and todojuftice between the acculcis 
and the accul'ed. 

Mr. Anftvuther informed the Houfe, 
that his Hon- Colleaj'ue having con- 
cluded the fii It part ot the charge, 't had 
fallen to lbs lot to open the Iccond^The 
cafe which He w«s now going to nuke 
out embraced a variety ofohjeds, and 
would nectflarily lead him into minute 
details^ and dilcullions of cundderdble 
length. • 

The Lord Chancellor faid, he wilhtd 
to, alk the Hon. Manager, whether tt 
was in his power to ftate to the Houfe* 
within what time he thought he Oiould 
be able to conclude both his opening, 
and the evidence which he meant to 
'.adduce in fupport of it. If he under- 
rtood right, the part of the charge 
which he was going to open, was dif- 
tin£I from that vvhi:h for feme time pait 
bad occupied the Houfe. 

His oi^c^ in ail^ing the Hon. Mana- 
ger within what Ipacc of time he 
choughl lie could bring thefe points to 
a concliifion, was to confult the conve- 
nience of the Couit and of the parties 
concerned, as far as it could be con- 
fiiltcd conlitlently with public julticc. 
On the case hand, he did not wifli to de- 
lay the prtjcecdingi* ; and on the other, 
be would not wdlii to break them olTih 
the middle of an opening fpecch. He 
would be glad, therefore, if the Hon* 
M mager would iiil'orm the Houfe whe- 
ther he thought that within the fpace 
of two or three days he could conclude 
the evidence which was to follow his 
■" ipecch. 

Mr# Anftruthcr f id, tfj^t undoubt* 
«dly the cafe which he^,^*ts about to 
open, was yery diilindt which 

bid cioled b/ the Ho4:i^^4iuger, 


but each of them might form a feparafte 
and di(tin45f charge.' 

In opening the cafe of thefe bribes, -it 
would be his duty, he fiid, to go very 
much at length into the hidory of .the 
prifoner's Admin iilrat ion, and todctc-1!^ 
the nuniberltfs fdftliooda in which 1)C 
had invclopcd ihofe a ms which were 
now charged u’pon him .is crinr.tv. 

Kc Ihould have occafion alfo tofliew 
rile many dreadful confci^uenccs Ahat 
had atUncbd, on many o.'Can(.n&, thie 
receipt of lever. d uf thofe bribes ; a«41 
p.iiticul<rly he (hould be obliged 
into a ininule inveftigation of a kibj<3|r 
which had lately been treated with'veiy 
tudecciu levity ; he iT«e.'itit ihc iul^cai 
of the ciuelties tx^rciicd by Dehy Sin^ 
in which he would prove fuch a parish 
piUtoa on ine pirt of the prif.ner^ as 
would bring home to him the rffpcfrfi-^ 
lilUy with which the Commoub haA 
charged him on that Insad. 

In whit length of time hellmuldhe 
able to accompli ih this, he could fvst 
take upon hiinfclf to dctcimine- Th« 
would depend much y{.K)n the objtc- 
tioiis which the CounftJ for theprjluruar 
aught think proper to make to theallf- 
Terenc articles of evidence which -ihiC 
Managers might find it neceiTary 
oiler. 

He fcartd then, that hov^ever co*|- 
cile he mi^ht willi robe, it would ihe 
impoflible for him to bring a work^ 
iuch extent to a couclufion in the fboiS 
fpace of time mentioiicd by his ‘JLouI- 
fljip. 

To w’liatever the Houfc tliould cUm 
termine on the fubjeft he was ready ,ki 
fuhcr.it. If they wilhtd him to 
cted, he would enter upon bUtalkiiB- 
mcc/iati'Iy. If they could not Ipare ^ 
nuK-h lime at the prefent period' cvf'khv 
feilion as he thought he fliould haw 
occafion to confuipe, he did not wW 
to put their Ifordlhlps to any innoiUfe* 
nicnct- 

The Lord Chancellor, on h<ari«|| 
this, fiiiit up his note- hook, aiui 
going to leave the wooliack, when . 

Mr. H^Umga immediately a<k}rciS;ij 
the. Court in the wihicjcs , . 
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** My Lords* 

•* Miiy I bt permitted to offer a few 
Words to your Lortjfhips ? — — — 

1 feci myfelf unequal to the occa- 
fion which fo Suddenly c.iils upon me 
to ftate to your LordJhips what I feel 
of the unexampled harcifhips of this 
Trial.-— I came here to-day utterly un- 
prepared for fuch an event as that 
which 1 perceive now impending; I 
therefore entreat your LordfliipH indul- 
gence for a few moiiientSj while I re- 

Colle£t myfelf. 

I miift beg you will be plcafed to 
conlidcr the litu.irion in which 1 ftand, 
and the awe which I miift unavoidably 
feel, in addrerfling this aiiguh alTLinbly- 
I have already, in a Petition prtfcnttcl 
to your Lordllups in the beginning of 
this year, repre/futed the hardihips and 
grievances, and but a part of the ha^d- 
ftiips and grievances, which 1 'thought 
I had fuftained when only ont year of 
thia Impeachment had pafled- Thtfe 
have accumulated, — many of “ them 
have proporlionably accumulated, with 
the lime that has fince clapftd : but in 
my fciife of them,’* they have been in- 
finitely aggravated, when I have feen fo 
little done, and fo much time expend- 
ed ; fuch a long period confumed, and 
yet not one-tenth part of one lingle Ar- 
ticle of the Twenty which compofe 
the Charge, brought to a conclulion 
on the part of the profecution only. If 
five months have been inns confumed, 
what period, my Lords, lhail 1 efti- 
mar • as neeciriry for the remainder of 
the Impeachment ? My life, in any efti- 
mation of it* will not be fufficient. It 
is impoflible that I fliould furvive to its 
clofe* if continued as it has hitherto 
proceeded; and although I know not 
what to make the fpecifick prayer of 
my petition, I do befeech your Lord- 
Ihips to conlider what injury my health 
and my fortune mult fultain, if it be 
your determination that I muft wait 
till it fiiall pleafe the Jiiftice, the can- 
dour of the Hon. lloufe of Commons, 
which has impeached me before your 
Lordlhips, to dole this pvofecutum. 

My Lords, I hope I (hall not be 
thought to deviate from tiie rcfp-dl 
which I ted, equdly, l^am fine, with 
any man living, lor this high Court, if 
1 fay, that had a precedent cxihed in 
England* of a man accufed and ini- 
peachid as I have been, whofe Trial 
had actually been prolradied to fuch a 
length* or if 1 had conceived it pofiihlc 
that mine could have been fu protrai^l- 


ed, I hope your Lorddiips will pardoti 
me if I fay — I would at once have 
pleaded guilty ; I would not have 
fultained thisTrial ; I would have relUd 
my caufe and my charaffer, which is 
much dearer to me than life, upon thar 
truth, which fooner or later will fliew 
itlclf. This* my Lords, I would have 
done* rather than have fubmitted to a 
trial, which of itfclf has been a puniHi-”^ 
ment a hundred times more fevere than 
any punilhment your Lordlhips could 
have infli6led upon me, had 1 pleaded 
guilty. What miift I not continue 
to experience, by a life of impeach- 
ment ? 

“ And now* my Lords, I beg leave 
to fubmit my calc to your Lordlhips, 
well knowing that if it is in your power 
to apply a remedy to the hardihips 
which I have fuftained, and to thole 
which I am yet likely to fulfer, your 
I.ordlhips will do it. 1 cannot be fo 
utireafonablc as to expedt that your 
Lordih ps lliould wafte of your 

time in the continuation"' of this trial, 
when the year is fo much advanced* 
and when, as I believe, by the cuftom 
of Parliament, it has been ufiial for 
your LordOiips to refire from the biili- 
iicL of the SelTion ; 1 do therefore 
humbly fubmit myltlf to your Lord- 
lhips juftice and goodnefs. Yet if the 
Honourable Managers could propofe a 
Ihort time, fuch a period as your Lord- 
lliips could afford, in order to dole this 
Impeachment, which 1 have been told 
(perhaps falfeiy) was to end with the 
prefent article, I Ihould he willing in 
that cafe even to waive any defence, ra- 
ther than protrafl the deciliun to ano- 
llur year — it may be for many years ; 

I would pray your Lordlhips to pro- - 
ceed to judgment on the evidence 
which my Prolecutors have adduced for 
my conviction. 

“ My Lords, I hope 1 have faid no- 
thing that is dilVelpeClful to yourLord- 
fliips; I am fure 1 have felt no other feii- 
tiiiicnts than thofe of deference and rc- 
fpeCt for this great Aflenibly.” 

'fhc Lord Chancellor obferved to 
Mr- Haftings, that the delay now pru- 
pofed was not occafioned or defined by 
the Managers* He had himielf liig- 
gefttd the idea of it, with a view to 
confuk the convenience of rbe Houfe, 
as far as was compatible with the ends 
of juftice ; an^l he affiired Mr. HalU 
ings, that in the refolution which the 
Houfe lliould adopt with refpeCI: to the 
intended dda/i every attention (hould 
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be paid to the ideas that he had fub- 
mitted to^hc Houfe. • 

A motion was then made to adjourn 
to the Chamber of Parliament j and tht 
Knufe bi-ing rcfiimfcU 

The Lord Prtfldenc * arofe, and faid, 
from what their Lornfliips had heard in 
the Co:irt below, it was irr,pi:iri'jle to ii^et 
through the tenth part of the nex*- part 
the Charge, before their Lordfliips 
^ would iofe the airiltance of the learned 
Judges. His Lordfhip then touched 
up-sn what Ind fallen from Mr. diall- 
ings, and faul he was convinced there 
was not a Koblc Lord prefent who had 
heard what th^t milVrable man had mo- 
deftly lubmittcd, but whi>rc humanity 
went band in liand with irm, for giving 
every aififtance to his Tii'plicuion that 
Jav in tliftr p /wer, conlifteiit with the 
rules of jullictj but Ilia Lordiliip faid, 


it was not in the power of that Houfe 
to aihft him, let them be ever fo detir* 
ous of doing fo: they were bound to 
lit it out, be it ever (’» lone, Many of 
tlieir Lordfliips might not Mvetofeethc 
conclulion. It was a proceeding which 
in its nature rhis Country had never be- 
fore experienced, and it was beyond 
the gift of forcfight to tell when an end 
would be put to ir : all that he (houJd at 
prefent move was, “ That the further 
cotifulcration be j>ut off* to a future 
a.y *’ 

It was then moved, “ That this 
“ Houle proceed further on the Trial 
“ of Warren Haffings, Kfq. on the firfi. 
“ 7'uefday in the next ScHion of Parlia- 
** meut ; and that a meffage be fent to 
'' rhe Commons to acquaint then 
“ therewith.’* 

Agreed to, 


Karl of Camden. 
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OF 

WARREN HASTINGS, Efq. &c, 


PAR 

Fifty-Fifth Day. 

Tuesday, Feb. i6. 
tiEiNG the day appointed for rc- 
^ fuming the proceedings on the 
Charges exhibited by the Commons 
igaiiiR Warren Haftings, Hfq* about 
one o'clock Mr. Burke appeared, lead- 
ing the procelTion of Managers. 

The Lords having concluded their 
proceilioni and being arranged in due 
form, Mr. Haftings was brought to the 
bar on his knees. Having, as ufual, 
obtained permillion to rife, the procla- 
mation of filence was made, and the 
Managers dehred to proceed. 

Mr. Anftruther then rofe. In obe- 
dience, he faid, to the commands of 
the Commons of Great Britain, he had 
now to fubmit to their Lordlhips the 
remaining part of the offences of Mr. 
Haftihgs on the fcore of Frefents i the 
outlines of which he had in fome de- 
gree dcfcribed to them at the clofe of 
the laft Seflion. What they had hither- 
to heard in the former Charges, of atro- 
cious offence in the expul lion of a 
Prince and the plunder of Provinces, 
related chiefly to the External Govern- 
ment of Mr. Haftings in India, in which 
be was fhewn to be opprclBve, cruel, 
and tyrannical* 

They were now to be informed of 
his Internal Governments which would 
be found to be corrupt, as well as op- 
preffive and tyrannicaL He had to 
ftate to them, that in every inftance he 
difobeyed the command and injunc^ 
tion of his mafters. He had to 
ftate, that be had alfo adted contra- 
di^ory to thofe tery regulations he 
had himfelf recommended.' He bad 
alfo to ftate, that in every inftance 
where he pradtifed thofe unwarrantable 
Ihnovationa and adts of difobedience, it 
InTariably happened that ha always rc« 
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ccived a fiim of money. That thefe 
fums were either never accounted for, 
or applied to the fervice of the Com- 
pany ; or when they were, it was done 
on the approach of the moment of de- 
tection. That he had no right to have 
taken thefe Prefents, though he (hould 
have applied them all to the ufe of the 
Company. That he had employed the 
worft of men for the worft of purpofes | 
and that at the time he knew them to 
be fo, by his raking into the jails of 
Patna, and feledting the convided fe- 
lons of Calcutta, to domineer over and 
plunder provinces, as the 'inftrumenis 
of his rapacity. 

The afts of difobedience which he 
ftiould inftance, he faid, would be nu- 
merous ; it would be for their Lord- 
Ihips to infer, from concomitant cif- 
cumftances, the corrupt motives iii 
which they had originated. To alfift 
their Lordihips in drawing this infer- 
ence, he would contrail the opinions 
and actions of Mr. Haftings at differ- 
ent periods relating to the fame objed. 

At one period, Mr. Haftings in hii 
minutes in Council, and in his dif^ 
patches to the Court of Dircdlors, con- 
tended, that the revenue was fo inti- 
mately conne£led with the general go^ 
vernment of the country^ that the Su^ 
preme Council could not delegate its 
powers with fafety,even for a momentil 
to any man or fet of men whatever. But 
at another period he found it conve- 
nient to his corrupt purpofes to abandonr 
this opinion, and^take up another^ not 
only different from it, but diameti^rcally 
oppoflte to it ; for he eftablifhed a 
Revenue Board, to which he delegated 
the whole power of the Supreme Coun- 
cil over the finances of Bengal. 

That the object of this delegaftioi^ 
frat corrupt, would appear from a ^a- 
R titif 
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fiety of circutnftanccs. Had the Su- 

S reme Council retained the controul 
▼cr the revenue, the oppreilion of the 
Provinces, the h^re-faced peculations 
muft have been known to it, and con- 
fequentiy checked and fupprcflVd, and 
the Governor-Gent ral could not carry 
on his fyftem of c(»rrnption. 

At this Board of Revt-mie he placed 
Mr. David Anderibn, Mr* Shore, Mr- 
Croft, and Mr. Carter. The c^Mdence 
W thefe gentlemen, however attached 
they might be to Mr. Haftings, would 
convince their Lordfhips, that he had 
po other object in view in forming this 
Board, than to carlry on his corrupt dc- 
figns without controul. 

Ill his rcafons for appointing Mr. D* 
Anderfon head of that Board, Mr. Haf- 
tings had dated to the Court of Di- 
jeiSors, that the abilities of this gentle- 
man were fo great, that they would be 
of infinite ferviceto the Company in the 
colle£kion and management of the re- 
venue. And yet, though it was on ac- 
count of thofe abilities that Mr. Haf- 
tiiigs had appointed Mr. Anderfon to 
a feat at that Board, it was very re- 
markable that he employed this gentle- 
man’s talents in quite another line ; 
and for the fpacc of four years he 
did hot afford him an opportunity of 
attending the Board more than 44 
days. If the formation of this Board 
was to be of great advantage to the 
Company, and if Mr. Anderfon was the 
perfon bed qualified by bis talents to 
make it fo, how came it to pafs, that 
out of 1460 dAy9> that gentleman was 
not fuflfered to devote more than 44 to 
the bufinefs of the Board ? — Whatever 
might be the abilities of Mr. Anderfon 
in the maiiagetnent of the revenue, it 
was clear that Mr. Haftings did not 
want to employ them in that line of 
fervice. In truth, it was not his ob- 
ject that this Board fhould have it in its 
power to a< 5 l according to the fpirit of 
its pretended inllitution, which was to 
be a check and controul upon the dif- 
ferent ofHces of revenue in the different 
IVovinces. 

That their Lordfhips might be con- 
vinced that he did not make fuch an 
auertioii as this without authority, Mr- 
Anflruther faid, he would quote the 
opinion of the Board itftlf, as delivered 
l^y Mr. Shore and Mr. Croft, two mem- 
bers of it. 

Here he read the opinioii from the 
Company's records. It was in fub- 
itance» That the Members of the- Board 


3 

felt that they wer* but cyphers, the 
tolls of the Dewan ; that let their 
abilities be ever lb great, it would be 
folly ^ti^faJfehooel for them to fay that 
they could execute the duties of their 
office with any advantage to the Com- 
pany, as the Dewan had it in bis power 
to opprefs and ruin the Provinces, not 
only without any controul from the 
Board, but even without its know^ 
ledge. ^ 

This being the ftate of the cafe, Mr. 
Anftruthcr faid, it would be neceffary 
for him to ftate who was the Dewan 
whom Mr. Haftings had given as an 
alTiCtant to the Board of Revenue, and 
who made the Members of it his toolsf 
and inftruments of his opprefBons- 

This Dewan was no other than the 
famous or rather infamous Gunga Go- 
vin Sing, who was confidered as the* 
moft unprincipled and flagitious cha* 
rather in all Indoflan. 

It would be no excufe for Mr. HaC. 
tings to fay, that when he appointed 
this perfon Dewan, he did not know 
that his chara£ier was bad ; for it wag 
the bufinefs of a Governor-General to 
make enquiries, and know that a man 
who was to be appbinted to a moft im- 
portant truft had a good character.— 
The truth was, Mr. Haftings knew 
full well that Gunga Govin Sing was 
the vcryuutcaft of focicty; that he was 
defpifed by every man who had the 
leaft pretePillon to either honour or ho- 
nefty. 

When his appointmc nt was agitated 
in Council, General Clavering and Col. 
Monfon both declared that they heard 
every perfon, as well natives as Kuro- 
peans,defcribe him as a moft infamous 
chara£ler. 

In the minute where this debate wa« 
recorded, it appeared thM Mr. Hidings 
himfrif admitted that every one fpoke 
ill of Gunga Govin Sing, and gave him 
a bad character ; but he knew him to 
be a man of abilities, and he had not 
heard that any particular charge had*^ 
been proved upon him. This, Mr« 
Anftruther faid, was a moft lingular 
mode of reafoning. When charaSer 
became a queftion, every one knew that 
it was for the general character a man 
was efteemed or defpifed $ and as the 
general charaifter of Gunga Govin Sing 
was execrably bad, Mr. Haftings fhould. 
have judged him unfit for any tituation 
of truft, although no one particular 
charge of guilt lltould have been proved 
againft bim. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Haftingj), be fald, was the firft 
pcrfon who had pUctd a difhontft man 
in a (ituation of great pecuniary truft, 
and in which he was to be a check 
upon corrupt mcn> and afligned as a 
rcafon for fuch an appointment^ that 
the man pofleired great talents 

That Gunga Govin Sing pofTefled 
great talents no one could difputc ; but 
they were the talents of corruption^ 
and his coup d'cjfai of them was a bribe 
ot 4o,oooi. (lerlingf given by him to 
Mr. Ballings. This bribe it wast and 
the profpeft of getting many more, that 
made Mr. Haflings pl^ce at the head of 
the Company's r venue the moft infa- 
mous man in all lndoft>in. And the 
condufl of this man, whiltl he remain- 
ed in < dice, jultihed the opinion that 
all Iiidoftan entertained of him— he 
carried ruin and devaflation into the 
’ Provinces, and reduced the inhabitants 
to the very lowed date of didrefs. 

Mr. Aiiftruiher adverted next to the 
appointment of Deby Sing to the col- 
lection of the revenue in Dinapore. 

In the year 17741 Deby Sing, he 
faid, had been tried and convicted on 
the charges of Mr. Hadings as a felon, 
of extortion and oppreflion, and had 
been proved to have c<induCled himfelf 
with a degree of cruelty equal to what 
the utmod wrath of God could infliCl | 
yet this man was afterwards received as 
the hofom friend of the prifoner, and 
made collcClor of the revenues of Di- 
napore ! 

Though Mr. Hadings knew that this 
man was cap<ihle of being guilty of any 
enormity, and dt for any corrupt pur- 
pofe, yet he turned a young Rajah out 
of his country to gratify this mondcr, 
under pretence that he was in arrears to 
the Company, at a deplorable period 
(i 777 )> when famine had added to the 
prcflhre of extortion, and cruelty and 
opprelTion had pervaded every part of 
the country. 

This infant Rajah had been exiled 
from his territories, becaufel as the pri- 
'^foncr had dated, he was indebted 
15,000!. to the Company, at a time 
when Mr. Hadings had in his coders 
4<5,oool. of his money. The money 
received from Dinapore from Deby 
Sing, by Mr. Hadings, he inlidedwas 
a bribe for appointing a vagabond and 
a felon the fucccflbr of the infant Ra- 
jah ! 

The friends of Mr .fadings, be faid, 
had endeavoured to make out two 
grounds of defence againd the Charges 
prpngbt againd him in confequcDce 
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of the fliocking adminidration of Deby 
Sing. 

One was, that the cruelties faid to 
have been praClifedtby this man, never 
had any exidence hut in hClion or ima- 
gination. The other was, that even if all 
thofe aCls of cruelty aicribed to Othy 
Sing were founded in truth, they cdilld 
not be charged upon Mr. Hadings, v/ho 
could not, with any lhadow of jiidict, 
be confidercd as rclponfible for them. 

Mr. Andruther, from various docu- 
ments which he read, removed the Brd 
ground of defence, by fhewing that ihe 
cruelties aferibed to Deby Sing were 
but too well founded in truth ; that 
confining men in dungeons, loading 
them with irons, fcourging them with 
rods, dec. &c. were the ordinary modes 
of collecting revenue ; but that fixing 
dicks between the fingers, and draw- 
ing them together with cords, thiud- 
gun-locks and llalhing powder ia 
the mufcular parts of the body, tying 
father to fon and fcourging both toge- 
ther, fconrgii\g children before the eyes 
of their parents, &c. &c. were methods 
praClifed only in 1781 and 1782, the 
precife period of Dehy Sing's rdrni- 
nidration. By fuch fevcrjties under 
his adminidration, armed with the 
powers of Farmer, Controller, and 
Guardian to the young R«jah, were 
the villages depopulated, cultivation 
dedroyed, and the whole face of the 
country reduced to one dreary wade, 
with here and there a few wretched inha- 
bitants, wbofe fcanty numbers, haggard 
looks, and emaciated bodies, prefented 
only the painful idea, that what was 
now defolate had once been inhabited. 

Mr. Andruther next ihewed how 
far Mr. Hadings was refponfible for 
the aCls of Deby Sing. He did not 
mean to fay that he was anfwerablc 
for all thofe aCls in the fame degree as 
if be had done them with his own 
hands ; but he was anfwerablc for the 
calamities which a whole Province had 
fudered in confequence of an appoint- 
ment made by him from motives of 
corruption 5 an appointment which he 
had every reafon l^tore-hand to believe 
would occafion, as it certainly did after- 
wards occafion, the complete ruin and 
devadation of a {Populous and wealthy 
Province. _ 

Having dwelt long upon this topic, 
Mr. Andruther adverted to the wholc- 
fome regulations made by the Court of 
Direjdors, and communicated to Mr. 
Hadings, with orders to fes them car- 
ried into cfifeA. 

B z 
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9oinie at th^fe rtgulatiofis were» that 

the letting of lands the hereditary 
Zemindars Ihoiild be preferred to all 
others who flionld bid for them— that 
by whatever tenure* land was held, the 
tenant fhonid not he railed upon to pay 
more than the fiim mentioned in hia 
Ipafe or grant — that noperfon, except a 
hereditary Zemindar, fhould be per- 
mitted to hold than iai in of 

the yearly value of one luck of rupees ; 
and that it fliould not be laivful for the 
Governor 'Geneval to give any farm or 
any value to any rativc employed as 
a Banyan by an Km ope in. 

From e\ cry one of thefe regulations 
had Mr. Haftings dcpaited. The he* 
nedit.iry Zemindars had been turned 
olf; farms to the yearly value of 30, 
lometimes 40 and 50 lacks of rupees 
were given to the fame petfon; and 
thofe to whom the largeft, beft, and 
greatelt number of farms had been 
given, were the Bat/yans of the C0//1- 
pafiv'sfirv/iniu 

but what proved that the deviation 
from the Company*6 regulations was 
for cprrupt purpofes, was, that not 
one iiiftancc of fuch devi.ition occurred, 
which could not be proved to have been 
attended with a prefent, or bribe, to 
Mr. Haftings. 

h^r. Anftrutlicr ftated a number of 
Jnftances in fupport of this aftertion. 
tie fhewed, that from one perfen Mr. 
^liftings h&d received 40,oo<»l. — from 
another 15,000!. — from another 6000K 
^from another 34,000!. 

He alluded to Calcala, another agent 
of Mr. Haftings, a fellow of infamous 
chara^er. His notoriety, as an un- 
principled knave, had been corroboral" 
ed by Mr. Anderfon. Tnis man Mr. 
Haftings had veiled with a moft exten- 
iive authority ; he was d^feribed as the 
refufe of mankind, who was dreaded 
by the natives more than a vifitacion 
from a Mahratta army ; and yet this 
wretch had been placed in an oftenfi- 
ble fttuation for the benefit of the Eaft 
India Company ! 

This [notorious peculator, it had 
been faid, was continued in ofiice 
niercly for the good of the Company ; 
Jjut he begged leave to remind their 
Lordlhips, that he bad^been turned out 
of office for a defalcation of at lead 

-0,000!. a fine, Mr. Haftings faid, 

for the inveftiturfe of the young Rajah 
of.Dinapore, and which in t'a^ was 
the only ftory, Mr. Anftruthcr remark- 
ed, that could not be true ! 

* lie ncxicailed their Lordihips attention 
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to a man of the name of HunMol* Thii 
man was a character equally infamous 
as Dcby Sing, who had been alfo pa- 
tronized by the prifoncr.— Mr. Anftru- 
ther, after reciting a number of frauds 
committed by this accompliihed k are, 
admitted that he was called before 
the Committee to account for his fla- 
giticuj conduift j and the o’^ly anfwer 
or defence he made was, That he faiu 
Mr- Hq/li/igs and Mr. ^ndit/on at Bc” 
nares-'* — Nundoiol was difmifled in 
confer, uence of this defence, and de- 
fied in future the Zemindars. 

The next film taken by Mr. Haftings 
was attended, he remarkeef, with the 
moft extraordinary circiimftances. He 
had fent to a native of Calcutta f Rajah 
NohkiJinJ to borrow three lacks of rur 
pecs, and defired him to bring a bond : 
— being intrufted with the collection of 
a great province, and fnppofmg he 
owed a large fum to the Company, he 
reqyefted Mr. Railings to accept the 
mouey ; — but the faft was, the Com- 
pany owed this Colle^or 40,000! • 
and therefore, though he difpatchcd 
him without perfeiling the bond, he 
could have been, he thought, conviA- 
ed of refufing a brjjbe, or be charged 
with refufing one I 

Mr. Anftriither adverted then to 
another Charge, which he pledged 
himfelf to fupport by the moft fatis- 
fadory evidence This was a fum of 
ONE HUNDRED and FIFTY THOUSAND 
RUPEES received, given him by the 
Rajah of Nadea, who fent for the pri- 
foner to witneft his will. This mai> 
afterwards fell into arrears with the 
Company, and was confined in irons, 
though Mr. Haftings had enough or 
the unfortunate Rajah's property i* 
his coftiers to pay the balance! 

All the appointments made in con- 
ftqucnce of bribes, proved fatal to the 
Provinces, and ruinous to the Compa- 
ny's intcreft. Everywhere the people 
were required, contrary to the Com- 
pany's orders, to pay greater rents for 
their lands than vvere fpecified in their 
Icafes 5 and in the end were ruined. 

And fo completely had thefe Co|- 
ICfSlors of the Revenue fleeced the 
country, that the Supreme Council 
found it neceflary to lower the rents in 
many diftrifis, and let the lands for 
lefs money than had ever been paid, 
either by the prefent pofTcifuis, or their 
Immediate predeedfors. 

Mr. Anftruthcr touched afterwards 
upon the Prefent of ioo,ocol. from the 
Kabobof Oude to Mr. Haftings, and 

upon 
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Upon the defence fet up by the latter 
refpefting all the different Pre<i.’nts that 
he bad received* and which he faid 
he aftti wards paid to the Company,^s 
having taken them originally tor the 
Company's ufe. 

He (hewed that concealmf:7it was the 
original intention of Mr. Haftings ; for 
when he paid the money received by 
him Prefents into the Company's 
treafury* ht took bonds for it made 
payable to himfelf. Why did he do 
this \ — Becaufe it was not his intention 
that the Company Ihould ever know he 
was lending it its own money. And 
why did he afterwards indorfe or aflign 
thol'e bonds to the Company ? Becaufe 
he feared he could no longer conceal 
the means by which he had acquired 
the money for which he had taken the 
bonds.— Mr. Anftruthcr (hewed after- 
wards, that though thefe bonds had 
been adigned to the Company, Mr Haf- 
tings had obtained payment for Tome of 
them ; and this he faid he would prove 
when he (lioiild produce his evidence. 

Mr. Andruther afterwards took no- 
tice of the letter written by Mr. Haf- 
tings from India, in which he made a 
difeovery of the n]eans by which he 
obtained the money for which he had 
taken the bonds ; and alfo of his let- 
ter from Cheltenham on the fame fub- 
jc£l. Thcfc letters, which Mr. Haf- 
tings calls letters of difeo^eryy Mr. 
Andruther called letters of conceal* 
fnent \ and he alTured the Lords, that 
he would prove there was not one 
word of truth in the accounts given 
by Mr. Hadings in thofc letters ; and 
that though he wifhed to be thought 
entitled to merit for making a dilco- 
very in them of the Prefents he receiv- 
ed, his real object in writing thefe let- 
ters was to conceal, not difco’ve?' the 
bribes he had received. 

He then proceeded to a diiferta- 
tion on the drength of circumdan- 
tia) evidence, with which it was hit 
^intention to fubdantiatc this Charge. 
From human conduit could be drawn 
the bed clue to human motives, and 
when he deferibed the conduct of Mr. 
Haltings at the time, abodt the^ time, 
efore the time, and after the lime of 
is receiving thofe Prefents, their Lord- 
(hips would be enabled to draw irre- 
ddible conclufions in fa^vour of bis 
•guilt. 

Jn the-praife of Cfrcumdantial evi- 
dence, he reeprred to an illudration 
which fome may think rather an inglo- 
rious one, the cafe of Captain Don- 
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nellan who was banged. CircumHan- 
tia) evidence alone convicted him of 
Murder,^ and of his guilt he might 
fafely aflert that no man ever doubted. 
Pofltive evidence may cafily be invent- 
ed, but a train of circumdanccs in a 
man’s conduct always fpoke for itfclf. 

Expatiating next on the nature of 
thofe offences, he faid the attendant 
circumdanccs were not merely aggra- 
vations, each was in itfelf drong enough 
for a fubdantive charge. Corruption 
was a crime which always hid its head 
in the dark, while other vices often 
appeared in open day. The projects 
of ambition were criminal and vicious ; 
but as they required qualities and 
talents that approached Icfs diftantly to 
virtues, and partook more of their ap- 
pearance, they were frequently avow- 
ed, whild the roeannefs of corruption 
induced the guilty to conceal it. 

Mr. Andruther ladly took notice of a 
new defence that had been fet up fome* 
nvhete (alluding to the news-papers) 
for the conduA of Mr. Hadings. Ic 
had been urged, that though his adtions 
might not be driclly conformable to 
principles of virtue and morality, 
yet if the country was made to flouridi 
under his adminidration, Parliament 
ought not to look at the fneans he had 
employed, but at the end which they 
had produced. This was a dodtriue 
which he held to be execrable, and on 
which he was ready to join iflue with 
thofe who were fo Jod to virtue as to 
maintain it.-— If India could not be 
governed but by a violation of every 
principle of morality and virtue, if 
oppredion and peculation were the on1y| 
means of railing a revenue in it, ii\ 
the name of God, faid he, in the 
name of virtue, judice, humanity, 
and integrity, let us abdicate the go* . 
vernment of India ; for on fuch terms 
no nation that bolds its own chara^cr J 
dear, and refpedls the principles which! 
in all ages and in all quarters have 
guided the councils of every honour- 
able and wife people, would wilh to 
hold it." 

He then (hewed that thofe who 
would defend the mod abominable 
meafures, provided they made the 
country flour i(hf could not on that 
ground defend Mr. Hadings. For he 
proved by a letter from Lord Corn- 
wallis, that India was not left in a 
flourilhingftateby Mr. Hadings, 

His Lordihip faid in his letter, that 
it was a mod deflrable objefl to fecure 
to every man in India his property, 

and 



and (Irield him from opprcffion. That 
in their w Ih to accomplish fo juft and 
honourable an end, the Company ihould 
have his molt cordial co-operation : 
but he thought that *n the reduced and 
deplorable date of the country, he 
ihould find it an arduous t -fk indeed to 
carry the intentions of the Company 
into effcA. That he was of opinion 
that the Government fliould begin by 
teftoring to the incient noble and he- 
reditary Zemindars, and principal land- 
owners in Bengal, the means of riling 
above poverty, and living with feme 
degree of decency* 

•« What, then,” faid Mr. Andnuher, 
are ptrfonsofthisdefcnption unable at 
this mo'iient to live with decency^ while 
thofe arc revelling in the enjoyment 
of every luxury, who had lo impo- 
▼erifhed and degraded them ? Mr. Hai- 
ti ngs — Mr. Haiti ngs. faid he, is the 
man who by luting loofe upon them a 
fwarm of locults that devoured up 
their property, has reduced them from 
afBuvnce and fplendour to a ftatc of 
indigence and poveity. If fiich then 
IS the ftate of the great body of Ze- 
mindars, Nobles, and Gentry ot Ben- 
gnl, what mult be the condition of 
the lower orders of the people 
And who c<*n fay that Mr. Haf» 
tings has left the country in a flou* 
riflnng (itudion, or that he is not 
accountable to your Lordihips and to 
the law's, for the calamities he has 
brought upon thofe whom he v/as fent 
to govern not dcHroy ; and whofe hap- 
pmefs aod prof^erity it was his bounden 
duty to promote by every means in his 

i ower 

I After a fhort recapitulation, Mr* 
LnUruther finally advanced thefe pod’ 
ions — that in every appointment made 
ly Mr. Hallings, he received a fum 
pf money ; that a bribe was alfo given 
whenever he di fobeyed the orders of the 

i l^ompany ; that the bribes were receiv- 
:d againft the oiders of the Company i 
hat they were not intended for the 
|fe of the Company, and ought not 
o have been taken even for the ufc of 
the Company, being a dU'grace and 
degradation to Government, to the 
Brttilh clMra£ler, and an outrage on 
the laws of God and Nature. 

Mr. Anftruthcr concluded a fpeech 
he was three hours and a A/*//' in deli- 
vering, with informing their Lordihips, 
that he would next proceed to lay be* 
Fore them the evidence with which he 
DDi^ant to fupport his difierent aflertions. 


But it being then half paft fouroVlock# 
their Lor^dlhipa thought proper to ad- 
journ. 

* FirTY'SixTH Day. 

Thursday, Feb. i8. 

Mr. Anftruther proceeded to the 
proofs of the various allegations againlt 
Mr. Hallings which he made in his 
opening fpeech. 

From the meeting till the riling of 
the Court, little other XhtiViivritten evi- 
dence was given, the reading of which 
was neither amuling nor intereAing* 
though the fiihUance of the papers read 
was very material. 

The tirft document that was read 
was a letter from Mr. Hailing^ to the 
Court of Dire£lors of the Ball India 
Company, in which he informed the 
Court that he had advanced to the 
Company three lacks of rupees^ hut 
that the money was not his own : that 
two-thirds of it he had borrowed for 
the Company, and the remaining lack 
was in fa£l the Company’s own pro- 
perty, as it was the produce of a ?rr- 
fenl which he bad accepted for their 
ufc. 

Other papers were* afterwards pro- 
duced and read, which proved, that 
Mr. Ballings had in the above letter 
difclaimed all property in the whole 
or any part of thefe three lacks of 
rupees : he afterwards took bonds from 
the Company for the amount of the 
whole, and thus made the Company 
debtors to him for their own money. 
The papers further proved, that the 
bonds were afterwards given up tor 
bills of exchange on the Company, 
payable in England to Mr. Hallings, 
or order, which bills were in due time 
taken up by the Court of DireflorSt 
and the amount of tlum aflually paid 
to the Agent of Mr. Hafttngs. 

The original bonds and bills of ex- 
change were produced in Court by a 
Clerk in the Treafurer’s OSicc at the 
India Houfe. 

Mr. Anftrutber proved next, that 
the letter in which Mr, Hallings made 
the Court of Direflors acquainted with 
the receipt of the above Prefents, was 
not written till Mr. Hallings knew 
that Mr, Francis was on the point of 
returning to Europe, though he had 
received the Prefents along time before 
that period. 

Mr. Anilruther informed their 
l.ordlhipS| that he would next pro- 
duce 
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Tdrious papers to prqve, that 
the above letccri though written 
- by Mr. Haftings apparently with a vitj^w 
to make<^//ro*i/mV5of Prefcnts received, 
was in fatt a letter of concealment^ by 
means of which he hoped he iliould 
be able to prevent the Court of Direc- 
tors from making any enquiry into the 
bufinefs of Prefents- 
r To do this, Mr. Anftruthtr pro- 
duced another letter, written by Mr. 
Haftings, by means of which he meant 
to fliew, that the writer had faintied 
and contradi^ed his former account 
of this matter. 

Mr. Law faid, he objected not to 
the production of this letter, provided 
the Hon. Manager did not mean to 
make any other ufe of it than that of 
making Mr. Hafrings faliify the for- 
mer accounts given by himfelf of this 
matter. 

Mr. Anftruther replied, that it vras 
flot necefTary for him to fay more on 
this fubjeCt, than that the letter which 
be was going to give in evidence, was 
applicable to the objeCl for which it 
was to be produced. Whether it 
would apply to any other object or 
not, might be a lubjedt of difcuflion 
hereafter. 

The letter, which was very long, 
was read ; and appeared to be calcu- 
lated to diferedit the former account 
given by Mr. Haftinga of the Prefcnts 
he had received. 

Mr. Anftruther proceeded next to 
the charge relative to the bribe or Pre- 
fent received by Mr. llaftings from 
Rajah Nobkiflen* 

The amount of this Prefent he faid 
he could no otherwife afceitain, than 
by laying before their Lordihips the 
account which Mr. Haftinga, in one 
of his letters, gave of the manner and 
objects to which he had applied it. 

Mr. Law again interfered, and faid, 
that ds long as the Hon. Manager 
wiihed only to falfify tbe accounts 
given by Mr. Hafiin ?a of the Prefcnts 
he had received, it was not hts inten- 
tion to object to the letter in queP ion ; 
on rhe contrary, he would be ready to 
admit it as evidence. But if any part of 
the letter ihould be urged by the Hon. 
Manager in fupport of a part of the 
Charge relative to the Prefcnts, which 
.was worded fo generally f that Mr. 
*Haftinfrg ,|fguh| called Upon tO 

make any defence againft it, he cer- 
tainly would obje£l: to it. The part to 
which he alluded as being xxro generally 
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worded, to be coiiftdercd a Charge 
to which Mr. Haftmgs was bound in 
law to reply, was which accufed 
him of having taken bribes or Prefents 
from ‘‘ perfons known and unknown.** 
—To fuch a charge, which contained 
nothing fpec'ificy no anfwcr could be 
required, and therefore no evidence 
(l)ould be received in fupport of it. 

Mr. Anftruther replied, that if the 
evidence which he offered was appli- 
cable to the w’hole or to any part of 
the Charge, it was legal evidence, and 
rnuft be received ; their Lordfliips could 
not reje£t it upon the ground that 
hereafter the Managers might pofliblf 
endeavour to extend the applLcatioo 
of it. 

The Lord Chancellor confidcred the 
letter which the Hon. Manager had 
produced, as applicable to the objedt 
fur which he had produced it. It would 
be the bufinefs of the Couri to fee that, 
as no evidence fhoulii be rejefted that 
w'as applicable to a part of the Charge# 
fo no evidence ftiould be extended to 
any thing to which it was not appli- 
cable. 

If a Charge was {o generally worded 
that a defendant could not, in the na- 
ture of things, make a defence againft 
it, it was the duty of the Court not to 
fiiffcr any evidence to be given jn fup- 
port of it. And this for two very fiib-. 
ftantial reafoiis--One, that it wab im- 
pollible that any defendant ftiould be 
prepared or able to make a defence 
againft a Charge that did not contain 
fpccific allegations. 

Tiie other, that the Court could not 
pronounce any judgment, when no 
crime fpecific ally charged. 

The Manag' rs appeared to be tho- 
roughly of bis Lordlhip's opinion.— 
The Icticr was read without further 
oppofition. 

Mr. Anftruther then reminded their 
Lordihips, that Mr. Haftings, in one 
of his letters already in evidence, 
fpeaking of the prefent of ten lacks of 
rupees, ioo,oool. fterling, received by 
him at Chiinar from the Nabob of Oude, 
afligiied as a reafon for not having dif- 
cloled the receipt of it much fooner, 
that the Prefent l^d been made to him 
in bills on Goopal Dofs ; that this man 
was certainly a very great banker, but 
at the time Mr Haftings received the 
bills, Goopal Dofs was a prifoner to 
Cheyt Sing; and therefore as he did 
not know at the time that he ever 
ihould get any thing for tbefe bills, he 
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did not think it neccfniry to fiy any 
thing about them to the Court of Di- 
TtOenrs. 

Mr. Anftruther Taid, he would pro- 
duce evidence that this account was 
falfej and that at the very moment 
when, according to Mr. Haftings, it was 
uncertain whether he (])ould ever pet 
any thing for thefe bilKs, he had actually 
difeounted by far the greateft part of 
them, and abfolutcly received in cafti 
94,oool. (lerling> fo that at the time 
there remained only 6000I. of the 
whole Turn unpaid. 

Mr. Anftruiher proved this by a 
clerk and fume hooks from the India- 
Houle. — and here the evidence relied 
for this clay. 

The Lords rofe at half part four 
o^cIock, and acyonrned to Tuefday the 
23d. 

Fifty-Sf.viinth Day. 

Tuesday, Feb. 23. 

This day Mr. Auftnither Informed 
the Lords, that he was going to lay 
before them in evidence the opinion 
which Mr. Haftings himfelf had given 
in Council, and tr^nfinitted by him to 
the Court of Diic£lors, refpet^ing the 
management of the revenue in Bengal 5 
his departure afterwards from that opi- 
nion, and the ed.iblinimciit, under his 
own inHuence and (l;r,£lIon, of a Re- 
venue Board upon principles which, 
according to his former c pinion, muft 
necedarily be irjiir'oris fo the levcnue, 
to the people of Bengdl, and to the 
Company's intereft. 

Mr. Anftruthcr further fjfd, this evi- 
dence would fliew that it was from 
corrupt motives, and for corrupt pur- 
pofes, that Mr. llaftincs h id .it Uft efta- 
olilhed th.it very adnilinllration which 
he had reprefented to the Couit of Di- 
re.Mors as preipiant with every fpecies 
of mifehief, as well to the Company 
as to the unfortunate natives of Ben- 
gal. 

Mr. Law ohjcfled to the evidence as 
[nadmifTible, becaiife it was to piove a 
fatSl which did not appear to be cri- 
minal. It w«».s not a crime in any man 
to entertain different opinions at diffc- 
rent times- He mignt, without the 
IVnallcft ground for an impeachment of 
bis integrity, think to-day that a thing 
was improper, and to-morrow fee no 
impropriety in it. To change the mode 
of managing the revenue was not a cri- 
minal aS f and if he were to atfxnit^ 


without giving the Managers the trou- 
ble of proving it, that Mr. Haftings had 
changed the mode of colle^ling and ma- 
if^ging the revenue, their Lordihipa 
could pronounce no judgment upon 
him for it, becaufe it was not r-v crimi- 
nal a£l.' 

Gentlemen might fay that a thing 
was done corruptly and <Loickedly ; but if 
the thing done was not in itfelf a crimcr, 
a harili epithet could not make it oncr 
nor could their Lordihips take any 
cognizance of it. 

It was the common pra^ice of the 
law, in all informations for libels, to Hate 
th.it the defendant had falfcly, luicked^ 
iy^ and malhioujly faid or done fuch a 
thing. But if the thing faid or done 
was not in itfelf libellous, the Court 
would difregard thole harlhexpreflions, 
and give judgment in favour of the de- 
fendant. 

This appeared to be the cafe in the 
caiife of the King againft Stratton a.-J 
others for the imprifonmeut of Loid 
Pigot. The information Baled that 
the defendants had imprifoned ' his 
Lord Blip with an intent to fclze the 
goverumcMit. But this charge relative 
to the intent, of ^hich no evidence 
was given, and which had been put 
into the information only for the pur- 
pofe of making the of imprifoning 
Lord Pigot appear more heinous, be- 
ing difmilTei*, the cafe, Brippedof the 
faife colouring, amounted to no morc^ 
than an a£l of faife imprifonment. 

It was fo in the prefent cafe. The 
Hon. Manager charged Mr. HaBings 
with having ivtckcdly and arruptly 
altered the mode of managing the re- 
venue in Ben*;al. Let the words <ivick* 
edly and corruptly be taken away, 
there would remain the bare alfertion 
that Mr. HaBings had changed the 
inode of managing the revenue } which 
afflrtion, however true, contained not, 
in point of fa^, a charge of guilt : but, 
evtn if it did, it was a charge brought 
only by the Hon. Manager, and was 
not to be found in the charges exhi- 
bited by the Houfe of Commons ; and 
confequently his client was not bound 
to give any anfwcr to it. 

Mr. AnBruther exprefTed a wifli that 
the learned Counfel had read the charges 
before^ he had ventured to fay what 
they did or did not contain. He faidr 
if he would look Irto th e 7th ar ticle of 
the prefent charge, he woulffTlnd that 
the Houfe of Commons roundly and 
explicitly charged Mr. HaBings with 

haYing 
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fiaving been induced hr Irihes to make 
a change in the mode of collecting the 
tevenue — that wherever the change was 
introduced; it was attended with*a 
bribe — and that every native to whom 
he had given an employment in the ma- 
nagement of the revenue} owed hisap* 
pointment to a bribe. If this was not 
criminal conduCl in Mr- Haftings, the 
Very effence of crimes muft have been 
^ changed. 

When the learned Counfel argued 
that the allegations contained not a 
charge of guilt that could give their 
Lordihips a jurifdiClion in the cafe, he 
feemed to have forgot the (ituation of 
his client ; for he argued juft as if his 
client had been conviClcd, and he, as 
his Coiinfeli was pleading In arreft of 
judgment. 

• The Lord Chancellor caufed the 7th 
article of the Charge to be read ; and 
then agreeing in opinion with Mr. An- 
Urutlicr, he overruled the objection 
made by Mr. Law. 

The evidence was then read, and 
was not ended till five o'clock, when 
tiieir Lordihips adjourned. 

FiFTY-EicThTH Day. 
Thursday, Feb. 45. 

Mr. Anftruther opened the bufinefs 
«f the day, by informing their Lord- 
Aiips that he intended to produce evi- 
dence to ihew that the new arrangement 
made by Mr. Haftings in the revenue 
department had prodigioiiily cncreafed 
the expciicc of management. — He then 
called Mr. Wright of the Eaft India 
Company's Accountant's Office. 

From the evidence given by this wit- 
nefs, it appeared that the cxpcnce at< 
tending the management of the reve- 
nue amounted in 1771 -a, under the old 
iyftem, to 41 lacks of rupees— in 1781, 
to 56 lacks ; and that atlaft, under the 
new fyftem introduced by Mr. Haftings, 
it exceeded 73 lacks* 

^ Hence their Lordihips might eaiily 
infer, Mr. Anftruther obferved, whe- 
ther the change of fyftem which was 
part of the prefent charge againft Mr. 
Haftings, could poffibly have for its 
object the benefit of the Company. 

He next proceeded to ihew the cha- 
vaCter of Gunga Govin Sing, whom 
Mr. Haftings had appointed Denuun of 
iiengal, and in whot»',hande the mcm- 
Wrs of tinr'riVCirlBoard of Revenue 
. could be conlidered only as tools. 

From the Company's books he prov- 
’ Part HI. 


cd, that not only this mah bore a very 
b«id character, but that Mr. Haftings 
knew it vlrell at th^ time he gave him 
the appointment. 

He proved alfo, that on account of 
the appointment of fo improper a per- 
fon to fo important a (ituation, Mr. 
Haftings had beencenfured by the Court 
of Directors 4 

Mr. Anftruther was next proceeding 
to produce evidence, to ihew that Kel- 
leram, to whom, in conjunction with 
Cullenam Sing, Mr. Haftings had given 
the Colledtorlhip of Bahar^ and from 
t^hom he had received four lacks "of 
rupees, or 40,000!. fterling, the price 
of fuch appointment, was the .ir.0% 
unfit perfon in the world for the office 
to which he was appointed. 

Mr. Law here interrupted the Hon. 
Manager, and objected to the evidence 
which he was going to produce. The 
ground of his objection was, that the 
unfitnefs of Kelleram for the place to 
which he had been appointed, formed 
no part of the charge brought by the 
Moufe of Commons againft Mr. H^ft- 
ings. The Hon. Manager, he faid, was 
at liberty to prove the appointment of 
Kelleram, and the Prefent given by him 
to Mr. Haftings, for thefe tw'o points 
were in charge againft his client ; but 
the unfitnefs of Kelleram for the place 
formed no part whatever of the charge. 

Mr. Anftruther infifted that the un- 
fitnefs of Kelleram did form a part of 
the charge ; for their Lordffiips would 
fee that the concluding article of the 
charge dated, that through the whole 
bufinefs Mr. Haftings had aCled from 
corrupt motives. Now one of the belt 
proofs of a corrupt motive was, tfic 
employment of a bankrupt, and mga 
of bad character, to an important de- 
partment in the Revenue ; and when 
to this it was added, that fuch a perfon 
fo appointed had given a bribe of 
40,0001* for the place, no doubt could 
be entertained of the corruption of 
him who had appointed fuch a man. 
The character of Kelleram would go 
the whole length of determining whe-^ 
ther Mr. Haftings, in en^ploying him, 
bad, or had not, aCted from corrupt 
motives : and therefore the Managers 
ought to be at liScrty, in proving that 
the motives w^ere corrupt, to give in* 
evidence the character of Kelleram# 
which would be found to be fuch as 
ihould have excluded him from any 
place of truft. 

Mr- Burke confidered the objection 
Q AarteA 
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by die leimed Counfcl at un* 
Enable. If it were admittedy it would 
pjtii the Managers in a iituation the moft 
awkward. It was rounded on the fame 
principle with the deiilion made in 
another place, where ftulirtg, not • 
jfM prevailed, and which awarded the 
pound of due by virtue of the bond, 
out threatened with death the perfon 
Vrho, in taking what was thus awarded, 
ftould rpill a drop of blood. 

The Managers wanted to prove that 
fin the appointment of Kelleram Mr. 
Haftings was influenced by corrupt 
motives. It was admitted by the leat n< 
efd Counfel that this they were at liberty 
to do, becaufe it was in charge that 
bis client had a£led from fuch mo- 
tives. 

The Managers, finding that a Gover- 
nor-General not only did not appoint a 
fit man, but the mofl; uy*fit man in the 
world, to an impt^rta«u triift, they na- 
turally confiaered that the appointment 
mult have hetn *iurchafed — tlfe tlie Go- 
vernor-General would not have taken 
into the Company's ft rvice a man who 
•f all others ought to be difniliild from 
it. 

They were proceeding then to fhew 
the chamber of the man thus appoint- 
ed, when the karntd Counfcl inter- 
rupted them, and told them that they 
anight, if they conid, prove the motives 
•f Mr* Haftings to have been corrupt i 
but they muft not prove this by giving 
in evidence the character of Kelleram i 
as the unfltnefs of that man did not 
appear in fo many words to form any 
part of the charge brought by the Com- 
mons againft Mr. llaftingxS. 

This was c.illiiig for proof, and at 
the fame time withholding the means. 
The Commons never could have had it 
in contemplation to charge any man 
with an act as criminal, which, uncon- 


vent the Commons from (hewing that 
the motive which had induced Mr. 
Haftings to take tt'.is Prefent muft have 
bten corrupt, becaufc »»e would nol 
otherwife have taken from a gaol a mail 
who was equally a bankrupt in charac- 
ter and fortune, and placed him at th# 
head of the revenue of a great Conipa- 
ny,they would by implicrition admit tho 
right of the Commons to bring im* 
peachments, but at the fame time ren* ^ 
der them of no eflfeft, by preventing 
them fiom producing the evidence that 
would fupport them. 

The prifoner, he faid, had in bit an* 
fwer to this charge admitted. the fa£l 
that he had received the Prefent, but 
faid that he had taken it for the ufe 
and benefit of the Company. Tbit 
was denied by the Commons ; and up- 
on this they were at iftue with Mr. * 
Haftings. What was the ilTue between 
them ? Not the receipt of the money, 
that was charged on one fide, and ad- 
mitted on the other ; but the motive 
which induced him to take it. If, then* 
the Commons were to be debarred from 
giving evidence of this motive^ which 
from the nature of the thing could not 
be difeovered. but ftrom circumftancei, 
then they would And themfelvcs de- 
prived of the means of proving the 
iffue joined both by them and the pri- 
foncr. 

The Lords, having heard both fldes, 
withdrew to the Chamber of Parlia- 
ment, to take the objedion. They 
returned in about half an hour ; ane 
the Lord Chancellor informed the Ma- 
nagers that their Lnrdfhips had refolv- 
ed that they (the Managers) {hould be 
reftrained from giving evidence of the 
chara£ler of Kelleram ; the unfitnefs of 
that man for the ofiice to which he was 
appointed, not being in charge againft' 
the defendant. 


with any circumftancc, might Mr. Burke begged leave, with all due 
be‘ deemed not .only innocent but me- deference, to make fome few obferva- 
ritorious. There was no crime, to tions relative to the decifton whicii 
ipeak abftra^edly, in receiving a Pre- their Lordftiips had juft made : he faid, 
fciit, and therefore when the Commons that the Commons of England had, la 
charged Mr* Hiftings with receiving all ages, and in every cafe of impeach - 
one, they finely meant to fay that Ibc' ment, difclaimed all knowledge of 
which induced him to takc^ it pUadiuj(s, and had, on that very ac- 
nnde it criminal. Their Lordfhips count, ever maintained it to be their 
were bound to enquire, and the Com- right, t« have charges brought by them 
ittons to fhew, animo Mr. Haftings treated with much lefs nicety, than in- 
received this Prefent ; becaufc it was didtmenti preferred by thofc who had 
upon that point that his guilt or bis in- ftudied pUading made * 

Eocence turned* it their TbccSmmons had 

Jf then tbeir Lordft ps Ihould pre- always laid that they were not clerks^ 
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Ibut plain Ample lqymert» and as iUch 
they purfued the ends of j[u(Uce with* 
oot the niceties of fptcial pleading. 

It was clear that the Commoi^ 
iMatever might have been the toardiJlg 
oi their charge* meant to accufe Mr. 
Haftings of having taken a bribe for 
the appointment of a man to a place 
for which he was totally unfit. 

This unAtnefs they thought might be 
^ calily deduced from the manner in which 
they bad worded their charge : what 
inuft they think* then* when they fhould 
find themfelves debarred from giving 
evidence of that unBtnefs merely be* 
eaufe it was not fet forth in a technical 
manner in the charge ! The Commons 
were not bound to plead technic ally ; 
they fpokc not the language of fciencct 
but of reckon and plain fenfe \ and by 
that alone had they ever attempted to 

* bring down pumfhment on public de* 
linquents. 

lie did not mean, he faid, to fpeak 
difrcrpc»flfiilly or retrofpe^lively of “the 
decifion which their Lordftiips had juft 
made ; hut he muft fay that it would 
greatly cinbarrafs all the future pro* 
cecdings of the Managers* For ifthey 
were to be debarrejl from giving evi- 
dence of corrupt intentions, and of ag- 
gravations arifing from circumftances, 
i tio\, fpecijically Bated in the charges, it 
would be impoirible for their Lord- 
fhips to determine the amount of the 
fine which ought to be impofed upon 
the pri loner, if he lliould be con- 
victed. 

The quontu?n of fine mnft nccefTarily 
depend upon the more or Id's aggravat- 
ing circumftances of the cafe \ but if 
the Commons were to be reftrained 
from giving evidence cf ihofe circum- 
ftances, their I.ordihips muft in the 
end be embarraiVed by their own deci- 
fton. 

If a man was to take a Prefent con- 
trary to the injunftioii of law, brought 
to be punifhed ; but his punifhment 
ought to be left feverc than that of a 
"^man who fhould be convicted of hav- 
ing/oW jifftice ; yet even fuch a man 
ought not to be lo feverely punifhed as 
a perfon who had opprefTed nations* 
deftroyed the revenue of a country* 
and brought ruin upon its inhabitants. 
Bur if the accufers of the laft deferibed 
perfon were to be debarred from giving 
evidence of thofe dreadful confequcnces 
of his dilation* and ra- 

pacity, then muft his punifhment* on 

• cpnvidion of having received Prefents, 
be as gentle and as light aa that of the 
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firftdefcrihed perfon whblhoulcl merely 
have taken a Prcfen'l contrary to tjic in- 
jnrilion of a law, but without any it* 
rious confequencetieitber to any indU 
vidiial or to fociety. 

The principle on which their Lord* 
fliips had decided was unqueftionabljf 
good. It was, that no man fhould be 
called upon to defend himfelf againft 
any thing which was not in charge 
againft him, becaufe he could not be 
prepared to anfwer charges brought in- 
cidentally in the courle of a trial for 
other crimes, nor could the Court give 
any judgment upon if. 

But this principle, however gPod* did 
not apply to Mr. Haftings ; for he knew 
well, for the laft three years* that the 
bad char.ittcr of Kelleram was confi- 
dered as a proof* and urged as fuch te 
the Houfe of Commons, of his having 
been influenced by bribes, or he nevey 
would have employed fuch a man in tht 
Company’s fervice. 

Mr. Burke faid* he wiftied that before 
their Lordfhips had made the cafe oii 
which they had come to the decifion^ 
from which he apprehended muchem- 
barraflment in the Courfe of the trials 
they had called upon the Managers and 
the Counfel for the defendant, to ftate 
the cafe in their way* as was the cafi* 
in other Courts ; for from the manney 
in which their LordOiips had worded 
this 9 aufe, he doubted w’hether they 
had yet decided the main queftion be- 
tween the Managers and the learned 
Counfel. 

Mr. Burke was proceeding to fliesf 
that it appeared very clearly from th# 
hired abufe poured daily on the Mana* 
gers, that the full extent 6f what they 
meant to give in evidence againft th^ 
prifoner, wao well known to the hired 
libellers and their principals ; but Mr. 
Law reprefenting this as irrelevant, 
Mr. Burke did not proceed. 

Evidence was then produced by Mr. 
Anftruther* of the orders of the Coure 
of Directors, that the ancient Zemin- 
dars, who paid their rrnts regularly* 
Ihould not be difpoftefrcd of their 
lands* and that none fliould be let to 
any perfon in the fervice of the Com- 
pany. 

Evidence was given of the propofal 
made by Kelleram for farmfsg the re- 
venue of Bahar* in parenerfhip with 
Cullenam — of the order given by Mr. 
Haftings for bis attendance at Calcutta-^ 
for a guard of Sepoys to efcort him-** 
and, finally* of the fuccefs of bit pro* 
pofal. 

c» 



It wai*fiveo*clock by the time Mr, 
ijknftruthei* had got thus far^and then 
their Lordfhips adjourned toTnuus- 
PA.Y} April ^ 

Fjfty’Ninth Day. 

Thursday, April 22^ 

Mr. Anftrulher opened the biifincfs 
of the day, by informing their Lord- 
Ibips, that he w.is going to procted 
upon that part of the ch.irge which 
related to a icafe made by Mr. Haftings 
to Kdleram, and the bribe which 
was the ‘confideratlon that had in-*- 
duced him to make a leai'e to fucb a 
perfon* 

The proof of the receipt of four lacks of 
rupe^Si or between 40,000!. and 50,0001. 
from Kdleram, was unneccflary> as 
jVIr. Haftinps, Jn his anfwer to the 
charge, had admitted the receipt of 
that Inm from that perfotu 

ItremainoH, therefore, to determine 
whether it had been received from a 
corrupt motive, and for the pcU'ona! 
ufe of the receiver, as J:l‘e Mana- 
gers contended ; or for the Uic of 
the Company, .as Mr. Haftings alV 
ffirted. 

Mr. Anilruthrr, intending to prove 
the motive to have been corrupt, a:>d 
that the feafe granted to Kdleram waa 
the confcqucnce of a bribe cerruptiy 
received, began by proving from the 
Bengal conl'ultaiions, figneil ?jnd iranf- 
mitted by Mr. Halting?, that a 
•/«///, by which the revenues of the 
kingdom of Bahar were farmed, had 
been made to Kdleram, the perfoii 
from whom Mr. Hailing? admitted 
that he had received lucks of 1 upeesi 
the annual rent of 36 lacks, for as 
long a term as he Ibouicl puntfliially 
pay that unt ; fo that if the rent 
was always punitually paid, the leafc 
might be confidered as a Icafe for 
ever. 

Mr. Anilruther then proceeded to 
(late, that he was going to prove, 
that this leafe had been injuriinis to 
the Company ; that Kdlcr^^m h.ui not 
made good his engagements, and that 
the Company had in conftquence 
fuffered great lofs, to the amount of 
not left than ten or twelve lacks. 

Here Mr. T.aw, on behalf of the 
prifoner, objedted to the produdlion 
pf the evidence ftated by Mr. An- 
ftruthcr; And this ohjedtion took up 
tiine of the Court the rgft of^hc day. 


If we were to follow the line of 
argumenUpurfued by the three gentle* 
men who arc of Coiinfel for Mr. 
Hiiftings, and by Mr. Fox, Mr. Burke, 
and Mr. Anftruther, on the part ^ 
the Commons, w'e (hould reqnirc more 
room for our report, than the plan 
of this publication would allow.' 
We lliall therefore, with as nuiCh 
brevity as is confident with perfpicuity. 
endeavour to give our readers 
diftindl idea of the grounds and merits 
of the objedlion. 

On one hand it was argued, that 
nothing could be received in^tvidence, 
that referred to any thing nut i'pecilied 
in the charge. 

It was anfwered, that the charge 
ftated a corrupt receipt of, money 5 
and the evidence offered was calculated 
to ftievv, from a variety of circum-' 
ftances, that the leafe never would 
have been gi anted, if Mr. Haftinga 
had not been inlliienccd by a bribe* 

It was cnntendeil, that if the failure 
of Kelleram to make good his engage- 
ment by pa.’ing his lent pnnv^iually, 
had been ilunicht by the Commons to 
have been a proof of a cotrnpl inten- 
tion in Mr. that circurn- 

ftanec one.ht to have been fperitled in 
t!ie rh.oge; the evidence i)f(er<d hy 
t .c Mui.igcis would then luve been 
aclmiflible. But as the circmidUncr » 
had not been fptcified, the Managers 
were piecliided from giving any evi- 
dence rt-fpci^ling it, for tins beft of 
al) icafuns, becauf^ ii was not irt 
charge. 

Jn anfwer, it was contended, that 
X\\cju^ftuncc of the circumft;*ncc was 
in charge ; for the article ftated, that 
the grant of the Icafe was prejudicial 
and injurious to the Haft-India Com- 
pany. And it would be ufrlefs for the 
Commons to make this charge, ii 
they weic to be precluded from 
ftiewing how and to what degree the 
Icafe had been prejudicial. 

On Uie other hand, it was fald, that 
from the words of the charge, it was. 
the pnpduity of the leafe that made 
the agreement pitjadicial to the Com- 
pany. 

The Managers replied, that this 
conftru6tion of the words was not 
warranted j for the ground of ' the 
whole charge was corruption j a Icafe 
tonejUy made might turn out to 
prejudicial to th«M«U&Mp^withoi)t 
affording from that finglc circumftaticet 

the 
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tlie lead ground for a cnminal charge 
againft the deward who made it. It 
was the original corruption^ inducing 
Mr. Hallings to make a leafe, whk:h» 
it was clear from the beginning mud 
turn out to the prejudice of the 
Company, that made him criminal, 
and not merely the perpetuity of the 
leafe, which at bed could be conlidcred 
only as a circumdantial proof of cor* 

' nipt ion, and not the main ground of a 
charge. The Commons ir.hded, that 
from- the chamber of Kellcram, it 
mod have druck any man, who was as 
Well aciiuainted with it as Mr. Hadings 
was, that the bargain *tv<>ulU turn out 
to be injurious to the Company : the 
bed way to prove that propotition 
wasi to flicw that in point of fa6t it 
hud been injurious. 

The Counlel faid, the proof offered 
would, if admitted, amount to an ix~ 
tinjlon of the charge; and ^an exten- 
flon of a charge was what the law 
would not pdrnit. 

The anfw'cr was, that the proof 
offered would not at all extend the 
charge: the charge was corruption f 
—the proof would demondrate the 
coniipfion, and no more. It was.not 
therefore to extend the clunye, but to 
(hew the o 9 ^ru*vrt'i>y^ ciicuuidancc's of 
the offence, that the evidence was 
offered. The proof ih\t the Com- 
pany had lod by the leafe, was but a 
mtdiiim to fhew ihat the leafe origi- 
nated in corruption, and that what had 
Actually happened, Mr. Hadings mud 
have foreftt-ii ; but llmt the bkt»e 
S iad made him iliut his eyes againit it. 

To this It was leplicd, that if the 
rvidcncc wis calculated merely to 
aggravate the offence, ilos was not the 
ftage for fuch evidence : it would 
come in properly, when their Lord- 
ihips flioiild be about to give judgment. 

The Managers faid, it was a matter 
of indifference to them in what dage 
ot the proceedings they gave this evi- 
^ dence, provided they were affured 
that in any dage of it they dtould be 
fuffcrecl to give it. But they found, on 
a perufal of the State Trials, that 
there was no inftance of Inch a pro- 
ceeding in the ifoufe of Lords, as 
evidence received in or 

extenuation between tlie time that 
their Lordfliips declared the accufed 
. guilty, and the time when they pro* 
yiouncAl 

In anfwer to this, it was faid, that 
the Court of King's Bench, fuch 


] 

evidence was alw.iys received, before^ 
the Court paffed judgment; the 
Managers could therefore have no 
reafon for fuppofiftg, that a fimilar 
practice did not obtain in the iloufe of 
Lords. 

The Managers replied, that the 
reafon for fuch a proceerling in the 
Courts below, did not apply to the 
Houfe of Lords. In the former, the 
JuRV tried the FACT; the Court 
applied the LAW and paflVd the sen- 
tence. As matter of aggravat iou 
or EXTF nUation, applied to the dif- 
cretion of the Court, and wj:s not 
the ejfence of the fuLly it vxras rot 
fubniitted to the Jury ; but it was 
very properly fubmitted .o the Court 
after the veidifl was found, becaiife 
there it could have vi-eighr, and make 
the judgment more or lefb fevere, 
according to the aggravating or ex- 
tenuating circumftances. 

But the cafe was very differert in 
the Houfe of Lords, where their Lord- 
Ihips were Judges of the fact, .ts 
well as of the law ; and therefore the 
evidence of aggravation or extenuation 
might be given at the fame time with 
that of the faA. And it was prefumed 
that this was the ground of the 
pra^lce which prevailed in the Houfe 
of Lords, where there was no ftage 
known, at Icaft to the profecutors and 
the profecuted, between the finding 
the latter and the pafling of the 

judgment. 

It was alfo contended by the Mana- 
gers, that as a vdfdemeanor differed 
from a j'clonv in this rcfpcdl, that theie 
was no fpecific piinifliment pointrd out 
by law for the funner ^ as there was for 
the latter, fo the Court could not tell 
what judgment to pronounce, whether 
gentle or fevere, without hearing the 
circumftances of aggravation or ex- 
tenuation. The law pafled the fame 
feiitcnce on all perfons convifted of 
murder \ for inftance, though there 
ftiould appear in fome of the cafes cir- 
cumftances of infinitely Icfs barbarity 
than in others. But the law did not 
put all toifdtmcanors on a level, but 
left a diferetionary power to the 
Judges, to make the punifliment 
heavier or lighter, according to the 
different circumftances. 

It w«ia faid, that circumftances of 
aggravation or extenuation could not 
be given on the Trial, though they 
might afterwards be admitted in mi- 
tigation or aggravation of judgment. 

This 



r 14 3 


Thi« wa« denied by,the Managers to 
%e law in the Houfc of Lords, and they 
Ttferred to the trial on the impeachment 
of the Earl of MaJclesfield, to piove 
that evidence of aggravating and ex- 
tenuating circumftanccfi had been 
||iven during the trial : and that by far 
the greatell part of the evnlcm-e given 
by that noble and learned, Lord> was 
evidence of circumftaiices in extenua- 
tion- 

Thc CounfeJ f.iid, that what the 
Managets wanted to do, wai, on a 
trial for one crime, to give evidence of 
mother, which was contrary to law. 

The Managers maintained the le- 
gality of fiK-h evidence on fcvcral 
octaiions. 7 ‘!iey inftanced a late cafe 
in the Coiiir of King's Bench, the 
agai'dl Dr- Wither**, where 
evidence was given before judgment 
pafTcd, that the defendant had, fince 
his coiividliont pubMhed a fecond 
hbelt more atrdciousthan the former. 

The Counfel, one of whom had 
pleaded the caufe of Dr. Withers, 
ohferved, that it was true this fecond 
libel had been given in evidence ; but 
then it was not in the fiift inftance, but 
adduced to rebut a plea fet up by the 
defend/inti that he had corrected his 
condufl, and ccafed to be a libeller- 
The evidence of this fecond libel was 
brought to clifprovc that adertiont 
Mr. Anftruthcr ohfcrved> that the 
learned Counfel were very inaccurate 
in listing the cafe in which one of 
them had bren employed j for it fo 
happened, that the very reverfe of the 
flatctnent was true. The fecond libel was 
g'\^eain evidence, not to rebut the above 
plea, or claim to lenity, but before any 
Inch pka had been offered, and with a 
view to bring down a heavier puntfla- 
inent upon tne defendant, by flicwiiig 
that he was an incorrigible libeller. 

At four o’clock the Lords withdrew 
to Ihtir own Houfc, to take into con- 
fiiierartc.ri the objefkion that had given 
ri*'- t«i h'jng argument. 

They diti not return to Weftminftcr- 
tiali, blit feiit a mtlTige to the Hoiife 
of Commons, ftaiing, that they had 
adjourned tbcfuiihcr proceedings on 
the Trial till Tuefday next. 


Six'll ETH Day. 

TuhSDAY, April 17. 

The Petrs diil not take their feats 
this dky till two o’clock. As foon 
as the Houie was feated, and the 
Pri Toner had becR brou^t to the 
Bar^ 


The Lord Chancellor Informed the 
Managers and the Counfel for the 
Defendant, that the opinion of the 
P^ufe having been taken upon the nb« 
jedion made on Thurfday lafl^ to the 
evidence offered by the ^ Managers 
refpedting the arrears into which the 
rents had run under the adminiftratioa 
of Kelleram ; their Lordfliips had re- 
fblved, that it was not competent 
to the Managers to give in evidence 
the proof of thofe arrears, the unfitriefb 
of Kelleram not being charged in the 
article of impeachment then under 
conlideration. 

Mr. Fox, hearing this, obferved, that 
it was peculiar to the Court which he 
had then the honour of addrelling, to 
deliver its judgments, wiihout com- 
irenicating the ground.^ on which 
they were formed. In all other Courts 
the Judges dated the reafons which 
determined them to make any de- 
ciiions, and the fuilors were thereby 
inftruAed how to conduct thcmfcivcs, 
and by being informed why one par- 
ticular article of evidence was admitted, 
and another rejeflcd, they of courfe 
knew the rule by which they could 
judge, whether wlv»t they had to 
offer in evide nce was admiflible or not* 
But, the pratVice of their Lordfliips 
bemg different, the Managers were 
placed in a titnntion different from 
that of any profccutor in the courts 
below* They found the evidence 
offered by them declared to be 
inadmidible} but as they rbd not know 
why it was pronounced to he fo, 
they might at every ftep offer in evi- 
dence* what might by their Lordfliips 
be determined to be inadmiflible s if 
the decition was accompanied by the 
communication of a rule, by which 
the adiniflibilitv or inadmiflibility of 
evidence might be afeertained, this 
inconvenience would not occur. He 
hoped, therefore, that their Lordfliips 
would contrive fome means by which 
the Managers might learn the grounds 
and principles which led to their de- 
cilions, and by fo doing they would 
relit ve the Managers from very great 
embarraffenents, doubts, and un- 
certainty. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, it was 
not for him to expound the rcfolutiont 
of the Houle 1 that was properly the 
duty of the Houfe itfelf: all that he 
had to do was, in their • 

Lordfliips^ dircAions, to communicate 
their rtfolutions to the Managers and 
the Defendant* 

Ml. 
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Mr. Fox replied, that lie had hoped 
that the Houle would havrf^ dirt<5tcd 
his Lordftiip to communicate at the 
fame time the grounds of thofe refh* 
lutions ; for the Managers were really 
at a lofa how to proceed. If they 
knew why their Lordfhips had lej <^itd 
the evidence ofTcied, they would 
not offer any moje, upon which the 
motives or realbns for that rejt£lion 
^ would attach; and thereby a great 
deal of time would be faved. 

At prclcnt the Manaj^^rs w'ere re- 
duced to the necelfity the 

grounds of the decilions made by their 
Lordihips. 

In the cafe immediately under con- 
lidcratinn, many rcafons might have 
concurred to determine the Koufe to 
come to the reldhition read by the 
• learned Lord ; he would by way of 
ftatc only two. Tlu ir Lordfliips 
might have reje( 5 tcd the proffered evi- 
dence} bccatsfe they did not think that 
circumfl.uK'cs of aggravation ought to 
be admitted in evidence. Or they 
might have rcje£led it becaufe they 
did not thitik that the rent of the lands 
leafed to Kclleratn having fallen into 
frrear, w'as a circirtnllaiiLC of aggra- 
vation. Could he know which of 
. the fe two rcafons had influenced their 
Lordihips in their dccifion, he fltould 
know how to regulate the future 
proceeding on this cafe, and he could 
tell beforehand what evidence would 
be admiffible, and what not ; and 
fuch a knowledge would contribute 
very much to fhorten the duration of 
the Trial, and fave all the parties 
concerned a world of time. 

The Lord Chancellor obferved, 
that the rcfolution which he had 
cpmmunicated to the Managers Hated 
the evidcn9c of the arrear to be inad- 
niflible, becaufethc untitnefsof Kelle- 
ram for the fituation in which he was 
placed, was not in charge againil the 
defendant* 

Mr. Fox, finding that he could not 
perfiiade the HquIc to acc ompany the 
communication of its refolutions with 
the grounds on which they wpe form- 
ed, gave up the point. 

Mr* AnHruther then called Mr. 
Hudfon, of the India-Houfe, to prove 
that Mr. Raftings had farmed the 
revenue of. Bahar to Kellcram and 
Cullian ^jng, withput having taken 
any other than ' tbieir own perfonat 
fccurity. 


>5 3 

Mr. Law wanted to prove that one 
of them had a J^ghire in th;*t very 
province, worth a lack and a half of 
rupees a-year ; hut* the witncfs kntvy 
nothing of fuch a Jaghire 5 he knew 
only that one of them had an allow- 
arce of 50,000 rupees a-year out of a 
Jaghirc. 

Mr. Young was next called. He 
had been a member of th« Provincial 
Board of Revenue at Patna. He knew 
Ktlleram, and did not think that the 
referved rent upon the leafe was fo 
low, that he could have aflbrded to 
give Mr. HaHings 4o,oool. fterling bf 
way of fine for the leafe. 

[We have already informed our 
readers, that Mr. Haflings had ad-^ 
mitted the receipt of this fum, which 
he faid he had taken for the Com- 
pany's ufc.] 

He was alkcd if he had ever had any 
couverfation with Mr. II iftings on the 
fubje^t of Kcllerarn, and the Icalc 
made to him of the rtvi niics of Bahar* 
He replied, that he had had a conver- 
fatron once with Mr. Haflings on that 
fubje6I, at Calciitla. 

Mr. Anftrutherdeflrcd that hewouM 
ftatc to the Court the fuhftance of it, 
as accurately as he could. 

Mr. Young faid, that Mr. Haftings 
having informed him that he bad 
agreed, or was about to agree, to farm 
the revenue of Bahar to Ktlleram, he 
fiid he wondered that he ftiould think 
of farming it to fuch a man, for, fron 
what he knew of him, he was the laft 
perfon to whom be ought to grant • 
leafe of it: to this Mr. ilaftinga re- 
plied, that he himielf thought better 
of Kellcram. 

Here Mr. Law mterpofed, and ob- 
jected to the admiffibility of this con- 
verfacion as evidence, becaufe it was 
clear that it turned upon the vnjitnejs 
of Kelleram, which their Lordihips, 
by their laft deciiion, had declared was 
not iu charge. 

But the Lord Chancellor obferving 
that this converfation relating exprefs- 
ly to Kelleram, and to the leafe made 
to him, which it was in charge bad 
been corruptly granted, be did not fee 
how the objeAion could lie 1 Mr. Law 
thoughr proper tet waive it. 

Mr. Young then proceeded— He faid* 
that in reply to Mr, Raftings he made 
ufe of the following words, or others 
to the fame tffcft ; “ I have known 
** Kellcram live or fix years; it is from 

that 



that knowledge t have formed the 
opinion I have given of him ; jind an 
'opinion fo formed I cannot gi\c 
** up." « 

Mr. Anftruther then alked. What 
was the duty of the Dc^va>i ? Mr. 
Young laid, that the Devvan was to 
check and controul the rai nier Gt nc- 
ral of the Revenue, and pitveuL him 
from .plundering or opprciling the 
p“op!e. 

ft was aftcnvaidri proved tliat the 
OtVici- ofnewan wis ribolillitd in Baharj 
or, u'h.at wai the tame ihingi tiul it was 
ben owed on tlu Farmer General, who 
we. 'fins al'iiirdl'/ appointed to check 
and eontronl himfelf. 

Air Anfti nther atked wliat w.is the 
imprefTion which this appointment 
m:nte upon the people of the province 
at lar};e. 

Mr. Young f.dd, they heard it with 
terror and Ciiknay. 

After the rrjhrrr was given, Mr. 
T.aw ohjMfled to the qurjliu/i\ the 
witncfs, he faid, t'oiild anlwer only 
tor huufclf, not for a whole pro- 
vinre. 

Mr. Fox faid, that nothing was more 
common in a court of law, than the 
practice of giving in evidence the 
general fcnfc of V.m country or neigh- 
bourhood i and no one could more 
properly Hate what was, or had been 
the iViife of a country, than a perfon 
v.*ho had long relided in it; and had 
been in a (itwation that enabled him to 
learn the general opinion of it. 

Mr. Lav/ Handing to his obje^ion, 
fheir J^ordilvps returned to their oWii 
Hotif', and havjiig put a tjuell.oa on 
this cafe to the Judges, which they rc- 
rpured t-me to aiifwei, the Houfe 
adjourned »he further proceedings in 
the Trial to Thuifday next. 

Sixty-First Pat. 

Thursday, April ^9. 
foon as the Court was reated,aTid 
the pTilonerhid b.-en brought to the 
flar, the i.ord Liianct Dor informed the 
Manager?, that the Honfe had rc- 
Iblved that it was not competent to 
the Managers to put the quedion, 
What w'as the fcn<e or opinion of 
^ the people of the cc.untry in general, 
•* when they heaivl that the revenue 
had been farmed to Kelleram and 
Cuiliaij Sirig*' — fuch quedlon not 
being applicable to the 6th Article of 
the Charge. 


Mr* Fox took occafion, on hearing 
this decifion, again to lament that the 
Managers were put into a fiiiiation^ 
iia which no party whatever, in any 
other Court in the kingdom, whether 
as plaintiff or defendant, profccutof 
or profcciited, had ever ftood— for 
they were called upon to govern their 
condii£t by dccilioiis, the principles of 
which were wholly unknown to them* 
allth.it was communicated to them was 
the bare naked deternyi nation of their 
Lord (hips ; but the principles on which 
it was founded, and which alone could 
be rules of condiu^ to the Managers, 
the Hoiife had not condefcendtd to 
communicate; and therefore, if here- 
after the Managers (hould offer evi- 
dence which fhould appear to ihcif 
Lordfhips to be iiiadraillible, according 
to principles known to themfclvcs, 
but not communicated to the Mana- 
geis, their I.ordlhips, he hoped, uonld 
not think that the Commons were lo 
blame ; for they certainly wcuhJ not 
give the Court the trouble of deciding 
a fecond time upon any one fpeeiie 
of evidence, if they knew the grounds 
on which any decilion in one cafe Wjia 
founded, that wpuld attach upon 
another coming under the fame de-* 
ferption. 

lie begged leave alfo to obfervc,tbat 
when tlieir LordHiips came to the refo- 
lution juft communicated by the noble 
ami learned I.ord, they feemed to 
have mift.iken one point, for they 
rejefted the evidence as inapplicable ta 
the 6th Article of the Charge ; but 
it was certainly applicable to the 7th, 
which was then under conlidcration 
sl 9 well, as the 6th. 

Many more oblcrvations were made 
by Mr. Fox and Mr. Burke on this 
bead, and nearly to the lame purport* 

M'. Anftruther then refumed the 
examination of Mr. Young. He alked 
the witnefs, Whether he knew of any, 
and what effciils, that had been pro-' 
duced in the country by the appoint" 
ment of Kelleram ? 

Mr . Law obje£led to the queftion z 
be faid, this was an attempt to intro" 
duce, in A new (hape, what their 
Lordfhips had refolved to be inad- 
mifliblc as evidence. The cfTefts of. 
the appointment, whatever they might 
be, were not fpecified in the charge, 
and therefore the Managers could not. 
give them in evirirTWM*,- ^ 

rhis produced a long argument, in 
w*iich the objedtiiiin was ftrongly 

epmbastd 
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Comnateil by Mf. tcx, Mr.Burkf, and 
Mr. Wyndhiun. 

They contended that they were en- 
titled lo^ive in evidence every circum- 
itaiice that could m .my dci^iee clnbhlh 
a proof of guilt, or llicw us enormity 
and aggravation. Tli,it in forne caicb 
it was by cirrumftanccs only, that an 
aft in itftif harmlcfs or inilifTcreiit 
became criminal. — 'riie bare abolition 
of one Board of Revenue? and the 
eftabliduricnt of another, were not in 
themfdvcb crifninal afts; bvit if it 
iliould .appear .that they been done 
from corrupt motlvrs, and in conle- 
qucnce of a bribe, then they might 
truly be faid to ne c* irninal *. hut the 
crime could be proved only by evi- 
dence of tliofe Lii ciimllances, from 
which corrupt monves could and 
ought to be inltrrcd ; this would 
appear flrikiiigly m <\ cafe of homicide* 
If evidence of \Vas Ihut out, 

and none leceivcd but that of the bare 
sft of Jliyin^y then might a man he 
put to death for a honucide not only 
not malicious, but ablblutely jufti- 
ftablc. 

In fome cafes, .guilt might be in- 
ferred fiom tvvoafts, neithch of which, 
taken feparately, could be coufidered 
ns involving ginlt. — To appoint a man 
ti judge> was not a crime } — to re- 
ceive a prefent was not a crime : but 
if, by any circumftancesj thefe two 
a£ls could be coupled together, and it 
could be made to appear that one was 
the caiifc of the other, then the ap- 
pointment, which in itfclf appeared to 
be innocent, mull be coolidered as 
criminal, by being conlidered as the 
fcfieft of a bribe. The corruption^ 
then, was what conftitiucd the crime ; 
but how could it be proved, if the 
evidence of Ihofe circumftances was 
to be Ihut out, by which alone two 
afts, in thernftrlves innocent when 
viewed lingly, couldjon being coupled, 
be deemed criminal i 

After the M.inagers had argued long 
and .ibly on the fubjeft, they f.iid they 
would not give the Jloufe the trouble 
of leaving the Hall to debate upon 
this queflion, if they could find that 
the'rLordfhips coufidered it as already 
decided. 

Loid Stanhope, adverting to what 
•Mr. had fald at the outfet, f.iid, 
that trie' principles oh which the de- 
tiiions «f their Lordfhips were found- 
ed, m-ght, in bis opinion, be collefted 
from the iratinvr in which thofe d«- 
Part hi* 
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cifions W'cre commiiniratifd^ One of 
them fl.4ted tliat no evidence Wris to be 
admitted of the uftfitiufd of Ktlltram i 
but It did hot ft«>p there, it went 
further, and dated the reafon, namely, 
the unfitnefs of Kdieram not being 
chaiged. 

The laft dteifion determined, that 
ho evidence of the opiruou of the 
people rei‘pc6l:ing the appointment of 
Keiieram (liould be received $ and the 
leafcn was immtdi.itely fuhjoined,— 
becaufe it was not applicable to the 
6tli Article of Charge. 

Thid produced lome further obfer- 
vations horn the Man agers ; but, 
colkttmg from lome appearances that 
the fciife of the Houle wis •'gaind the 
quedion rcfpei^ling tl.e dT fts of Kelle- 
rain's appointmtiU, the xManagers gave 
it up. 

Mr. Andiuthcr (hen proceeded to 
ex.nn’ne Mr. Young lelative to Gunga 
Govind Sing, wlu), on the fiipprelfion 
ot the Provincial Committees of Re- 
venue, was by Mr. Hailiugs conOitiitcd 
Dewaii to the General Board of Re- 
venue, with a junfcliftion that ex- 
tended to every part of the Revenue 
of Bcngril. 

From the evidence of Mr. Young, 
it appeared that (TUnga Govind Sing 
was confidcred, both by the natives 
and Kuropeans, as a man of very 
BAt) CH AKACTER ; that his office of 
I>ewan gave him great power and 
authority over the people; that from 
the conditution of the \iew Board of 
Revenue, both the Dewan and ibc 
Board were more immediately depen- 
dant upon the Governor (Central, than 
upon the Governor and Council; 
and that the Dtwan had abundantly 
the meariB of harraffing and oppteffing 
the people. 

Mr. Andriithcr having defired that 
Mr. Young would date whether the 
country had or had not been oppreffed 
by Gunga Govind Sing, Mr, Law 
inttrpofed, and laid, that no evidence 
ot afts of .>ppreffion ought to be ad- 
mitted, heOauie oppreffion was not 
charged in the Article. It was true, 
indeed; that at the end of it the 
Commons had fald, ** to the great 

oppreffion and injury of the faid 
“ people but thefe words muft be 
crmiidered as inferences of lazvt and noc 
fubftanti^e charges^ and prectf ly lu the 
nature of th«lc words in indidments, 

contrary to the Peace of our Lord 
** the King, bis Crown, and Dignity.'* 
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No evidence bad cveV been admitted 
in any Court in fupport of rhefe words, 
which were inferences of Uw ; nor 
ought any evidence* to be ad nutted in 
fupport of tl’c general wotdi-, “ to 
“ the oppreHlon and injury of the 

people,” which* l.kc the others, 
were only inferences of law. 

This produced another long argu- 
ment. 

Mr. Burke infifted the words 
meant to chi'- e ih:'hr,iriw . (fts ot 
oppredion ; in- i.diciucci the a:t r.'pt of 
the Ccuniel lo met imo’. pM'ir U em 
into mc'V // ff’rttK •/ — 'I’o t:e a 

father and i -n to}.:eti.v:, .in 1 n.uii'je 
tiu-m Ciiiclly, was an ^ 'fc? '-.'ce of Ljil. 
— To force people's iror.ey Irom them 
by torture.', oi e‘Vcry kin«i, was an 
i}if‘rt'y>cp of lrr,u - — To do the meft 
lav-MiZe aclb, wa* .ui cj Lt'zu* 

Mr. Fox conieiiUi :1 that ih».re wms 
H u analogy between Ihe words in li'C 
charge frating the ininries and oppre*'- 
fions fuicamed by the native-^, and tl.c 
words, “ contrary to the King’s peace, 
** his Crown, an.’ Dignity.*’ — If no 
evidence hwd tvwr been admitted to 
prove that an ai't was contrary to tl e 
Peace* Crown, and Dignity of the 
King, it W'b hccaulc tiu aiit ititif 
implied it; in a charge of treafon, 
murder, or any fpecics of ftlony, 
it was icl’rlcicnt to prove the fi6i of 
troafon or felony, for it followed of 
courfc, that if the act had ever taken 
place* it V, .IS in its nature con rary to 
the Peace, Crown, and Dignity of the 
King. 

But wdien tiie appointment of Gunga 
Govind Sing was proved, the proof of 
the appointment could not be a proof 
the oppi vdions ; becaufe, legally 
fpeafiSng, oppreflion could not be in- 
ferred frona a mere appointnicni, 

i'dr. Vox then viewed the ebjeftion 
in another li^p.t. He contended, 
that the Conimonr, of Great Britiru 
were not, according to the ufages of 
tire High Court of Parli-^ment, bound 
to ftate their charges with the fame 
precifion, to which fpecial pleaders 
were bound in the Courts below ; the 
Commons were, in the language of 
the conrtitution of Parliament, plain 
^nUiUred laymen^ and not bound by 
iforms of which the conftitution con- 
fidered them as wholly ignorant : and 
he contended that be fpake found law, 
wiien he maintained that a wane of 
form which would vitiate an in- 
4iCmexit in the Courts below, could 
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not be pknded In the High Court o( 
Psrilamrtii, either in b*r to an im- 
pt'ai hiiu'nt, or to fluit out any evi- 
d#n. e offtiei^ by the Commons in 
JupD<‘rt ot tluir charge. 

He f' pp. rtr il h s opinion by the aa- 
thoiuy oi Sir Robert Walpolf, and the 
Att ■tni.y G ueral Noithey, who 
main* ‘intd the fame, when as Mana- 
c^ers th' y condiidtid the profeciition of 
Loril VViiiton. ^ 

1' e charce f'ntiip by the Commons 
on tlMt oi'tafion did not ftt forth 
r/-’ the treafon of which that 
not.le LuVd was accufed had been 
comm itcd Such an omiflioh would 
have pn ved fatal to an indi£lment in 
the Comts below ; and the Connfel 
for Lord VVinton endr.ivoiirrd to avail 
themftlves of it in arreft of judgment: 
Sir Robert Walpole, who, wh^tever 
people might think of him as a Mint- 
Ifer. was allowed even by his enemies 
to be extii rrely well verfed in the law 
OF Par LI AMI- NT, rtlillcd the motion 
in arrclt of judgment, as did alfo his 
fellow Manager Nortbey, the then 
Attoiney General (whole arguments 
on this pent Mr. Vox read from the 
State Trials), on Hiis precifc ground, 
that the Commons of Crreat Britain 
were not bound lo be fpccial pleaders ; 
and that fubflantial uiitice was not to 
be evaded, merely becanfe they were 
not verfed in all technical exprefliijns 
and forms of law. 

On that occahon the lioufe of Lords 
took the opinion of the Judges, and, 
though it appeared to be in favour of 
the arreft oi judgment, the Hoiifc de- 
cided in favour of the doffrmc 
maintained by Sir Robert Walpole, 
and refilled to arr« ft the judgment. 
This cafe, Mr. Fox obferved, was the 
ftronger, as the judgment to be pafled 
upon Lord Winton, and which actually 
did pafs, was a Judgment'af dlath* 

The three CownlcI for Mr. Haftingc 
fupported the objedion feriatimi and 
Mr. Fox replied to them. 

A (lueilion was then taken down by 
the Lord Chancellor upon this objec- 
tion for the dedlionof the Houle; and 
the Lords adjoumed the Court, 
it being then a quarter before ftx 
o'clock. 


Sixty Second Day* 
Tuesday, May 4. ^ 

This day, the Court being feated, 
and the pnloner appearing at the Bar, 
the Lord Chancellor reported to the 
Manager* 



t '9 J 


anJ Connfcl. for the 
pri'ni) r, M.e opinion of t i* HmiIc on 
thr opi ‘ .)ii put to Mr. Yoiuig %n 
\ h(l, \i7.. ‘‘ WKfther the 

opp cHifns re*t » v th*' p-oD*e ut-re 
>irt «ter Uird* t*’f r }} rj of 
“ Rc V niie vy Mr. H'UtmgSy 

or r tht o.-: ont 
The Lord Ch ui-.ellor infnrmeH the 
f parties roiuerned, th -t th r Lord- 
ftiip' had refoivi-d tr;it it was »ol 
competent to the Managers to put this 
qucfi< m. • 

Mr. Hurke, upon this, ohO rved, that 
he mu(V fuhmit to their Lor-tlhips' 
decifion, but be never coulii aiquicjce 
in it. 

He defired that Mr. Young Oiould 
be again called} and the W'itnels 
appearing, Mr. Burke defired that he 
might bo ;.lk-d, whether he had heard 
that any money had been given by 
Keller . ni and Cuilean Sing to Mr. 
llaftiiigs- 

Mr. Law obj (fted to the queftion ; 
he laid that lu^arfity evidence could not 
be admitted iigunlt hib client. 

Mr. Burke inllfied that it could ; 
and n it was nectiTryj he would ftate 
his reafons iii proof of this pofition. 

Mr. Liw defired that he would ftate 
how the evidence would apply, before 
tlie vvitncfs fliould give an anfwcr to the 
qiKftion, 

Mr. Burke faid, that, finding new 
principles of law laid down, which 
ill bis opinion lendcd to overturn the 
cfiabliflied rules of jufticc, he would 
make a (land where he then wis, in 
tavour of thofe rules, and refufe to do 
what the learned Gentleman required. 

The rules of evidence did not oblige 
him, before he brought forwaid any 
piece of evidence, to fliew how it 
would apply } and if he had hitherto 
done this, it was not hecaufe he was 
bound to do it, hut becaufc he v ilhed 
that the Court might be fully aoprisjied 
* before -hand of the nature and ten- 
dency of every article of evidence: 
he would not, however, purfue that 
line of proceeding, if he was told by 
the Counfel that he muji puriue it. 

In the part of the Charge upon 
which he then was, hearjay evidence 
was of the utmoft importance, becaulc 
it (hould be made to appear, that no 
•knowledge of the receipt of many 
huge I'luns of money, by Mr. Haftings, 
ever could have been acquired, if it 
lud act beeu for rumours aod hearfaya* 


The rnmonv?, which he^an to grow 
grncral, that Haftlnga had received 
pnvatciy and conauptly many large 
fums, ^ad bad fuch an efte<^t upon 
M.. Haft.ngs, that he then difciided 
ihr receipt of thofe fums, which, hsd it 
not been for thete reports, he wou'd 
hav* kept for his own private ufc. 
By ihcl'c rumours, therefore, it was 
that t» efe comealed fums had been 
brought to hgbt ; and therefore thefe 
riiniouts, well proved, became good 
and eg 1 evidence. 

Mr L^w faid, that no proof could be 
adduced that ary lum of money had 
been coiicc-iled by Mr. Haftimrs, as 
Inch conoealrut'iit torired no part of the 
C* iiye agaiiiit him. 

Mr. i^urke with fome warmth re- 
plied, that thefe- objti9:ions ft^ould 
av.iil the lc''.rned Counfel nothing ; 
for he would not give up his point* 
bur, like Lieut. Riou, he would ftick 
to his c ule while he had a finyle planli' 
to fupport him. He contended, that 
coi ceahnent wa.a in charce agninft 
Mr. Haftings j and that though hia 
Counftl thought proper to dtny it 
then, he had not thought of denying it 
whc.i he drew up his client’s anfwers 
to the different charges; for in hia 
anfo/er to the prefent charge, he ad- 
mitted that conceabnent Was in charge, 
and he denied that" he had concealed 
any lum or fums of money. Upon 
this the ATanagers and the prifoner 
had joined ilfuc ; but now the learned 
Counfel would tiiiavow what he had 
admitted 111 his pleadings. 

Mr. Law replied, that it was of no 
confrqueuce wh.'U he had or had not 
admitted in hi-s anfwers. All that he 
had to confidcr was, \vl4at was in charge 
agninll his cl.ent. 

The concealment of fums of money 
certainly was not in charge; it was 
to be found only in the concluding 
fvv. ping claufe of the article, in that 
place where it mult be confidcred as 
an inference of law, and not as a 
matici of charge. 

^r. Fox confidcred the evidence of 
rumours as ftriclly legal and admiffible 
in the prefi nt cafe. It was evident that 
the defendant was charged; with the 
corrupt ireeipt of ftveral films of 
money. — There could not he a better 
p flible proof of lorruption in the re- 
ceipt, than the concealment of the fums 
received : and if the difcovci y of the 
receipt was made afur the rumours 
D z 



began to fprc;ul, anti not hr- fore, the ru- 
mours ouj^lit to be the more ♦'cadily 
ad'll Ttrd in evidence, as the diCcovcry 
muft be conlidi redlis the conlc'^ir nee 
or tffsrtl of Ihefe verv rum iirs. And 
therefore, I h«Hi.:h the iVl \ri.i»Ter5 fliould 
not have charp d the Delendani with 
having courealed mnney, fiid prt>ot{» 
of the roncealrneni might and ought 
to be .admitted, b^caufc the concrul- 
rnent was of I'f..!! evidei.ee td the 
ftrong 11 kind tint llo fums coiucaltd 
had i) m comu-tiy rec ived ; and the 
coiriinl leceipt wab uiiqiitdionably in 
fchTVj^e. 

Mr. Law fa id, that In ih's point of 
view ruiriour? might bi come « vid^nct. 

Tne qiiellion vv.n then put n this 
XV iy. — The dates Cif M* - Il .lhngs’s 
letter, for ii was v rirten at diflc.-ent 
peri<uls, in which Ik d'li li'fcd t'-e re- 
ceipt of inof - uin'S, h u’lng betn Ifattd 
tv) the wlnelij, ht; wa- afiCcd.j whrther, 
prior to sny of thclV dstos-, he had 
heard iiiinoim tr ai Mv - H dliny*. had 
received linns of money fiom K^llcram 
and Cuilean S.ng 

His anfwer v that he had heard 
rumours to th.d tfferf, pr’or to -^ny of 
the dues that nad beer, miuponed to 
him; and the rumours were vciy gc- 
Der d. 

H'- was aikt'd 'm a crofs-exair. n'tion, 
by Mr. Ploim-r, of Coiink-1 for Mr. 

Avhccl'.er he had not ou a 
forniir o.-cano’: fnd, t''at he roiid-irn- 
ed the tlf ii’sliilpru.nt ol the ^>tw Reve- 
nue ]>oa'd by Mr, K Intnu'e 't 

was injaruuio to ii s owe. pr vite in- 
tereft- lie anrwtu-d, that he con- 
demned it ie.tfi as ui ''. lous to his ov/n 
private 'n ereif, ai.vl to tiiat of the Lalt 
Xinlia Company. 

>lr. David An 'erfon was next rail- 
ed. We f.i.d he h-id been appomted 
Pr fident of the Ni w J^cvenue BnartI 
eftablilhed by Mr. lldbngs; th it in 
the rpace of two years he had not at- 
tended the Hoard, nr diichuped the 
duties of PiefidMit for more than fix 
weeks or two n onrh^, raving been em- 
ployed by .Mi. Hillings in o»htr quar- 
ters; b.it ikit -111 in- the whole time, 
he h^d received ms f^^laiy juft as if he 
had done tlie ■ utics of i js i>f5ee. He 
had heard of leports, which were 
prcuy gemr l tlirqiigh the country, 
that 4 fum of money h d been received 
by Mr. W illing < from Iv»-lleram and 
Ciolean Smg ; aiivi he at laft thought 
Jr prop '■ ^ ' '>*t' tion thofe rrport.> to 
fhat Gentleman I and, notiviibftandiug 


his intimacy with him, It was with 
fome cmkarrafTmcnt that he aclually 
informed him that rumours of this na? 
ture were in circulation. — Mr. H*ft- 
iug.s faid to him in aniwer, “ Give 
yoiirfelf no trouble about thofe things ^ 
lor whatever lums I may have receiv- 
ed, T h<ive accounted for them with 
the (.’ompany 

Mr. Andtrfon being afked if the 
whole of the landed rcvtine of Bengal 
had lu't been iiudtr the controul orju- 
rili'iift on of the Bo^^rd ri Revenue, of 
which be was PitluUnt, anlwcred in 
the affirm. itive. He w.*8, then alked, 
whitlur if any fum h-‘d ;.cen re. • ivcd 
as 1 ‘tided revenue toi the ide ot the 
Coirp-iiiy, it ought not to have p’.fi'ed 
through the haml^ ol tht C'omniillion- 
eivS of the H. venue. Hr. au!w'.r vsas 
in the ^fliriTiat.vt — He w.h t! tu rdk< (1 
if the Boaid had cv'.,r iiceivcii .luy in- 
tim.ition of the rei i q.t of a larj^e lur.i 
of money, paid b\ K- Ilciaui and ('ul- 
lean Si'^g, winch was nut a part of the 
fum which they were boinid hy ihtir 
Jeafr to pay annualiv ? He aiiiwer^d 
this quellioM in the rej aove. He en- 
deav<*>uitd ht iv- to tdahhih a diliiuc^ion 
betwvefi ii\*tuue, whicli nuift 

be known to tl.f Revenue Board, and 
a h'evaU o venpe, of which the Board 
mighi know nothing, at d which ru'glit 
bt known only to I'.t* pa«ty paying, 
and to the (sovtrnoi and Ci)un''iK 

He Wris rh'.n alk«d, m conlrquence 
ot tli.s tblliaftion, whether it was pof^ 
uhle for lum to fi the public revenue 
that the faruK r w.4S to pay Hniuially, 
if he was uuat quainted with the pri- 
vate irvcniie, wiuch by a private agi ce- 
ment unknown to the Board, and 
know’n only to the Governor and 
Council, the farmer w. is to piy. He 
acknowledged that it was not poflilde. 
He wMs afked whether, ’f unat quaint- 
ed with the cireumftance of the tarm- 
cr's bc-ng bound to pay a rent fnivatc* 
ly% over and above wdiat he was to pay 
pub'tclj, the Board could dt mand the 
ictl value of the land, withput ruining 
the farmer. 

T he T.ord Chancellor faid, it was un- 
nectff ry to put this quidion, for it 
cicaily .anlwcred it ft If. 

1 he Managers in opening the charges 
had fa>d, th,it Mr. Haftings did not 
trnft even hia n'oft contidcniial friends 
with the knowledge of his having re- 
ceived bribes; and that if he trufted 
fome of them^ he took care not to let 
any ppe of them know ail that was to 

he 



[ 21 3 


be known on that head : he truflcd 
fonie With one fecrtt rehtiveto his re- 
ceipt ot moi)e>', and others with 
others. • 

To prove this, the Managers afked 
Mr. Anih'iloii, it lie was in the c.^nfi- 
denev of Mr. II wlien he was in 

India? His aiilwerwis, that he Iml 
reafiin t > believe lit gieatly in his 
confidence. 

At'Ur this they him, if Mr. 

JI lutings h id lold Ipm he had re, 
ceived a film ot money tro:r. NGhkitrcn? 
He aiilwtyed in llie 

He was alkc \ ir Mr. llaftings had 
toKi liiin that t'C h-ul uevived a fum of 
^8,000 rupees trorri Nundu Lull ? An- 
Iwe-ed in the negaMtc. 

Whether Iv^ hid told him tint lie 
bad veceiviid ico.ooo*. trom theV;7/.tr 
Iv'abob of Oiidc.— l'hij< <iiic(lion was 
al.'o anfwtied in the negative. l‘he 
witntl's adir!ittt<l that he was at Clui- 
liar when this l. rce Inm was given, but 
lli’l Mr, Hafiinys liad not given him 
;inv inlirnalK'n o*- it, ttiough he was lb 
nineh in h.?, c>.ulidc'ice, and was Pre* 
fideril of the Revenue 13 oard. 

'I'lie wilnefi hati heaul from report 
of the lecMpc of tlielc vane. us funis, 
^md that IIk fum given by NobkiflTen 
amouioed to four lacks of rupees (con- 
fider.ibty above 40,000!.) 

Hefaid he bt'licvtd Mr. Hidings had 
mafic Mr. Cmlts, v^lio was a Mend^cr 
of the Rcvtnuf' Board, a- qu i-nted with 
the receipt oftbok- fevera! Tim s, l!»oupli 
be had kepi them bom the know'kdge 
o! the will efs. 

VV’‘itli the tximinatlon of Mr. An- 
dcrlon the burjnel's clokd for this day. 
The Lords adjourned at five o’clock. 

SixtY'Thif D Day. 

Teas DAY, May |i. 

Mr. D- Aiiilcifon was again called, 
and uiidirwei't a long examination, 
condii.“ted bv Mr. L^w, one of the 
Defendant's Couiifel. 

* Having been alkcd by the Counfel, 
what was, ill his fipinion, the general 
cliaraikrof Gunga Govind Sing? the 
witnefs replied, that he conliucrcd him 
to be a man of good charaftcr s but he 
added, at the fame time, that there 
were many perfons who thought dif^^ 
fcrently of the man. 

The Couufel having examined him 
•rcfpeifli^ig the ftate of the Raft India 
Company’s affairs at the time when 
Mr. Haftings received three lacks of 
rupees from Kelkram, MivAii4crrpQ 


fftid that it w'as nnderflond that a 
forniida le corifi deracy 01 cer.eral al* 
)ian..i* of the naiivc p-iWf i *:, at that 
time, threatened fhe Lfclv ol the 
Company^ provinces, an 1 m gt i.erd 
of liie Brililb mtt'icft in India : t^iat 
the Rajah of Bcrir, a puty to this aU 
liance, t’ad Jiiitu dly ftiit an auny to 
take poll in the oidv roid throiigli 
which the Corn p-oiy’s could kI- 

vance to ti c Nuiiiie-'ii t-ircars ; i»’it 
tliiec I:ickh having ln-cii feni to ti - K •- 
jah, tii^ I jrcfs li 'd bet n t>r iwii rdf, .^n I 
the only chflacle t o lilt mart h or h e 
lint. in * .CCS beinu tiius lemoved, ii ty 
h 1(1 adv iiiCtd to the place cf their del- 
tinaii('!i. 

On bting 1 x.’.irir ed to the gene d 
C'uia.oei i.t \'i ilalings in 1'.^ i, 
and 1'iit'v.iila 'v a, i.v t|-.e op 
which w.us geiRi ad; enrert .din d ih. le 
of hi 5 > ‘•iJ Tianily .:i.d dihnri'n Jli (l.icls, 
be laid he belicvii! he i .ji'ri venture 
to fiy, with gU’.U ii nfidcine, fii.it ex- 
cept lorne fv.w iriclividuais m Ijo were 
a.hieicMUs to party. 01 h ul fidfcicd per- 
fonal dilappoiiitmert, all tf.e iiihai'jt- 
anis cf India, as wd! natives as Imi- 
rope.ans, entertain- d the higheft opt* 
nion ol Mr. H dtings, uid copfidc:' d 
him as 1 man eminenily humane and 
difiutc relied. 

On .a crofs cx-iminition by the Ma- 
nagers, Mr. Andeilbn laid he cimld 
not, of his '%vn kaox'leJget fay tfi.it the 
gentral alliance or confederacy of 
which he had juft maiic mention, had 
ever had any exdlencc in rt ^lilv ; that 
r le forevs belonging to the Knjih of 
Berir liad not cotnmi'ted .my luifiili- 
tus igain/l the l.ngiilh, except foinc 
trifling rlepreclations committed by A 
fmdl p'cd.itory party, upon whom 
their Comm.ander promiftd to excrcife 
the moll rgoroiis jullice. 

The witnefs h ix mg faicJ that the Be- 
rinorccs h<ul poficd thtmfelvcs on tlic 
only road by which an army could pafs 
on its way to the Northern Circars, the 
Manageis wiflud t--* know vxhaher he 
was In much a hddierasto be able to 
know whether this was, in point of 
fa‘l, the only road by which an army 
could advance to thole Circars: they 
thertfore afked him if he was a tnil hi- 
ry man. His anfwer w.is, ** that be 
moft certainly was not, though he had 
been two years in the militia.'* Tfiis 
high compliment to the mihtarv chai ac- 
ler of the niilitia% railed a loud laugh in 
every part of the hall. Many of the 
Fcerefles joine4 heartily in it, looking 

at 
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!*me n* th(* fuilp-’S »n 

. ^ ; ti e Cfurt, n ji) of v. . .m 

* i?rliiiii CO /'I ’ ’.r» -« ■ ft in 

• SI h€»lhl v‘' ’ ■• ' ' • ' ■‘5 " 

iDt U'ribei'fil u nt iiiury l.-n'»v\lMltc: 
by tvi’ • V ’ - ' V ii. i \»i t: , 

I'lv a “Iki,' , i‘t .'<6 not . pirti^ 
cni.li ’ ' . < ^ ifr / 1 c! 

he* n Ml )w.iys con 'c' I'lnifi'lt’ in 

ij: t. . u a 

Th rs, -n?vcit.!’iTtothf JTOod 

c*o I wi.ch t’-L V itj't'h ‘'iv^n 

til ^ivi jjLi.'* (xivind Sinj-'i 'f t 

lln.Ui; t t‘ !ri t »’ srai’-^i r of nu»n \va^ 
a ,rii o th.'t inoii^h iV IV on 

fpokc* lil f hifTi. no (Hit* h^sd v^iiilUciJ 
to ddpist*' iv' .il)ii-ti' 5 r ' 

M'. Ar. W'ii -n . , 'c did not think 
tk“* A *1 'v- ’’h ir -cur ot Gui./ i 0'‘v 
S *!.'• ’d not btlU vL ti-at every 
on »’•»! ]| nr h-m. 

C'l^'rM \v..rds copca*nin^ 

the lui 't i Oil whsih tot M’ Ip- Is 
Aftv.d ft;r opinion ot thv^ wriv i?, 
Wfre fak f. t'orn a paper (T’wn np iiy 
M?”* H ft-nps ; it w\\u the 'j of ‘he 
M 'O-igeis to Ihew that x\ii. fi ft'n /s 
And his poticulir fricn 1 Mr. Auderixiri^ 
differed wide- in tlitir upimou of 
Gong -I v'i> i Sin /. 

Thr ivlii) Si-os • u Ih d Ih'Ti to know 
whelhtr the wif t •<, i vor hcarcl of 
aiK'ther fun ot rrofey p-i’4lcly re- 
ceived by Mr. H fting-, belsJ^s the 
three lacks wfiich he had alifaoy O'tn- 
tioDed. /‘IS anfwer was, t' al he had 
po recollection of h.n”*ig heard < f any 
oth^r film fo received by Mr H ili'iius. 

Mr. Knrkc fiid io v.ould, ft>r l"e 
purpofV of rtfrelhii.jC' the memi>rv of 
thevsntiuft, read him a pafl'ige frern 
an eX'iminarion which he hac ir. der- 
gone before the CoinmiUte oi Ma- 
pagers. 

Mr.Livv obftrvedthat th’S eximlna- 
tion was not inpr nr ^ ^nd asthc Couidcl 
for the detendi -nt * ■ uJd h :ve n<» a c^f** 
to It, it wniil.f be propi r th i th- vjhole 
of *1 fiioiild be ■•--sd to the witn ; , a-i 
A partial fcleflioM fr- m st ini.^fst eT*tr.ip 
bim. 

Mr. Burke, hearing! the worri ertrapf 
took fire, and la d t . MnveyiO an iili- 
puation whii h b iioi to he borne- 
The Cort'm ns never bad burnt, .lud 
he triifted n- vtr wouii’ b ar, fu»'h lan- 
guage. It was nor pcffiole tt' t they 
could harboiii a wilh to nUrup any 
widitfs— d was impo/Ti 'le that, profe- 
enting in t* e Oebalf of then ’tion, they 
could feel f’oc refentments which 
j/^te fo n^ituial to thofe who bad fufr 


fered wrone:, wh a, fmarting under 
it, appealed oi ti>t J ^ t « i piivMtv pro- 
fi iii cs. Tfcy -A mud not thtielorc 
fifii- r the Cuiiiile‘ U. »-ll ti i-m that n 
wi lids m.ght be tntjtii'prd ■'»y them* 
Wnen a ptrft n in t »r x itlerx nt ^ rcuin- 
fiances tiom thole of the pref n* de- 
feurliMt — wiv'ii tf eiCirr sd M cles- 
fielil flood it Ihtir Luidftiips’ Bar, on 
an tmp'. schn f nt hrDC^bi by the Com- 
inonG, b V'nt-jic.i todion an txpref* 
bon wi cb f l ine ‘ to nriiiu-ite, mat 
the IMsr.agcrs vvii.’id en'eare or enirap 
A wuicib ; upon ihis all the Man igcrs 
fe'i.'lin rolL luclan d, isliai they 
‘vi/ul. not fiiHcr inch language from 
th^ iioh c -b ij, htc.iclc It could not, 
a. <1 Jh ukl n.it bv fopi.i>led, that they 
h.i>. any oi‘er in vilw ih-sn juf- 

titx' to liie dcf'-iKhud, as wtll .aa to the 
Puo'lK. Jt vv» 5 un pdhl'c j.roiiiK'.j only 
m y lb'/!)ci fo' rd M pjoferute, and 
not fiOsJi aiiv pnv.stc rr'n iv\, or 

n-ft if -.xMjt ; .iud there fo;t* Jt IhoulJ i.ot 
be iid-iui t), d rnv»y wei c cap 'hie of 
wishing to ersir .p i v/Pri. C. Wh.it the 
Comm n woi Id rr t l)^ar ttom k)yri at 
a nun a the li srl ol M,a\ lebrifUl, they 
certairly uoidd i.oc hear fiom llni 
Counfel Of M'. 13 dingo. 

?vj[i. Law cxpUi ed h'tnfclf; be fail 
hr iiid net rneaT' ri) injii'U >tt tr-at the 
Mi»iagers wift.ed to enlMp the wit- 
nefb 5 he orr'r/ merit to fay, that to 
re d a part clan ex trniiHlii n, without 
t'carling the whole, had a teiiv’cncy ro 
entrap. 

’i’hc witflefs himfelf fa’d, that he 
w'Jlml to hi' ir the paper 'Cad, with 
which t'.r ilfni. Mrinagtr \v:flied to rc- 
f/elh liH n.eiTs.-ry : it was h's duty to 
fnc.sk the ijiith, and the whole truth ; 
and if any tinrg hjd rlv ipcd his me- 
mory, which this pap- r could br.ng 
b ik to his recollediorj; he would be 
very flad to ftate it to their Loidihips. 

Tilt Managers did notprefs the lead- 
ing of this paper, .irnl Mr. Anrlerlon 
wis informed rhai >,e might withdraw. 

Peter Moore, Kiq. was the next 
witn. f^ calltd. Ue had been a Mem- 
ber of the P ov rcal Comm i; tee of 
Kevenue at Cah urta, and afterward* 
of thx Pi ovincni Committee ut Reve- 
nue at -Mooi fhedabad ; th.atwh*^n he 
was of the formirr, he had an opportu*. 
iiity ol knowing Gung.i Covind Sing, 
who was Dewm to the Committee: he 
was .1 man of a very bad cbaiadter j 
detrft; d by the Europeans, and dread- 
ed by ?he natives. The fyftem of 
Provincial Committees ef Keveiuie, 

aboliihed 
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a’ooUflied by Mr. TLiftins:«, be confi- 
dered as niucli nu)rc conJ.ucfVc to the 
due colle<"\ion of the r'vtnue, and to 
the prevention of oppr^fll^nl, than thit 
of a preneral Committee ll.itioned at 
Calcutta. IJi« reafon for entertaining 
this opinion was, that to colledl the re- 
venue, and at the fame time guard the 
people ^om the opprtflion of the 
,Firmcr-Geueral, required a diligent, 
aitciitive. local controul. That by the 
rew lyftem ictro'luced by Mr. Matt- 
ings, tills local controul was removed, 
and the people in the dijiant provinces 
became a prey to the farmers of the 
revenue, bccaufe they could neither ^ 
obtain redrefa on the fpot, or go to a 
C alcutta in I'earch of it. f 

Ounga Govind Sine;, he faid, had 
been the very reverfe of what a Dewan 
ought to have betii, and his appoint- 
ment to this office iud been attended 
witii a circurnttance pcrte<^ly utw in 
the hittory of the Company’s revenue ; 
for nis own perfonal fcciuity was all 
that was reqturcd of him for the pay- 
ment of his rents. It was a general 
inftruiflion to all the provincial Com- 
mittees of revenue, to require collate- 
ral feciirity from evOry perfon to whom 
they farmed the revenue of any dif- 
trift ; and from this inftrutflion there 
bad never been a departure, at leatt as 
far as he had ever heard, whilft thofe 
Committees were fuffired to exift! 
He faid it was a fuhjet\ of converfation 
«t every public and private table at 
C.ilciitta, that Gunga Govind Sing had 
given Mr. Mailings four lacks of ruf^ees 
for the farm of the diftri^ts which the 
Governor General had let him. 

Mr- Dallas, of Counfel for the De- 
fendant, aiked the witnefs whether he 
had not been dtfniijjcei from his feat at 
the Board of the Provincial Committee 
of Revenue at Calcutta. 

Mr. Moore faid, that as this quef- 
tion contaiiivd an infinuation levelled 
at his character and honour, he begged 
' their Lordlhips would not require him 
to anfwer it with a mere aye or no^ but 
would have the goodnefs to let him 
give his anfwer a little at large. 

He faid, that the Board at which he 
had had a feat having had feveral dif- 
agreements with Gunga Govind Sing, 
complaints were made againft the 
Board} and the Supreme Council had 
*a]t laft i;efoived to diwfi the Members 
of the Board of their truft ; and they 
were accordingly divetted of it : but 
Ibat they bad be«n di/miffsd or ce&fured 


was not true ; and he had no^ a donbf 
in his own mind, hut that the reafon 
for which the Members had been thus 
diverted was, that Gunga Govind Sing 
might he left to the full range of his viva 
uHl ontrouled fJuilL 

He was Jilked, who were prefent in 
Council when the refoltit on v(*as taken 
for diverting the Members of the Re- 
venue Board of their truft ? His anfwer 
was — Mr. Haftings, Mr. Barwell, Mr. 
Francis, and Mr. VVheler. But he 
underftood that it had been carried by 
the double vote of Mr- Hart'ngs, fup- 
ported by that of Mr. Barweil, in op- 
pofition to Mr. Francis and Mr. 
Whrlcr. 

Being aiked how be knew that, he 
faid he h^d been fo informed immedi- 
ately after by Mr. Francis, wi»o tultl 
him that he had ciuieavoured to put 
the quertion upon the individual nte- 
riis or demerits ot each Membc|^l^h|c 
ratcly ; but that he had been ovei^ 
ruled, and all the Members were re- 
moved — It was obliquely iniinuateef 
in a quertion put by the Counts! for 
Mr. Hnttings, that as thii* information 
related to matters which had i)atred in 
Council, and which ought not to have 
been divulged, Mr. Francis was ctii- 
furable for having divulged them. 

But there was no ground for cenfu!*e 
on Mr. Francii on this head, as the 
Council was at the time lilting .is a 
Committee of Revenue, and as fucb 
w.is an opni Cominitite. 

Air. Moore was aiked by the Ma- 
nagers, whether, fiiLifequent to wh.u 
the Counfel would call his difmiHion 
from the Provincial Committee at C.il- 
cutta, he had not been appointed a 
Alcmber of the Provincial Committee 
at Aloorihedabad : he laid, he had. 
He W'as aiked, which of the two fitua- 
tions was the more imporlHiit, that from 
which he had been removed, or that tci 
which he had been afterwards appoint- 
ed ? He replied that the latter uas coin 
fidcralily more important than the 
former. 

He was aiked if Mr. Hartings, in 
any converfation wdth him, had ever 
parted any cenfure upon his condudl 
whilft he was a Member of the Cal- 
cutta Committee ? The anfwer was, 
that he never had ; that fo far from it, 
when he waited upon Mr. Haftings ta 
take leave previous to bis departure to 
enter upon his new office at Moorfhe- 
dabad, that Gentleman, in a very 
good-natured way, wiibed him all pof- 

iiblc 
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ftbte fuccefs > afr f for his o’tvn part he 
had reaf,n /*> h^Ue-vr that Mr. Haflinrs 
iit’ndrd thh nr^io as a conf^ 

pen fail on for tb^ lofs of his feat in tke Cal- 
cutta CommUiee of Re’jrnur^'wbirh P>at he 
had iah^i i from the witnef wthoiit any 
I'uufe 

While the witnefs was givinsr fhat 
part the aniwer which is in Italics, 
the Cminfel cndcavoiircJ ti) interrupt 
him; but Mr. Moore, ruhrii; his voice, 
wis he.ir^-1, 'ru>twithtl mdiMi' the endea- 
vours of the Counfel to prevent it. 

H.re M.e Coiu.fcl co-nplciincM to the 
Hoiife; M-J fa'd. tint the wJtntlV. was 
m.icit [<> hi irr.e !V.t r-dir.k; his voice with 
a Mew tt> drown that of a Counlei, 
while he was obje6fior.s to tp.c 

to will/ *' tnc witntfs, reuard- 
Kfi of t .c objMlition?, had given an an- 
I wr r. 

r.ne Manaj^ers cicrended the wIlntH), 
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They fa?^ tliat the Cownfel having at* 
tempted to impeach the credit of the 
wfitnefs, by endeavouring to piove, out 
oV his owri mouth, that he had been 
dijniijfcdixam his fituation, and con fc- 
q.iently that he had done fomething 
that was had and called for difinifliony 
it was juft that the Witnefs Ihould en- 
deavour to defend himlelf,' and, by 
fitting the matter in its true 
vindicate his own charaifter. It was' 
as natural for innocence to raife 
it^ voice and'exprefs the indignation it 
trlt when an allempt was made to faf- ^ 
ten guilt upon it, as it wa^fo: confei*, 
ons guilt to be fiient and hang down' 
it;, hea I confounded and ahalhcd. 

Much fp airing took place between 
the Coiinfel rind the Manapjers ; buti 
finding it was half paft five o’clock, they 
agreed not to piocceil any failher th.ia 
day ; and then me Court adjourned *. 


♦ After th-: Commons had returned to their houfc, from the bufintfs cf this day, the 
followin'* impo’taot imtions and dchattb took place, in 6onfL";uence of a previous intimation 
on a fomicrdj): Mr. buihe : 

Mr, buike itis pionrufcd motion refpe^ing the Trial of Mr. Ilnftings with a 

fpeixh of cxtieme ler.gili ; in the Orfrly p\rt of which he faid, that he Ir.d beun ciiipitycd for 
the lift ten years of h.i ITc in diligently enquiring into the affaiis of India, the Houfe liaving, 
in its wifdom t. ken, and wife it in them to take, the piopci means tr. Uno"* whether any 
diforde s exift-d, arc! v.hvdic. any cftencws had been comrnittcil. Alter inucii inverriga- 
tion, the Houic h«id rh lughr ptoper to take- tv/o means of rcmi,dyl»ig them in future ; ilie 
one by iiapplyinj r aioiis for the pievcntion of further grievances ; the other, by mfti. 
tuting plt'fecu^o^^ foi osTcnc,s by a penal law. How far ihcfe means had p’oved fucccfstul 
wa*, nor y.f aueu.jlr.(c', t!icu.;h he ihouicl hope iluy ha l focc,-eUcd in the fsrit mftance, and 
he tl'ey wt uK! in »iie crhc.s whm hv tluir pcrfcvjiancj and patience they Ihoaid ob- 

tain jud^i.ncnr a’.sinll lire great dcl.nquciit undci profecuiion before the Houfe of Lords. 
Tnat the piofecution w< -> a proper one, the Houle had lefolvfd. Wnethfer rliey were to 
take the prcie. r.{ le.ideiing it thn-flual, or wlKtber the opinion foimeri by them wai 

to heratlf.i.d Jn another Court of (nifice, was, n-jt a qnefiion to be decided there. It 
Mr. ’3‘jrke fjid, ,n vain to t.dk of the necenity of bi ing.ng a delinquent to public 
ju.'iice wirhoui t*-,- pu.pei means weie given to Oo it' vtuili erfeiV. We w<*k‘ going to war 
witli or.j of thj /rcut'Jt Mi na'ciis In hui/’pc. VVcie they not then to conduct the war of 
the virti'Ct'f int C/iuntry ..cniift its vices, to punilh the pirates and delinquents, and were 
they net tc he ci!g',7,‘.il n a war with an individual who was one of the greatelt of thofe de- 
linquents, if he wai ■: d.l rquentat a'l ? Mr. Huike, after an exordium to th.s effedt, faid, 
he h-id the teftinv-ny c.f o/ic of the beft and Icaft qiieltion.ihie witncfTcs, to prove the la6k 
of grof* rnifiTiana;-%m^i t in our lornitf Govtinmcni in Irid»a, li* meant Losd Cornw..Uis. 
fietl'Cn leferied io Lo<d Corrwa!Ii/s lettci, dated March iz, 1789, which was relerred u> 7 
by Mr. Frarcr- in I' f" d'*b:’ir ol Match qi, and read t’.ofe pafluges in which his Loidftiip 
ftates l)ii- opinion s/f -he prolpt-ft of piofperity tint he expe^Ud to aiifc in confequcr.cc of 
the principal L .nc'l i.lriei s and 1 r.u’.ers being tefto>eiln> the pov-cr of lupporiing their i.imilles 
wiuh decetKy. Lord Ccinw..llis, Mr. liurkc ditw this pirture •, and he would afk, if any 
mar luppoltd that i.trd Comw dills was charging the defedls of his own Government; his 
Lordibip by tlis \\<^(\ Kjloicd muft have allvdcd 10 t!ie former Government, vi:£. that 
Warren Hallipgs, i fq Mr. P.urkc laid, they had that forenoon been In the Hall for the 
fixty third day, and reck-diing rhr c hours each day, ihey had fpent one hundred and eighty- 
nine houis tl.er", which was nine hours longn than a Comrri.i'ee was allowed to flt iti thaC 
Ifonfe. Aitei cotnirani.ng at fome length upon ili.- time cor^f, n.ed by the Trial, Kcfaid, ih 
(bat linnc he H( ofe might well excLim, that fuJiftdiuial juft.ce <-^ugb» to have b'^cn ob- 
tained. Thc.t wne, it was to bt I'cmembcicd, thice paities in ih. c uL ; the fit ft waft 
jfcdr. HaftiftSE> the next the Public, and the lall the Managers themfeWes. 'lire g^e-a..C' H' 

fullained 
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fXXTV-FoURTH DaH. 
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Tindication of Peter Moore, Flq* 
Mr. Anftruthcr opened the bufinrfs 
this day, by obrer\ing, that an atictnpt 
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having been made by theCotinf«l fpr 
Mr. Hailing*?, at tho laft fitting of the 
Court, to tiifrrcdit Ae evidence of Mr. 
M 'ore, by an infiniiition that the wit- 
' neltj bad b. en iT.)rx\ the Pi ovin- 

cial Councilf of whieh be bad been a 


rufialmd by each in confequence of the Trisil, were to be confidered a' d relieved ; but firft 
of all, thefe of Mr. HaOings j and lei them fee what had been the condu' 5 l ci that Cieniltman, 
the 9th of February 1789 Mr. Hjift'ngs pref^nted a Pctiti<'n to ihe Houle of Lords; 
and Mr. Puike faid, li- would admit tlui there rr ght be cucumdanas of ccoiplainr in a 
criminal on the very cbj^ei of his trial. Mr. in his Petition, had firll complained 

that bis lYIal had lafted a year, whlcli with repaid to t’is rtrlod from its comioenccment 
y was true, but not true in the light of a trial g^ingon </t' t/jc In d'uin for a twelvemonth ; Mr. 
^Hafiings had next complained, that fevtn Noble Ins Judges, hud J'-ft this woild in 

thecourfeof nature. That was a cIicu'Y.ftanc ' ih.i Maougers <^dJ nt,t help, ncr had he 
ever before heard that it was among t'ne piivilcgcs of I'etr*. of InMa.i tnt to cfcapc paying 
the debt of nature. But neither the Managers n«»r rh.it Elriifj had the power cf preventing 
their death, much as they niuft rcgiet iliat the Noh!e Lords fhciild clit , unlefs indtcd fuc*! 
Peers as bad fon-> to furceed to theii honours and ihti* virtius. Mr. Burke here txercifed 
Ibme little plenfantry, and faid, to ‘all who |ie:«d him he vvilaul a Icr.g life ard a Biort trial. 
Mr. HaBings next, he cbferved, talked cf his wiinflLs haviry, gopt tj india. If l-.e had let 
them go thv.Te, it was his owe fault ; the Man g.is could net help ir ; .and all he could f.»y 
was, that ih.e Trial niufl take its couiA., and Natuis mult hei’s bkcv'ife. lli^ cwii 
health, Mr. Hariin&s had next faid, v'hich a I ng itlrdtnce in India h.id injuttd, rcqulivd 
the btmht of foicign air, winch the Tiial dtpri\ed Inm cf the opporui ity i.f tikiog. '1 he 
Mr, burke denied j nothing could hinder him I'om crjoylng fcieiyn air, if he wc uld 
fettle with hi:> bail for that purpofe. Again, Mi. Haitinys tompl.drtd that he was tak.n 
cut of his rank of life, ^nd deprived of tfa fc (rj^ymints oi»*tr mtn nnj|ht comm rd. Mr. 
Burke faid, he could not believe it. 'lluy faw him.it halL, rperav, plavs, ».pd f.fltnihhes 
[A cry of Ob ']. Mr. Buike faid, be would rc-afTtri tlic UO in fj iic cd that wlp'ch he 
f was ptifuaded was not the Ob of fci fibdity, nor did it proceed ln..m hsr*'vol.!.ct cf rnir.d. 
Befides, wlun Mr. Ilaflings declared tliat he fuflcred haidroips, w.i* it n. Jt ccn>(5' tent to the 
Managers lor the Common^ of Engl .ml tn piove the ccntiary, -:i.c! th t he enicyed all the 
comforts of life, and fliarcd in its laticnal picaruu'» ? Lot'g n.Ic.h: he enjoy them ! fic did 
not regret lys enjoying them ; he had only faid, Mr. K«Hir.gs did inji > ihtm. And Mr. 
Cuike believed, if the eafe of the life of Mr. Hafling» were compared wiih the labour o‘ Ids 
' (Mr. B.*a), it would be feen which of the tv^o was 1 enlrhid ro compl.i-n. He wiflud, 
theiefore, th..t Gentlemen wlio «rinpl.iiicd ft the hu dlh ps Mr, Hj/lirt*. crdmtd, would 
juHify what fliey f.iid on the fubjvO, on iKir hgs, ihar he in’gl.r h na ?n cppoiluriiy cf 
anfw'ering them. A man up. o lus trial, «nc"'.uhtcdly, cot Jd n : he qu.tc at h's eafe j it v. as 
impoffihle fiom tht naiuie of the csl’e, and to ihii M*. Hattirys h.n.uli .input d i- ; but lie 
complained of tl i- modi of triel biing A* txr tnlive, and his Imrt: c fo Wnli legaid 

to his bring ilvu'f out of 1 U place in comn.. n fccieiy, he ir.v f> ..If it that he w,,' as niuch 
113 his pilace in ccn.mon fociety as any mao ao.cn^ them Mr. bu kc hue iifiiied to Mr, 
U;»fting=’s Petit on, .a cc py n| winch he luld in his h.inri. nnd faid, if it v\ert t ce that ihcv 
deprived Mr, Ilr.lliugs n the mc.'ms ol liisexdUnce by the u,fr of rhe TrI.al, he n.ould 
fay they were viclailrig juBicc; but let tlum fee hew the f tl Hood ? It bad b en ffrttu!, 
that Mr. Kafth.g-i’s loit.ir.e was under 50.CCCI. and 3 .cccl. was f; tnt n the hrft 
'^Scibon in getting the rccoids cppi^d, and ti :« 2o*cccl. m<»re w .s p ohahly fpcpt in the nxi 
Stfljon. If fo, Mi. Hafilngs could not have breed. 7 he ct.riext Ituri' d to fay. t’ a* liij 
malcriaU cod him 50.000!. wh.it thvn i.uilt the fup^rP.i u^'.uic cc/i h;in?*rs'r H«i)lir.k;s, 
Mr. Durkc faid, had told a Ni ble Lord, »r.!.o was fio.mcd at it, ilfftt he m eht jn<h t tt his 
expcnces by the Angle faifl, ih.it i-opyiiig j.«pcrs a" the India Houfe aK.ne had coil him ihita 
ihoufrnd j.'ounds, Mr, Buike declared tlv.i. he had been at the Iiuha Houfe, ano dcfiicd 
the proper perfon ro ell Inm wh^i it had coll Mr. HaB.ngs at the India Houfe? whtn he 
was told, «o/ for every ihir 5 was copied for nothing, he afruj||^|iim ; though 
he could not fay but that fnine little civility rmgiit have been given the • UtRj. Mr. Ku ke 
rc^foned cya this, and faid, he would fairly declare, that Mi. Hallms-s gat ntithtr orul.t nnr 
ccmpaflnm by (tat ng what v.’.ts not iiue. 'Ihe Manager-) weieietd, to enter iniocveiy 
particular afT.rtedby Mr. Haflmgs in his Tctition, and would undertake to d.fpiovc the aH 
legations. . He muft, therefore, fay, it was a fenous thing to char^je that to juflice, and im. 
•Part HI. E 
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Member ; the Mansg-r? intended this finuation was. For this purpofe Mr. 
'd;iy to Ihcw how groundlefs luch an in- Anftruther deilred that the minutes of 

puteit as tak’n? away the means of defence, which ^as not fo ; and he would alk, Did what 
he had faid prove Mr. Haftvn;;s to be worth mure than be had afferted ? He feaied they 
'icould ptove that he was worth a great deal more. But whether what he had allcdged was 
true or f^lfe, Mr. Mailings was entitled to that jufticc which was due to him, and Ihould 
not be kept me moment longer in fufpcncc than was unavoidably nectflary. He fliould 
have thought that Mr. Haftings, who fbted all the grievances and hardlhips allcdged in his 
Petition, would have been glad if they had given him the opportunity to clear away . 
any imputation, and to have itfuted any one ch.uge ; but that he ^cje(^lcd, and there- 
fore thealfertlon, that he had ufed every rational mode of fhortening the proceeding, was not 
true. Whatever vas the hirdHiip Mr. Haftings fuffered, Mr. Burke contended, was his 
own, and not the hardfliip impofed ®n hnn by the Man.agers. There were, he obferved, 
three ways of a mjn getting off from a trial ; one, by an honourable acquittal ; fecond, by 
an acquittal i and thi'-'.lv, by an efcape efFeAed by delay and prociartinalionw The next 
befhon, Mr. Hal*«rps h.ad|^und the bufincfs exceedingly long, and he cams with another ' 
complaint, declaring, thatncwi uld have pleaded Guilty, lather than have undergone what he 
had fuflainc-d. Mr- Bu'ke commented on this at foiiie length, and contended it was evi- 
dently the aim of Mr. Haftings »o attempt to tfuape by delay and procraftination, and thus, 
in the end, baffle the Houfe of Lo:ds. The Mmagers of the pioftcution, Mr. Kuikefaid, 
however they m^ght fail in knowledge of the law, or howcv..r they might fail in dexterity, 
no m.in, he believed, would fay th.^i they failed in zeal nr in excition. They had all through 
h'.en a^luated only by a defire of obtaining public jiiftice, and they wiftied to put fomc 
fpeedy end to the profccution, which had already lifted longer than the longeit Eleflion 
Committee. By the condu6l of the Defendant, it was imagined he wifhed to gain time. 
This was evident, fiom every paper thnt was read being ir.fifted on being read at full 
Icngtii, a"d by othei fymptombj foth.it Mr. Halling.s appeared like a fwx, who, when 
hun fd and purfued, endeavours to elude his hound'*, and try which has the longeft wind. 
Mr. T^aftings feemed to think that the Houfe, tiicd and fickencd of the bulinefs, would 
abandon it a!to;'erhcr j he Vvculd fubmit to the Houfe, however, whether it would become 
their dignity to a£l in tl.jt manner, and whether tliey ought not to fh^w that they had the 
power to carry on a prcfscut on tfF.'«ftually, alter they had once thought it a debt due to 
juftice that if fh uild be infti'utt.d , he lubmitied it alfo to the confider.ition of the Houfe, 
whcilier the hell nuans to prevent the chicane fo obvioufly pr.idifed,. would not be to let the 
parry know he had no Ik pcs for an cfctipe, and ihat the Houfe would not be faii'.fii.d till 
jufticc was obtained. To this, the Houfe had to do two tilings : fnft, to put the 

pr-afecuticn wirhm a maragv.Me compaG ; and next, by a rcfolution to declare that they 
would not hcbjfflcd. Mr. Buike mentioned that Laid Sonicia, Lord Halifax, and fomc of 
our b*ft men, had been inipc‘a<.hed j and he Hated what the natuie ol the proceedings had 
been '-’t rntniioncd alfo the autlioisty given to the Manager^ of the Impeachment of L’^rti 
Macclesfidd and fiid, ijp..n that he had c’utfly giounded one of liis motions. Afiei an 
apol'igy for h iv mg deti'ned the I louft longer than he really intended, Mr. Butke read his 
two Morions as h.IIcv^s, ard th*:n iri*jYeH the firit • 

“ That this Houfe, tuk.ng ,nro confider ition th.e intenup'it’ns occafioned by the occu- 
pith niof tlie JiHc'-’s :md tne Heufe of i.ords* as allb orher .'motthmep's winch have occurr d 
** or may ©-"cui in the cjuife <’f tl'e J'rlal of the Impcaclim nr ol W.inen Ha iing.i, kfq, 

“ doih, without mt:.r.ir.g to ab:.n.don the truth or importance ol tiie Clmgts, authorize the 
M inagers of the i faid irnpeachmenr to infjft only uprn fucli and fo many of the faid 
“ Charges a* f!i .11 apiu.ir to ihe.r. ihcmoft conducive to the ebraining fpe.dy and etfeAuai'> 
juftice againil tiv; fiid Warren H^ftirgj.’’ 

ad, “ i Int the C ’mmoDb of Oieat-iWiraln in Parliament alTemhled, from a rcg.ard to 
tl-.cir own he nour, and fs. m the duty wlidi tb.-y owe to all the Commons . i Great- 
“ Britain, in vs'hofe nstn';, ai well ai in their own, they in the public profecuri ins by 
** them c.irried on htfotc t!ie Houfe of Lord , arc bound to pcifcvere in their Impeachment 
** aga nft Warren Haftings, Kfq, h.te Co'^ernor- General of Bengal^ until judgment may be 
<* obt.dnccl upon the m-ift mpoitant aiticlesin the f.nne,'* 

The Cbjnc'*Ilor of the Exchequer faid, he did rot mean to go into any difcufTion, but he 
thought the tendency of ihc Motion (o evidently leading to the furtheririce of public Juft'ce^ 
and the advjn ageot the party acenfed, iJiat he fhould conceive there could be norbffercnte 
of opinion on thefuhjti>. When the prof. cuii^ n h:id been irOituud^ robody imagined it 
have gone into the length to which the Trial had been drawn j and every body muft 

Tea 
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A ConfuTtatton of the Supreme Council it would appear, that Mr* Moore hi 
of Bengal fhould be read, Trom which after hid fuppofed dilmidion, rea 
fee that* unlefs fomc ftep or other were ^aken, the length of the Tii;l muft ftill be indefini 
and poflTibly the ends of public juitice migl'.t be defeated. The Chancellor ot the i xd-tqi: 
fpokeof the fituation in which the Houfe ftood, and that it was due to their own hun. 
that means (hould be taken to give a proceeding of fo much importance tihci'Cy and 
He thought the firlt Motion, thticforc, perfectly unobjedli'inalde ; and although the ftcer 
did not appear to him fo abfolutcly necellary, if the Right Hon. Manager thought it maieii. 
that fuch a declaration fhould be made, he faw no fufficient greund lo ohjcdf to it. 

TheMafter of the Rolls profelTcd he went along with the Kight Hon. Gentleman in ever 
argument that had been urged ^ but he thought it would be more advifcable to make ih 
Motion genera], and toiollow that pi ecifely which had been adopted in ihe cafe of Lord Mac 
ckbtield. Sir Richard read a copy of that Motion, and though he confenfed it was not f. 
ably worded as the Right Kon. Gentleman's, ytt he conceived it preferable, as there was n< 
occafion to affign a reafon, the doing of which would be liable to comment. Sir Rlcharc 
concluded wi Ji declaring, that it would have fatislitd his mind more, if the Motion hac 
been general, 

Mr, Sheridan did not fee the force of the Right Hon. Gentleman's objcdlicn The dif- 
ference of the circumftances of the iwo Impeachments made the ddf nft on bct.vtcn the 
two Motions fuUiciently clear. In the Impeachment of Lord Macclesfield the Managers 
were armed with the authority in queftion in the firfl inflancc j it w^as thcjcJore unneceflary 
to affign ? reafon. The Learned Gentleman fliould obferve, that in the pitfcnt ImpeachmeiiC 
they had now pafiTed almoll three years without obtaining their obje£t. On which fpccial ac- 
vcount, it was neceffary to aflign a reafon for giving frefh authorities to the Managers. Nor 
did his Right Hon. Friend's Motion appear to him in any part of it objc^Vionable ^ it conveyeef' 
no infinuation ; for furely the Rating that the Judges were obliged in difeh^rge of their official;) 
duty to leave Town to attend the Circuits on the Afirzes, was no infinuation agamlt them. 

Mr. Wgley complimented the Managers highly on their abilities and their 2 c.d, declaring , 
he had often admired the unabated ardour with whicfi they had returned to the Charge, after 
a queftion had bcen*decided againlt them ; he mu ft, however, object to the word> “ oihtr 
impediments," becaufe it tended to impute delay to Mr. Haftings, which he did not think 
had been the fadl. Mr. Wigley at feme length explained the grounds ol his opinion. 

Mr. Fox faid, the Hon. Gentleman feemed to think the delay imputable to the miftaken 
zeal of the Managers. That was not, Mr. Fox fald, the day to difculs the conduit of the 
Managers } but when that day fhouJd ariive, he ftiould be happy to enter into a juftlfication 
of their conduit, and to contend with that Learned Gentleman, or any one, or all of the 
Learned Gentlemen of that Houfe, that in no one inftance had the Managers put a queftion 
vviiich they thought beforehand would be objeiled to. He would not enter in;o a word o£ 
difeuftion then, but he would fay there, what he had faid more than once in another place^ 
that the delay had been owing to the want of publicity in pronouncing the grounds and 
principles of the declfions of the Houfe of Lords. I'hat want of publicity was to be la- 
mented, bccaufc, not knowing the grounds and extent of the principles on which the dcci- 
fiuns went, it was impoftihle for the Managers to know how far the next queftions the/ 
put might or might not militate againftthofe principles. 

Mr. WIgley, in explanation, faid he by no means Intended to impute blame to the 
Managers. 

Major Scott [/row the Gallery"] faid, I rife, Mr. Speaker, not to offer my fentiments on the 
Motion before you, but to take notice of fomethingthat has fallen from the Right Hon. Gentle- 
man who made it, and I do afTurc you that 1 came into this Houfe with a firm determination 
to takenop£Mt whatever in the bufinefs of this day, and therefore I fixed myftlf in the gallery, 
that i might not be tempted to change my purpofe ; but the Right Hon.. Gentleman (Mr. 
Buike) has rendered it abfolutcly im|X)ftible for me to remain filent, by his very extraor^hnary 
mifreprefentation of two very remaikabie ciicumftances. The fit ft is, his afiertion that Mr. 
Haftings cold the Noble Lord, who prefented his Petition to the Houfe of i.ords, tliat he had 
paid three thoufand pounds for copying papers at the India Houfe, that the Gentleman had 
enquired at the India Houfe and found the ftory was falfe, as Mr. Haftings got all his papers 
for nothing. Sir, I affirm in the firft place, that Mr. Haftings never fiw the Noble Lord 
alluded to for many moi.chs before, nor for many months after that Fetiticn was prefented ; 

^ iliac Haftings never had any converfation with that Noble Lord direffty ot ind.rcf.ly on 
the fubjeft of his Petition or of his expences ; and 1 am furc the Right Hon. Gentkm-n 
never was told a word about the matter by that Noble Lord. I believe the Manager heard 
the circumftance he mentioned from anetinr Lcrd\ hut, whether it vvas from a Lord or a 
Commoncfi 1 will ftace the ladf, and am perfectly ready to be accountable to any peHbn for 
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p:»inte<t to a fituntion much morehicra- more important, than that from which 
.tive, much more honourable, and much he had bemi removed , and that the rc- 

evcry word of if. wAen Mr. Hattliigs detennined year to pcrition the Houfe of Lords, 
he requeltrd me to cairy the IVtition to a Nohle Lord, who after waids prefented It, On 
his reading the Petition, he exptciP.'d his forpnze and concwn at the- magnitude of the fum 
that had hern expended. I enteicd into coio'eifation upon it with his I-oidfliip, and told 
him, tint his furpiizs would ceale. when he conddered that the Twenty At tides embraced 
almotUwcry aft of a K rg public life; ibit the Managers had never given the knit intimation 
of what Clinrecs they viouJd fuftain, cr w'l t they meant to abandon j that therefore Mr. 
Haltings was obl.jjwd to be prepared with long briefs and arrangement of evidence upon 
eav-h, and I wjs furcit w.nild havecolf him three tlioufand pounds had he paid for the papers 
frjm t'.e It'.di.i-Houft , “'r ih it it would i. elf ’:im h much to copy them. And, Mr. Speaker, 
this wjs a c.i.’culatijn m.idc by me — not from any i.otormation that 1 received from his bo- 
licltrr, bi.t u|Kn 1 c»jni.civ<.d tj be very gcv^d ground*?, for I got a copy of the Ma- 

ragess rpt».vhts in ilic fn/l Sclhon fora friwi.d of mine, which has fince, I bqjicvc, been 
fciu to India. With tlr< fo fjHCcl.es tlure was a very fmal! part of the proceedings, but 1 p.aid 
forty pounds fer them, at the raiec.f a ihiUii.g a iheet, or page; tl.ercfoie, Sir, upon this cal- 
culation, r am mnralty certam, that it would txceed, ai'.d not fall Ihort of that fum ; for I 
think 1 fi)eak corretfijy, when J lay tliat the papers upon the Revenue Article alone, wlrcre 
Mr. Halbngj is brciighl in a Court of Jiiftice to defend fyitems adopted by tire King's Mi- 
nirtcr<, and approved by this Houfe, fiil eight large folio volumes. This, iVfr. Sjjcakci, is 
the faft 5 and I will take upon me to fay, rh-rthe Noble Lord who prefented Mr. ILdlings's 
Petition, never told tht* Rt. HotT.Gei.tlc.nan, nrr any man living, that Ire convetfed dirtftly or 
indireftly with Mr. Mailings rrpori shefirbjeft j and I am not a little furptized that the ffon, 
Mmagcr Ihould at thin time of day detail luch a Rory to this Houfe, for I conti.nliftcd it in 
the fuilefl manner wnh my name to if, above a year ago ; and if there is any man, Lord or 
Commoner, who will call my argumenf incjueflion, let him do it, and I will anfwtr him ; it 
has never yet been contr.adifttd ; hut as for Mr. Hallings, he has nothing at all to do with it. 
The next point, Mr. Sjir.ikc’-, to which th • GcntlMU.m allmltd, ic', ortcc fell from me in 
this Houfe relative r> Mi. Haihngs’b fortune’. That aif) I ana ready t ) 11 ite as it happened, 
and to meet the wlivlc world upon the tiu h of it. After three or four Charges had been 
voted in the Houfe, t!>e Right Hon. Gentleman tock rose:; one day, that a confidtrable 
quantity of ftock Incl been fold out that morning, and fallowed this informritlon with fome 
intimation, tbit it would he riece'iTary to take nr.e.i fines refpefting Mr. H.ilbngs. The im- 
prertion wh.ch nAtur.dly rofe in (jeniU linens' minds was, that Mr, HaRings had fold bis 
Reck. I Rated tlien, th .i he had not niore than fourteen or fifteen hundred pounds in the 
Stocks, and that his fi prune, ^^ll,ch was not more than fifty tlioufand pounds, was upon 
certain merrgages. ] abide by the tiiuh of my flatefne-nt; lor a very lhi.rt time after Mr, 
HaRings arrived >n rpgJard, I ^.ivc to one of the fi»ll charae^ers in this country a detailed 
account of Mr. H..Rtrg.i’s loriunc, and avIictc every llniling of it wa^, .^mounting then, 1 
ihink, to about fixry-fivc ihoufind pounds, and it w'ns figned by bi-> Attoinics. "J liere was 
alfo a nore to it, that there was fonic property in Ruir.i, not above three thoufand pounds, 
and corfidtiai'lc firms due to h.m in D« ugal, that h.ad I.een lent at rliRercnt times to feme 
Erglilh gintl'.mcn. 1 ftaied vtty lairly, !b..i feme of tliwlcfuins miglit be re-covered, but 
the probability waa cc’^tairly againRany c*ir'fir1. rable funis being received. It has happened, 
that .more has been recovered tlian 1 calcuhted upon, bur not fo as to make a dift'eicnee to 
any confiderabU amount. The Hon. Gentleman doubts whether Mr, HaRingslias loll any 
material evidence by death ; but he knows ihit Lieutenant Colonel Eaton died during the le- 
ctfs btfoted e laR, and l e vv.,s a very rraterlal witncfi ; but I hope the Hon. Gcnrl'.man 
will not go from his word, but coriferr to examine other evidences now, who are in pcctliar 
fnuar.on*. One iif thflc g ntleni'-r, C cIhv.'| Politr, came over lall year, and this year, fronn 
Svviizctland. ir 'would be ol infinite cynftquencc, indeed, to the c.aufi' of tiuth to examine 
him j for I am convinced tl'it ihc pitfent Impeachment would iicvm* have been voted, if 
that Cenrkman lK.rt be.cn in Erglmd, and examined at this Bar, As to ilic Motion in your 
hands, Mr. Speaker, it appears ro me to be to peifeftly nugatory and harmltfs, that I fhall 
not oppofe it ; for it is of no c-.r-Lquence as to what we now vote about tins Tiial, The 
Cofi t d<,e» not meet again till ncxtTucfd;"/ the i3th of May. The Houfe, upon any fpecula- 
tion, cannot continue to fit long enough fi>r much further progrefs to be made j and I am fure 
tl'it after the prorogation we never ftiall meet again in ilic prefect Parliament, fo *s to go 
into WcRminller-Hall, if we Ihould live to afltmble at all again. Under thefecircum- 
HUnco$, any voce we may now come to mult be of very little confeqaence. 


The 
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appointment was made In a manner The minutes of the Conftdtationwera 

highly creditable to Mr. Moor^> accordingly read ; and it appeared ctiat 

The Solicitor-General faid, he would rat detain the Houfe long, buhie could not butob* 
jc€t to that Motion, as it conveyed an infinuation afainil the party on his tri J, which he, aS 
an individual Member of that Houfe, did not think fufficiently grounded hy any thing he had 
heard ; and that being the cafe, the Gentleman under profecution did nocialiis opinion merit 
fucha Rcfolution. 

The Houfe divided, 4 S, Noes 31 , 

On the refumption ol tl’.e Houfe, Mr. Burke faid, a divifion not having been cxpe<!\ 6 d, 
^many Gtntlemcn had bft t!ic Houfe, and thertfore the Hon. and Learned Centleinan';^ taking 
the fenfe of the Houfe, had all the efled't of afurpiife. 

The Solicitor General denied that he had fiom any fuch motive. He faw ground of 
objedlion, he faid, to the firlt motion, but not fufhciently ftrong to warrant his tak*r>g th^ 
fenfe of the Houfe. To the latter he could not at any rate agiee, bccaufe the motion pin., 
kceeded — 

V The Speaker called Sir John Scott to order, and faid, he bad '^hou<bt it right to fuffer birn 
to clear himfelf from the imputicion of having adted upon improper motives ; but the Heufd 
muft fee the impropriety of his permitting any Hon. Gentleman to dilcufs motion? 
which the Houfe had already decided upon. 

The Solicitor- Gencal bowed to the corredlicn of ih? Chair, and hoped it would not b® 
out of order for him to declare, that knowing i: to be the impicfl'ion made on many Gentle- 
men near him, that the fecond Motion was objectionable on I'.ic ground he had Hated, 1)® 
had fallen in with their fentimcnts, and aiTigned his reafons for ojipofing it. He declared# 
he HiouJd think he dtferved to be confidercd in a worfe light than he could find word? to 
defenbe, if he wms capable of aifUng upon the imwortliy moiivo aferihed to him by th® 
Kight Hon. Gentleman. • 

Mr. Secretary Gienvillc rofeto put an end toadifeuflion which, he was fu re, the Houfe did 
not wiHi Hiould continue, by moving, that the other Orders of the Day might be read ; but 1)® 
faid, he would take tluj opportunity of obferving, that he had no doubt but that the Hoof® 
in gencial, and ilie Right Won. Gentleman himfclf, acquitted his Hon. and* Learned Friend 
of having ailed on any undue motive j he mull, in juflice to the Kight Hon, Gentleman^ 
however, declare, that to hi$ knowledge many Gentlemen had left the Houfe, not expe 6 ljn|P 
a divifion. 

'I'he Oidcrs nf the Day were then difpofed of, and the Houfe adjourned, it being near 
NINE o’clock. 

In confcqucncc of the above Motions made by Mr. Bvkke, the following lsttix 
appeared in Woodf all’s Viaty of May zo : 

To the Printer of the Diary. 

Sir, If a man in the rank ofoneof his M.ijefty's Piivy Counfc Hors does not conceive 
it below his dignity to levive a calumny long ago refuted, it is not unbecoming in me again 
to uke notice of it. 

“ The ftory ih.it appc.irs in your paper of WcthKfd.iv, as toM by Mr, Burke in th® Heufe 
of Commons, was ciiculated Jail year, and a Noble llaii .md .i Learned Judge (who is a 
Peer of the realm) wcie faid to have mer.rionpd it. Mr, BinKe, who made the fiift enquiry 
on the fubjeft in Leadenhall-flrcet, informed Mr Kudfon, ihat Major Scott had told ifi.® 
refpeflable Nobleman who prefented Mr, Hailings’s Petition, that he had paid three thoyfai^ 
pounds for copying papers at the India Houfe. Mr. Hudfon, from wdiom I received this 
information, told Mr. Burke, at my exprefs defire, tJkaf 1 Lad nsvet made fueb an ajfe>sign y® 
any pe'Jon, 

' “ The rtory, as told by the Learned Judge, if I was rightly informed, was materially 

different, namely, that Mr* was the ptrfon who gave the intoimation to tlic Noble* 

man who prefented his petition, it now become a more fcrious .:ffair; and, cffe^Iudl^.' 
to counteradl the mifehief which fuch a ftory, coming from fuch a quarter, might do, { 
publifhed the real Rate of the fa£l on the 3 d of July hiff, and hearing nothing from eitl^ 
of the parties who bad circulated the tale (a tale lo much in the lf>leof JVjr. Sheridan'® 
ftory in his School for Scandal), 1 concluded that my explanation cleared up the matter, and 
that tliey were not a little chagrined, upon confidering the injury they might have done a 
perfecuted man, by repeating a table converfdtion, in which the miliake of a fingle woid 
makes tli® whole difference between the truth and falfehood of the ftory. 

** Mr. Burke, after almoft a year's filence, h.is thought proper to lepeat this calurnny, and 
hAS reduced me to the neccffxty of again refuting it. Indeed ii vvas one of the rnoft cugent 

arguments 
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thf CoTSncit"l)cmg about to fill np foirc S*** John, then Mr« M.icphcrfoni frotcrff 
l^acADcitrs at dificicnt revenue boaidb, 'i but the*lift of luch of the Company's 

arguments that he adduced, in order to pcrfoi.d/th« Commons of Great Britain in Parlia- 
mem aflcmhted, to perfcvcre in a profecution wmch has already been dragged on to a length 
that exe.tcs the rcgiet of every honelt man in England, and the altonifliment 4)f every enlight<« 
cned fiatefiTian in Europe. 

“ 1 am rt.idy at all times to do juftice to Mr. Burke, and 1 fometimes fellow his example, 
by laying helore the puhhe my ftmimcnts on point- in which the public has a maieual in- 
terefi; Upon rhi» punciplo 1 fiull rxinnne the trorh of an alFjrrion which, as appears hv 
your paper, Icll fiom him on Tuh hv Idt : — “ That the delays which had hitherto occurred' 
on the liial wcie iin])oiai>lc to Mr. Haihiigs.’* Mr. Burke might have faid in the woids 
of Hidiaid, 

“ I do ihe wr 'ntt, and iirft; begin to brawl. 

“ '1 lie lecict mircintfs that I fet abroach, 

[ 1.1. unto the giievous change c-f othets.'* y 

** That it was Mr. Burke”'. i»A nthn that the liial Ihoutd not comc lo a clofe 1* 

ths ff'-f/ent P.t''haweKt, I confci..ntioully believe ; 'ind therefore 1 looked upon the motion 
in: it>.il in your pap^r nugnory. 1 wdl iiatc the gicunds upon which th.it opinion has 
been fATiTic:! 

•* in the fi'Jl y^ar of this extrnordit^ary tii d, the Lord^ fat thirty-five days ; they generally 
met at iomcii.ut'. cat’.ler, and lut olt.;n till alter five; ihcretoie Mr. Burke’s calcu- 

lation cf thice hours a r^a; la enviuly citoneous. There was nut a fingle difputc in that 
year about evid<.nce to c iulc dtl i\ . I', ili'-ic a man of common fenfe will tell me, that 

thirfy hvc days were not fuliic.cMit foi the tii.il, had Mr. Burke really wifhed to bring it to 
a dole? What impcdimenrs did Mu Counfel throw in his way ? Thiitcen d-ays 

Were Wa(l<i.l In fpeccl:cs ; four by Mr. Burke, tour by Mr. Sheridan ; by Mr. Fox, Mr. 
Anllrufher, VJi, Adam, Mr. Peluarn, and Mr, Grey, one d^iy eaoli; I f.iy w.iftcd, without 
meaning to detiadi from the me- it of tliofe GenrlJinen, for neither the Loids who are to 
decide, tlic Commons who are the profecutors, nor the men, women, and childr'cn who 
heard the fp edits, van polPbly recoiled a word of them, except Mr. Buike’s ftory of Deby 
Sing, and Mr. Sheridan s cx<iuirite euloglum upon fill.d luve and parental alTcflion. . 

■ “ Ih.s WHi uidvubtedly the year of Mr. Burke's triumph; fur as he Mr. Haftings < 
could nrt th^n i e iieard, clot|ucr.ce and harlh epithets could he applied with petfcfl fafety, 
hoi the fee vid year yNdk’i conuricneed under conrtdcr.ihlc difadvantages. The malicious fioiy 
of Dcby Sing had been fully iduied. M.iny Gentlemen had arrived from Bengal fince the 
coinmenc’-ment of the trid, who were pnfedly ddinterelled as to the event of it. Thef.’ 
(leritlenien concurred in ihc.r repo.t of the afionitbment and regret with which the account 
cf the profecution of .Mr H.irtirgs had been rec..ivcd in India ; and no rnan pofiTtlTed 01 
tlirec grains of common fenfe can bwlicvc that the teOimonials fubferibed by all ranks of 
people in India coiid have been tianfmitred through Lord Cornwallis, if his Lo.dlhip had 
rot been thoroughly convinced that they Cx^nt-ined the real fentimsnts of th; people. All 
rational men execrated the trial, and ceit .in wcli-known occuricrccs in tngland had con- 
fid. rably added to the unpopularity of the le.'idmg managers of it. Mr. Burke began this 
JcecnH year, by a fnond fpeecb of four Jayu 'I he remainder of llie year was chiefly confumed 
in altercations upon the competency ol evidence; of twjve quelVions fubmitted to the de- 
cifion of their Lordfhips, ten were determined againit the Managers, and two in their 
favour. 

“ It will hardly be credited, that this whole year was confumed in an enquiry into the 
merit of tranfadhons that happened in Bengal in the year 1772, which were fully known isi^ 
England in 1776, upon which Mr. Burke has not once faid that he can produced tittle of 
new evidence. But the novelty of the proceeding will ftrike Gentlemen more Bronglyt 
when they know, th.it upon the g'ouud winch Mr. Burke took laft year in Wellmmller 
Hall, Lord North exeited his whole intiucnvc in 1776 to remove Mr. Hafiings from the 
Government of Bengal, and that the Marquis of Rockingham, with all his friends, voted 
then for his continuance, and beat the Minidcr, though at that time in the plenitude of 
his power. 

In the winter of 1773, Lord North hlmfelf propofed to the Legiflature, that Mr. Haftings 
ihould be re-appointed Governor General ot Bengal. He did the fame the next year, and th^ 
year following, and it is fomething imgular, that Mr. Fox and Mr. Curke, wlm'could not 
difeover ccmn.on fenfe in any other ni jniurc thzt hi* LordOiip pfopofed during the late waff 
concurred with him in the propiicty of this, 
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fcmrits as were then out of employ- this lift (hould be fcle£tc<f" perfons of 
meaty (bould be rtaci, and tifat from known abilities and iotegrity* on whom 

** Lord North, in reply to a c(uenion that' I once took the liberty to put to him, acknow* 
Icdged that be had wilhed to remove Mr. Haftings in 1776, that he had fjnee that period pro- 
pofed his rv*- appointment three levcral times when his teim of fervice expired by law; that 
he did To, becaufe it was m a feafon of war, and of great difticuUy and danger, and becaufe 
Mr. HaAings pelfelTed Annnefs, vigour, and abiUtlei, and the conbdence of the £aft IndU 
Company. 

How far it was juft nr honourable in the reprcTentatives of a great nation to keep a man 
tin a high office, by various appointments, and then to profccute him upon accu rations 
well known fomc years prior to the firA of thofe re-appointments, I will not venture •© 
determine; hut I am conhdent there will be but cnc opimen upen the fubjcA, when it ffiall 
be conAdered, without prejudice, palhop, or paity. 

Thus ended iJbe faond year cl the 'I r al.-— To impute the obAru^ions that occurred JO 
he courfe of it to Mr. HaAmes, is to add infult to injury. 

• “ The third ^'tar oi the Trial be^tan on the i6t!» 01 Febiuaiy. Much of the time, as in 
thelaA year, has been confumed in difputes upon evirit nee. — Four queAions have been re- 
ferred to the Judges, and all of them detti mined a ^ainA tlx‘ .M inagers. This great National 
Trial Aands thus : For t\n Jit ft y^ir a w.as not a Angle riifpute upon evidence; iho 
Court met early, fat late, had liurty-five fitting days, thifictn of which were confumed 
on fpeeches. 

“ The two next ytan liave been chiefly fpent in difputes upon evidence, Mr. Burke's fecond 
fpeech of Jour day^y and Mr. AnAruthcr's of one, excepted. St:^teen timts hive the Lords 
adjourned to the Chamber of Parli-tment to determine upon the admlflihiiiiy of evidence* 
Fourteen of the dccifions were figainft the Manaoers, and two m their favour. The Loids 
atfed conAantly with the advice and £.ffiA.inc^2 ot the Judges of the land. 

After this plain recital of l.'.fls, i would aAc any candid and impartial man, if I am not 
well grounded in believing that Mr. Burke had pH'detefrnmd not to clofs the profecuricA 
befoie (he diflolutlon cf Pailiament. As to the two motions which appear in your paper, I 
Aiall not prefume to comment tn them. When Mr. Burke give his fir A notice in the Houfe, 

, if your pnper is coiruO, he mentioned fomething of the new and dangerous do£frines dtlU 
vcicd in WeAminflei Hail. Poffihly he afterwards thought it a point of too much delicacy 
to attack ail tite huv of the land, and thcrefoie changed his batrery, thinking perhaps that 
Ml*. riaftint'S, who had alieady borne fo much abufr, could fuAain a little moie. 

Upon oncothci part of Mr. Tnuke’s fpccch, 1 fliall fay a word or iwoj becaufe in the 
pitlfid Aate of the fund'* it was ca'culatqd to link them Aiii lower. 

“ He read a parnal extrafi from a letter of Lord Cornwallis, in which mention is made of 
the poverty and wrctcli dnels :o which the natives of Bengal are reduced, by the djeds of 
OUT forntfr/yjtrm, Thc conclufion drawn by Mr. Biirki" fiom this palTige was, that Mr. 
Haltings had grofsly mifm^naged the country. Thef/yir?; to which Lord Cornwallis aU 
luded (that of not letting the lands in perpetuity), Mr. HaAmgs nevrr had the authority to 
remedy, nor was it giver, to tlie Pengal Government until rir- yc^r rySd ; but Mr. Burke's 
argument is tatal'y dcAro>Ld by the contents of anothfr Ifiter Irom Lord Cornwallis, received 
hy the f^unt Jh^p, His Loidfliip in that Jartr allures the D lefio s, il’nl tiv.y may depend upon 
the coiiiii ua-.cc df an annual fui plus of more than iwo liundud Ucks — a fuiplus tar beyond 
what i calculated upon, when J wms ?ccuftd cf being too f .ngume in my expctladons— « 
a furplus t'lat totally overturns evciy argument uAd by Mr. Fox m fupport oi his Bill. 

“ But as this is a point on which th.e puhl ck cud»t of tlic country is cor.cerned, 1 fhal| 
.. Aate Ii lioin the Journals of the Houfe of Commons. 

“ Tlie ye.i'* preceding Mr. HaAings’s .tccclT.on to the C overnment of Bengal, thc total rc- 
.ce'pts of that Ciovernment were only t'.iree hundred ..nn th’.rtetn lacks of rupees. 

“ The annual receipts of that Gcvcinmcnt, in ti e average of thrt./ years Irom 1781-1, to 
1783-4, were five hundred and two lacks of rupees. From 17S2 3, 10178^ 6, five hun. 
dr.d and twenty one lai-ks. From 17S5-6 to 17S7 3, five hundied ^nd eight kicks. From 
1786-7, to 1788-r, fiveluip.clicd and ih ily lacks. 

“ Let any Gcnikman who has thc leaft knowledge of bufiners determine, whether a country 
producing lo equal a revenue for fo many yeais i* in dai ge ol being ruined. Thc u61 is, 

• that in the fame pe*icd that tliu Biiilih nation nc*^ ly tU uNtd i^s debt, and JoA its VvtAern 

Emphe;' .Mr. llaltinys incie.iOd the revenutsof noMig.il i«o millions Aeiling a ytai, and ex- 
tended the BtitiAi Kmpuc in India ; and while the ingfmuify of the prcAnt MijuAer has bttn 
exiiauAcd in an to luife the reyenues of Gre^t Britain a million beyond its expen- 
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t 3* 3 


t>ie Company could relyfor the due dif- and whofe charaaer would he arc.curity 
Charge ofthetruft lobe repofed in thcmi that the natives might be fure to find lu 

« 0 

dilore, uvitUoilt the impofiiion of arf.liiional bc'-tr'ens. Lord Cornwallis anTiires /i/j CjnJii- 
tuenU that this may be depended upon, an annual furplus ol vcio\<ith.An two miiions jUr- 
iing ftom Bengal. 

“Thtfe circumrtanccs ftrlkc me with no little aflon’fliment, and oftt.ii occur to my mind 
tvhen 1 caft my eyes upon fame of jMt. llatlings’s old friends in tlic Mana^^jer's Box, or when 
I hear it gravely c^Tirmed, in dreil oppofition to the evidence of figures, to tiuth, and to 
common f^nfj, that l;is nJC.ifures lr*ve been attended “ v^lth great lof, and damage to they 
Kift India Company,” and thic they were carried on, “ to the vexation, oppreflion, and de- 
ilruclion of tlic natives of Bengal.** 

I am* Sir, your humble feivant, 

“JOHN SCOTT.** 

BfOntlsyt May | 6 , 1750 * >■ 

The rcfult of this Letur was, Mut on the following day, Friday, May ai, 

General Bnrgoyne rofe in his pLce m the Ht>iife of Commons, .md bi'g »n a fpeecli of foma 
length, with Bating, tint he was about to nndettake a t. ik txliemcly dilagreeable to his 
feelings ; he fa 1, he was fulficiently aw ire his weight with that Uoufe and his talents were 
by no means eqodl to ihoie of many Gentlen't-n near him. He Ihiod forward, on this oc- 
cafion, howevei, bccinfe he ihoaght, wht-n ro-n, to whom the IL’ofe had delegated nne of 
the moft important trurt'i that it could polliSly vert in any of its Member*:, were afp-rfed, 
U'liiL* they w.*'e Ct>nf« 1 nis lha* th.y dif. li irged th«^ii do'y with integriiv, they weie entitled 
to the pailcdi ^ ?nd foppriituf mat ILuife, and he had no douht hut that day would evince 
thit there was hoi one opinion nii the fu*»je«ff. H the perions in v\lu>m lie alluded foibore 
C MTuug foiwaul thcmfcl.eb on the ( Cc.ifio i at tins time fiom motives of delicacy, it was tho 
mo. e neci-lf ry tliat fo-ne other peifoo flrndd j and li * had ilie railier nntleri. ken the l.ifit, 
b.i M)'< , having in vei fallen ur.d.x the Hon. G,;iu*cni.m’s pen, lie could not be fuppofid to 
ht* aCluued, II the ficp he was about t) take, by a'ly motives of pi^vate pique or perfonal 
rvhmtmen'. He could f^-cl concern h'r iIk*. ofh..ndcr, and he tiufted that the Hon. Gvnile* 
nun hso'lelf, or any of his bel\ fii'-nth, would find him an epen, a firm, hut he iruBed a li- 
hg'al aod tempt late aren't r. Whfu h* ohlVrvrd, th t il'.e |)rinjipil peifon feiedted as tiio 
obied^ of the Hmi. Goth man’s attack, wis a Ceiitic.iiaii entitled, above «ill other men, to 
iinivcif.:! refpcdl and ad Ti la’.ion j w *u •» ru* confiJcied, Ih .i that Mu>t cj' Malice as his li''t*llcr 
liad termed him, un:'.<d w .fdom and exptiKnco with c.eiy elegance of mi vl, every humane 
feeling, am! ev'^uy .“miahle faen'ty that /ihirneil inai kimi j lliai lh»t AL.n of led a life 

of private viitiie and ( ublic iridulliy and imremitiing aticn'iori to the li ft intercfls of foci^fy j 
that when dll conrid^r.'t’oi.s of a party n::ture fhould he no moie, and tlie libels anil the l.hcl- 
Ier> Hiou'd be in the dnO, tfiai he would then he looked upon by polient) as the honour of 
his lime j it was imp* Bible iiwt to fe^d ih.e irniigna!n*n due to the rancour of iliofe who fclc< 5 \c‘d 
fucha ch.iia.'U'i. a? tiir: ohj -iSl 0/ th..jr cilumny and the mai k of iheir dsiri^lum. With ^11 
thefe feelings, G n nl Bn.f^ ’jnc faid, the cife m’ght be ie;,ndeil to he taken up hy him as 
the cauie of me Oertlemeii a|ipoinlcd by tlie Hiuile to condufl the profecntion .igainrt Mr, 
i lull he begg» d to Bate hinifelf as It ini'ing on very ditfcrent mil much broader 
ground. He Bond up in di^fcnce of the lio'unir of tint Honfe, and of ilie il.gnity of theRe- 
jvefeiVMivrs of GreaC'Bii'.ain, fhol at through th*' iiitdiiim of the Managers of the Trial of 
Mr. J-I.'dlings. Hav n » (iins lain diwiiliis p rniifes, Gent'ial Bii’goynr proc>*cded to Itate 
that the Henilr hid bi.rne loo h;ng alif'ady the iib.dlous aiiacks of the Hon Gentlemin who 
had avowed hinifi*lf th** avtlior of ilie Letter ccnuiiud m the p .pi-r he held in his hand. 
From the coaimerc-mrnt uf th-* Trial to the piafciU hour, ih,; Hon. GeorUman, confflfcdly 
the .'gent of tffh- Cl imvi i| brought to the Bar of the lloufi: of Lords, had fyftemuticaliy hbelleU 
that Honfe, and the proc-;e-in'^s which h.id ongmated by its fpecul ant!) ‘r.tv. 'I'he Honour** 
of tile Houfe and the Privilegts of ii> iVIembeis had been infiilted and {offed at witli impu* 
pity, 'J he Ci'-ur il dt;rl irtd, that he || d m ule out a fcliedulu of the Hon. Genilcmai.'s libels, 
ftv Ihew' that hr vv is grounded in li»s atfeitioo j iImc the Hon. Gentleman had uniformly, and 
Aviih threat hidulhy, pmfued .1 lyB*na of lihelluws a(t<ck on the Mana;;eis. He read an cx- 
fiadl 'rom a Letur fig- ed John licoit, .'ddrclfto to Mr. Fox, and publiflied July 14, 1789, in 
•will ch the w I Iter all ittd, | hu iluuef.i of iheChuges agaioll Waireu Haiiings, Efq. had 
p^tlfcd the Hull's (.f CorT.mons w thouc h.ivinij bc^-fi read, i.> the fliamc and difgra«5 of thfl 
and tii t ihrre wtie ivpej'on the Table or the Houfe of Common.s, which 
Jii’lv tb'moniVatrd tlut every llnog u;t.u»din Wtfiminlh r-rl.di was fal'e and uiifounilrd-** 
Ihrt Gene rat vvas piotteihug v.iih rtaui}.;; srcin ih.* Lcii-.r, when 
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•tljftir Jdflice and humanity ^complete fion. TIjis moticnharinpheen c.irrVd, 
.protectiim frum rapacity and opprcf- tilt hd was accordiii^ty feacl uvtr, and 

Major ScoU fpoke to order. The Mapir faitl, as the Hon. Ctencral had only piven hi.ii 
.miti(.e, tint h« l);id iiiceiultd to proceed on one Paper, and as he had prepar'd liimicli to .01- 
fwer that aionr, he tnhoiittrd ic to hisi candour and coiifideratioh, Wheilier it uas (air to bring 
whiK had FppeareJ at any other peiiod into his OatemenC of ttic comp'.aiiu ; not that he 
a 7 vvidi, the Major faidj to difuMti any one Letter tliat he had written ; he d:d not <.\o« a 
/fraw about them. 

General Euigoyhe rcfumed liiS fpeech| and declared/ tb.tt he had only produc'd the fchc. 
ciule, to ihevv ili.it the publication he now complained of waS but one of a long ^continued and 
progrcihvu fydem of libels, and that ihe Manapers had not bren precipitjle in compininii.g. 
lie (aid, he Ihimici he exceedingly huit, if ic could be fiippofed that/ on an occafiUn I ke the 
prefeiit, lie could intend to produce any collateral matter in aggravatihn of the imriitdl.iie 
caufe rt coniplauit ; and thar, f(H>ner Chan have it for a moment curiHdcreU that he wa^ capable 
Mil anv thini; lo iliibeial and unfair, he would readily ab.indon ai.y aigumenC chat the fcliedide 
which he had prepared might fuggel^, and return to the moie inmicui ite fubjef). Ihe 
. General tlnm ohfeived, ihu hbelti dn that Houfe had of late Iwien fiiquenl, and that the 
prcls teemed vw.h the molt Ixeiui-nts attacks on Us pruccedn\gs and the condiiifl ot its mca- 
lures ; althui.gb it was well kao\an, ihac punting any ]>.iit of w'hat pidled in ..hat Honfe. or 
even ihc fneechc! ol any tif tlie Members, was direi^lly C 'ntrjyy to ihc oiuer of the limile ; 
but, owing eitlier to tiie indtifercnce or the contempt of the Houfe, the pa;veis had pnutrd 
ficcouiUs of tlipii procpcdiogs inim lime to time^ and h.d gone on fo lor Lv^n a com- 

nivinicaticn by letter, or the circulation of «'tny account of w hat paiVed, was cnitrai) S') ord.r ; 
bni there was lurely a great ditTerencc bitween a private Icitcr from fine Gcnileman to rnn- 
tiicr, and a libellous attack on the Houle for its conduct m a judicial pmceeiiing in .v^^reac 
cju'e pending before the High Court of Parliament, .and more efpetMlly whtii the LiIkI 
came from the Agent of a criminal on his trial, and that Agent was a Member of the Houfe, 
who cunfcquently had an opportniiiiy of compUining in his place againft ilie Managers, if 
Irj chouAhi their coiulu£V wrong, liie Geneial declaied, hs wondered that the Hnn.^Ceii(le- 
nun, vslieii he was penning his libels, did not reflect that he vv.is comiHifiiig nuacks on (hif 
' honoui and dignity of P.iiliament; and did nut confider, when he fnbrenbed- ,liis name 10 
tliat he was fcltmg the Houfe .it defiance, andrifijuing .ill the confeijiiences of a Hrc.-xli 
of tlic privileges of that Houfe, After laying great tlicfs on iliis r.*maik. General Burguinc 
adverted 10 the conduct of Mr. Hafhngs and his Agent during ilie rcuifc of the T11..I, im- 
puting to them a variety of cndeavirurs to divert tiie attention of the Public from fl.e prt.-^ 
ceeiling. Ac one time, he faid, a Gentleman had been hionght frono Wales to eng^i^e thi^ 
notice of the Houfe j and at another, the Hon. Gentleman came lor ward hiinldt with a Peiiiiui; 
land a complaint. He did not, the General f.nd, acv^ufe the Hoii. G''ntlemaii of igimi.Micc of 
h»s duty as a Member of Pailiament j on the contrary, his knowle.ige of that duty made ins 
offence ilie greater. In order to (hew what had been the rule of proceetlmg m c;^i<.s u( 

. fimilar nature, the General ftaced feveial precedents frum the Jonriiais : anJ the hi it he 
mentioned w.is that of a Baronet in lyoj, who had uttered ceitain woi us, which weie takiu 
■ down at the time ; but the Baronet was fufifared to explain himfelf, when he begged p.irdou 
of the Houfe if any thing he had f^id liad g’vcn pfience. The General ineuttooed fcveial 
other precedents ; but, as we did not hear them dillirnilly, wc cannt)t give them in dt tail. 
After a variety of peitinenC ubfeivam ns. General Burgoyne concluded with reading f«. 
vcral Motions he intended to move, wliich, fur the lake of intelligibility, we have lubjoined 
in the form in which the whole proceeding is mtered on the Joutnals. B^ffoie the Gpuei.il 
K fat down, he appealed to the Chair for infoi relation what would be the proper time fur th« 
Hon. Gcnrleman to make his defence ? 

^ The Diary of Tuefday lall Iwving been handed to the Clerk, at the defire of General Bnr. 
goyue, the letter figned John Stott was read from it ; ;it parts ot which the Houfe laugh. d 
. exceedingly. 

The Speaker, as fooii as the Letter had been read, faid, it w?s the praAice of the Hvu^e c* 
hear the party againlt whom a compliint was made, if he Was a Meinhrr uf the Houfe, 49 
foon as the matter of the complaint lud been fully opened, before any Minion had bepii made ; 
and then it was ufual for the Member comphiined of to wiilulraw. llin, Mr. b'ptrUer f.iiJU 
•he had n^afon to believe was the general praCL'ee, altl.ough he was aw.ire ihvra e.Yiiied 
•eptior.s to it, as it had been t.h(t cafe with Aldermen Ciolby and Oliver. 
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tTii* Hrime of Mr, Moore was who per^'"^]y anfwcred the defcript?oi»f 

from it, as the ti^mc of a gentleman no Itis honourable to Mr. Macphcrlortt 

Major rcotttheo rofc, and faid, « Mr. Speaker, — Before I ent*r upon my defence, I* muft 
txprels my acknovi ledgments to the Hon. Gcncr^il for the very fair and candid mannet: iit 
whsch IfMi has opened the charge whicti he has thought pioper to prefer agtinlt me. Beforo 
1 hc'nin, 1 do molt iol. mnly difarr.w the flighted inception Chat J h.td to do at y thing that 
could he conflrueJ into an iiiv.>riiiii oftl'.e privileges of the Houfe of Commons, 

** The peciihar fituatiun in which I fland at the prefent moment will, 1 flatter mTfeff, 
^Tr. Speak'^r, ple.id my excufe to Che Houfe for detaining tlietn a Ihurt time, but i promife.^/ 
I'lem It Ilk'll he as ihortas poflihle. ^ 

1 mnfl cenfefs to you, Sir, that 1 did not expt^ at this time of day fuch a Motion from 
fvkh a quaiter. 1 know that this Houfe pcfiefjfes great and important jH’ivdeges ; 1 know 
(hot ihe IN isiiegcs of the lloufe are daily broken in upon j but, as there are fome ruie& ** more . 
1 onoi.rtd i.'jthc hi each tlwn in the ohfervaoce,*' 1 have always fupiKifed, that in a countiy the/ 
i Ltd iu the winde xvorld, this Houfe had con&nted to difpenfe with the rigid obfervance qjf 
f.ime of it? privileges, retaining, liuwevcr, the full power to refume them ; and where li- 
b *ify (ball be pleaded as an cxcufe for licentioufnefe, the Houfe will confulc (heir own dig- 
t.:')*, ihcir oun honour, and their jtiflice, in calling the oflendsr to a fevere example, 1 be- 
kr VC, Sir, it has been obferved in almott every trial for a libel in the Courts helow, th.'tt the 
I'oreil way to pieferve the freedom of the prefs is to punifti the abufe of ir« Upon this 
g'ound, Mr, Speaker, 1 wifh my conduct to be confidered ; and upon no ocher, I am fwre, it 

ill he Gonfiderdd by .t hoi'y of Geiulemen, wlw, prizing the bltflings of a free condiiuturn, 

1* ill he at all tiroes ready to fnpfKirr, in its fulled extent, the freedom of the prefs* 1 know it to 
ht one of the danding orders of tliis Houfe, that no drangers (hall be admitted intnthe gallery; 
>«:, Sir, our gallery is always, and very propel ly, full of flrangers. 1 am aware that it is 
a brsa».)i cf privilege, l»>r any man to publifh the i^|>ceches of this Houfe ; yet, we know that 
every day's debate is regularly puhhlhed, and with gr eat accuracy in general, on the following 
i>ioiniag; and we have very good rrafon to believe, that on important quedions in this 
lloufe tome Members write ihtir own fpeecbes ; and I will appe% to the recolleflion of 
every GenOeman, whether men of the flrd eminence in the Hoofe have not thought it ofim- 
pQi lance C(i cor re^ any mifiepiefentation that lias occaflonally been made of their fpeeLhe^, hy 
*11 ezplan lion on the following day { hut noperfon ever thinks of excluding ft rangers from 
the g.dlery, or prohibiting ihepublicatu n of tlie Members fpeecher. The precedent of the 
year 1 70 1 does net apply in any degiee. At that time the manners and cuftoms of all ranks 
•/f people were d.fTvient, and the public knew little of the proceedings in l^arliameuc ; but 
»•» ihcfe enlightened day?, they know what their conftiiuenis do eveiy day, and iliey have a 
/iglu to know it. 1 hold now in my hand twelve fpeeches and pamphlets on political fob* 
j.tis, publitheJ by a Right Hon. Geiulcmaii over the way (Mr. Biiike), which 1 (hall mor« 
paitjcnlarly refer to by and by, Tlie qutftion then to confider is, Whether in my remarks 
1 ;io.i a fpesch of a Right Hon. Gentleman, or niiher upon the report of that fpeech, 1 havo 
dovi.iied from that line of propriety which, as a Member of Parliament, or as a Gentleman, 

1 am lu)und to obferve ? Bnt, though my Letter is rc.ally and truly :i remit k ujion a fpeech in 
a paper, yet I will neither be mean nor bafe enough to (helter my (elf under fuch a fubterfugc* 

1 have lead it again and again, but cannot find an offenfive wortl in it. VVill the Hon. Ge- 
ne 1.1I point cut any thing ofTcnfive in the language, or ahfurd in tlie argument f 1 (hall he 
^lad to meet him upon that ground, 1 will, very (hortiy, Mr- Speaker, examine the faAa 
th..t 1 Ikiveafliiiteil one hy one, and I defy the unked abilities of the Gentlemen oppofite to 
mo to difpute the veracity ol iuy one of thtm. — The firil. Sir, is ihe ftory of Che tliree 
thonfaud pounds Italcd to have been paid by Mr. Haftiiigs, at the IndiawHoufe, for copytfi((, 
p.ipers. Am I to blame for the circulation of that ridiculous tale ? or am I charged fof a 
libel, becaufe I arrefted a libel in its enurfe ? Men who are profecuting for adls which 
volve, •’s they fay, tlie defolation of Pnivinces, the banithment of Princes, the robbery of 
Ladies, &c, one (hould imagine, would be above attending it> ftwh nonfenfe. Yet, wheaa 
^ Right Hnn, Oenileman thought proper to make a ferioos enquiry into fuch littie-tattle fluffy 
and to ir.volvc my name in it ; when men of rank and confequence repeated the ftory again, I 
was jiiftified in declaiing, what I .-igaln repeat, that the ftory has no foundation in truth, either 
as It r* fpedls Mr. H?ftrr^s or myfelf. If there are any perfons who arc to bealhamed, they 
aie thefe \%ho fiift biooght fuch contemptible nonfenfe before the Poblic —Sir, tlie next Ufa 
ftr!u 11 ill my Letter if, that an account flared in a Morning Paper, that the jdcl?ys in ftie 
Trul arc iirpi)r;:ble fo Mr, Haftings, are noc*irue ; that to fay fo, is to add infult to iiijui^« 

I fteppeU here, the Houfe might with juftice acenfeme of audacity ; but I have given 

my 
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It, tli^n that to Mr. Mocrr, Moore was called by Mr. Anftnither 
wUow it ib Well luitcd.— After*this Mr. and appeared. 

my tieafons foraJJin^, tkflt I believe it was^he original intention oT tbe^ "Right Kon. Gfnrlc- 
man not to bring the *]'rirfl to a clofe in the prefent Pailiament. If every hui>«n man in ihe 
Hiogdnm will lay his hand upon his heart, and deliver his opinion, 1 am convinced it u ilt 
exactly coincide with mine. But I have (Idi ArongeC evidincc to olfer npon ifiis point. * 
Such Gentlemen as h ive attended in Weltmioller-HaU cannot hnt obferve the flow pu gicfs' 
of the prefent Trial, ] own 1 sm atloniHiedat the patience and Anhearance of both Hoiifc'.. 
Sir, we the prufecutfirs have been pioving for iicveral days — i beg pardon, 1 mean, u*e have 
<poeeii .iltempiing to prove.— that Mr. Hattmgs, by a fyftem he eflablTned in 1781, h:ouj*hc 
great lofti and tlnmage to the revenues of rtie taft India Company, though our M.tn<ig>-is 
proved /Of er vtantbi a^o that the change of lyttem was attended hy an a6iii 1 increafe of 
revenue, amounting t<i nearly 4oOtCOol. Ui three years. If there is one Gciitii:man in tins 
Hnufe doubts the truth of this, let film bonow tlie evidence, and look into page 1 196. — Si% 
opon the next tiie Houfe will determine. I think tlie jnfUce of the ufl.^ion no man 
^yill difpute ; but I have put it hyp(«* helically ; and I now afk the Hnufe and the country, 
whether it was jufl or honourable to impeach a man for aAs that he was f.tid Uth.ve done in 
tJie year 1772, which were fully known in 1776 in Great Britain, upon which not one tittle 
of new evidence is<Y can he hrougl.c ; when, fuhfequent to the vear 1776, he has three feveiat 
times been appointed hy the Legifl-itui'e, on the motion of the Minider, Governor- General of 
Bengal P Surely Aich a ^^ueOion is a fan* one, and if ever pertinently put, put at fuch a time 
ns this, when we may he on the eve of a war. 1 have pul the quelhon hypothetically ; but 
I'am neither afraid nor aflianned to fay that 1 tliink it was unworthy of a great naiina. — The 
next point, Mr. Speaker, is what I tonic, as 1 Hate, frt m the newlpaper, for 1 really was not 
in the Koufe at the time the Right Hon. Gmtleman g we notice of the Moti at he mteiHhd to 
make ; 1 mean as to the new and dangnous dodlrioes tivat be had heard in WcflinhUter* 
Hall ; 1 abide b^' the reflection 1 made upon ih it circumflance. — The next )M>iut is a matter 
in which the dignity and jultice of this Houfcis mol\ mateii.illy c<Micerned, and on which its 
charadler for confiflency throughout Che countiy materially depends. 1 do affirm, Mr. 
Speaker, tluc tlie HoufcuptMi this point is involved in a very Mnfortun.ite dilemma-, owing to 
the degree of confldeiice that they luve repofed in the Gentleman oppofite to n«e. When I 
' R.itethe fa^s, the Houfe will judge of the proper mc.ifuies to be purfued. Of the twenty 
Articles compofing the Impeachment, there is one tiititled Revenues, on which lo much time 
has been employed in Wcftnnnfter-Hall, When that article was under the ixnfuleration of 
a Committee of tlie whule Houfe, the Minifler not only voted, hut fpoke againlt it and he 
proved, from accurate calculations, (hat hy Mr. Haflings's change of lyRem in 178 1, a 
/iJ<ruh]-c advantage Lad accrued to the £.i(i Indi.i Comp.tny. He proved alfo, that no foil < 4 ^ 
hivoni* was Ihtwn by Mr. llaOings Co his fervaiit C.inCo R.ib.io, wlio had been a veiy con- 
fulcTable farmer of revenue before Mr. Hatlingj arrived in Bengal. It happened, however, 
th.1i upon the divifion the Minifler was left 111 a minority, and chequeflinn was carried, by a 
m.'ijority of fifteen, forimpeaciiing Mr. Hafling^ upon this aiticle. Ihis was the only debate 
in the Houfe upon the fuhjedl ; for when the aiCicle was piefented in the form in which it 
now is, it pafleit witlmuc ubfcrvation nr comment, and, I am fiire, wiiliout being looked at ; 
becaufe eitlierthis article contains an alTertion palpably and noiorioully f.iKc, nr certain refolu* 
tions moved for four years fucceflively are notorioufly falfe j and lor this mofl ii.telligihle of .ill 
rmfons, chat tliey are maiiifeflly concradi^toiy, the one to the other, as 1 lhall prove in a few 
words; and unlefs it lie true tnnt two and two make five a> well as four, both are not true. 
The articleof impeachment called ^Revenues,' Rates, that Mr. Haflings's adminifl ration of the 
Revenues was attended with great lofs and damage to the Revenues of the Raft- India Com « 
-*rpaoy, and with the vexation, oppreflion, and deflrudtion of the natives of Bengal. This Ar- 
' tide was votetl by the Houfe of Commons in the mouth of May 1787. How has it happened 
..Jtbat a very few days before this vote, the Houfe voted another Kefulntion dire£lly the reverie 
of it. I'hac Refulutum was moved by a Right Him. Gentleman (Mr. Dundas), and is in 
fubflance as follows : ThiC the annual receipts of the B0Hg.1l Government on an average of 
three years from 1781-2 to r783-4 were five hundred and eight lacks of rupees." Ihe 
Bight Hon. Gentleman did not merely content himfelf with moving this Refulution, but ho 
reafoned upon it at gre C length \ and he aft'irmed, as is undoubtedly the truth, thi Beng.d was 
the heft governed country in India, This is the average of tlie three years of .Mr. Hailiiigs's ad- 
miniftration tint immediately fnllnwed the change of fyftem, a ch.inge Ai much condemned 
by the Managers. 1 will do the Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr* l>uOdas) the juftico to fay, 
t{»t he alfo voted agaiuft the Revenue Article $ but as the Houfe 1ms bad. an Judia Budget m 
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Mr. n'lllif!, of ConriKl ftir Mr. Haf- tint he or Ms colleagiifs hail thrnwrt' 

. tln^s, in order to icinovc .i Itirpicion out inliimations agaii.ft Mr. Moore 

. t7S9. 3Ptl T7^i, anil as it has voted Refolutions each year, which prove that, fn far 

fri.m iMi. H.ilf.i.gs h vi-’g ovtittkaiu- d the ci'imtry in order tu get a large temporary Re- 
^ vHiiv, t!':: lil\y*.n's Revenues are higher ihni tlie preceding, I do own I amnotalinlo. 
aRjmilhrd tint tli'i Jlojltf Hill pei mils the Revenue Article lo ft iin i^8 Jimrnals, or allows 
Us MaiUifess to i;.. on day after day aLC«mp*‘««5 *<* pn>ve what, if it could he proved, -moll 
dj^i^iMce tile Hoiife of 0‘•TllnoM^ i ii mely, tint for four yenis fuccelllvely it has eiircnd 
fitfrt ReMotmns noon tl.e [^Mirnals. 1 contend, that rlia Rofolirii’ii'i are line, and llwt ih.' 
Aitich* la faitr*. f'li' (i wh.'Uitier in opiuMMi with me, thofe who lupport thi AiislIb, muji\ 
C'l'i emn the Refoluiifii. Wj'n it, Sir, indecent or imprt»pcr in me to .iiirriipt to avert iliu 
mil- lnyf‘j which tha puhlic might fi.H..in by a grofs perverfion t.f the fenfe of Lord Corn., 
wall i*s L't'er ? I> tlure 2 man ut EngUnJ fo Hnpid, as to believe ih»t a country is t!e|>o« 
pulned r..! rn.nw'd, wh't h tnrnilh. d lupplics f..r maintaining Icventy ihovihind me>i in arms 
dm HIT Cl-ir l.ite w.tr, winch, ikilo t!ie lemii^tions io Cnnfr(|iience of the pe.-'Ce, has furnifhed a 
fii'lilns of two inilluMis HiMiiog a yea*-, ami from which I.oid Cornw'alli.s biw/v/f \b\U ns, we^/ 
iniv <li-p«Mi<i p »«»n th? of fiich a fnrp'ns in fntnre } I tinnk, Sir, hy cxpljiniog rh;? 

Ill ‘iiui , i nvyhr i hiim fome mcc’.t with this Hou'e, and with the Public. It is tlie duty of every 
Mf'nih«r ot P ii'lri'V.eoi »o f-ippovt the CJoveimnent of the country as far a- he can ; and I ani 
pof drnid to ?vo.v, tli.at I have often written upon the Revernes and refource^ of the conntiy, 
a"«! 1 111 ill ever hj 1 e.uly ;n avow them A« to mv Hatemenc of the Reveinres, fo difterenl Irom 
tlwit of tlis G *nMv*nn*n opp.^fre to me, 1 will p'.Ld!»f; mv falvation npoiiih*^ triuli of my account, 
i;5lc'Mhav will i-u’oroih .t f.oul v'o< r.waMis h.istr.<nlmiited fall'e acconnis fioni Beng il. Look ui 
tlw* Reports n .oii vonr r.ihle,aiul yon will fee, ilut when Mr. lla-iinjsc ime t.i tht G ivenimcriic 
of rieoiial, the whole refouic«'«> of diit Govrinment w’tie 3 i 5 lacks of rupec.s, L«v k to your 
Jo'iMi.i's. .iiuly'Miwhl fee, ‘1111 w'lwn he quitfi-il the Goveinnicnt tliey were 520 lacks, and tlur 
r. iw they arc 530 1 ck'.. In opjUkfi'ion to thp it is it not rn' iigh to m..ke .1 m.tii Infc his 

j>4ii rncf’, whMii he lua s-.t airertcd in the Houle o» Commpn«:,tli.*t Ueng.il Ins declined dunng his 
Ailnr, imih ,r*on > — $» , thei e is one other |>oint that 1 mult mention 'I he Hon. GencTtl fays, if 1 
f i*.v .any thing 'vionij;, it was my <hj*y ro liars it toiliis Houfe. Have 1 , ^Sr. Speaker, nvglviicd 
jiiy duty in ill s piiticular ? On ili: cmrriry, I am afiaid 1 have ttojblcd you to> often ; hue 
it is a po nt cf fo much conRquenCw*, that I do hope the time will come when Gemkinen 1 
*■ f Hi ,»rc imp'vranje will take it up ; fur it i» a point in \vlu:h ibc honour as well as the 
iu.k.c: of the Houie li deeply intercRed. I vny year that the India i^ud^;et lias been opened, 

I hivet.ild <}‘;nrlemcn, tliat tliough 1 cordially concuind in the fiatcnients made by the 
jpriii Mi.niHir, r^s/ v/ere conirafy to the AifcJcs of Ini cr.chmcju j and it the Re- 

I j|iitl<'nr> w.vc* t.'u?, wlnt vv's fiht i*'' our nnr.e in V/tllmlnltcr H iM inufl he lalfe. 1 a :i 
pile '1 i.n f.'i If ^r'JTnn, / w,’* f: 0‘- full '/| tL’ r,f tlh Uoife^ u»J of myCounhy, 

Ov tin: o.7//i f 'iv** .i I b.ivi tiJ . — 1 hive repeitMlIy I’.ud, witliin tlii^ Houle a. id out of 

• !iat *vc p .iL'f i I'll UkC Ai titles wliliout r.adine tlu.ni Did ] ncl meanly or hdfely hy 
thf Mj'iili ? vviJ 1 I.x* in w,.lr to entrao them P I warned the Houfc of what they were do- 
in^ at c f: rin.e. 'I'hvy did it. I twd ihe.n, f \v.is fore that if tlieyiead tliofe Aiticks, they 
would rt vet p.tf-j t'lcnt, I C mnot to yon, Kir, for the troth of ihi«, becaufe you 

wer^ i O' i-a fi>s CJiur a' il e time, hut ( .sin fure the Gentlemen who lit at the Table re- 
niMihJf :t ; I enr.-t i’c^, T ininluH fh? Houfe to read the Aiticlis before they voted them. 

T hey aim an* oireMly cnr.rra'y to Refoluriors upon your Journals j they crim.nate the D.- 
ar.J rtio Ki'v^’s .Miniflcrs. T hefe Aiticlc? denominate Hyder Keg K-ha.i, the MiniRcr 
f t fhc Krii'nh of Cude, hnp/.^c ilU :yrG'it\ aud they condemn Mr. 11 sitings for putting A> 
much power in hii li.m ' . ytt Lmd Cornwains te>ls you (for you have his letter upon 
your T-ihU".. tija*- m pi', pc.nal .in invrjnent he has m-rely tnlhreii to the f/Hem Ja>d down b/ ^ 
i *0 JoriHjr a.'vt^r.or Gir.^r.tl, iVjp yilf the fiiljlidi?’‘y ariangtmtnts aie foiintd, .ns 

lui 'Ldnllhip I 1) cz'vicco to ftt^n^thsn thr-fc pf'incip/cSf ond render th'.m permnnent. To** 

this the King s ^/iniitcts r.plv, t'"-p« jj’i the Ditectors, that having ofttinively coniidered the 
rod p:r'i«' d »h* who!' prcccedins:, the\ appiovc ct ; he general arrangetnent, 
.->/?/ 5/ .'// p‘-li''pU: on ;/ 1:1: f't* VI d wim? pinciplei? why, Sir, the vety pihieip’es 

rui’tfih ibis k/to:Jrtt}jr one ‘:vo‘d uvrn tbt ^A.i/r«r, has condemned ; live pnnctp,es 

v..ne»T, '.vlv'ii L.iiihd jiuopridic*, propt*e an annual fublidy of fifty keks honi the N^bob, 
wipch 1 '$/* th': expi iictf of uoe tjilrci ot our -army. I hope t'le Houfe will ettcut't nie, if 
npin Mb’ fnbi'Ct J f/ioii*id a little forg;t the moderation that hecomes me; but tlie ^onrra- 
jdiCKons' are fW jMijMhIe, that 1 ov^n 1 .am Iof> in aflonifliment when I rcftcdt upon them, 
y.sc tpt rh- K-wfi'. hs tfifpkarkd with me for laying fairly before them. 'J hole 

vvJi'> have abi^r.d tlj-* generoiis confiJ;;iics which this Hciifc ^hetd in 
V Vhcii), 



unfiippnrtetl by aby fvutenw, afked difmiflVd from his emplrtyrccnfi or, ifhe 
Mr. Moorc whether he had, nut" been \TOuld lb have iC| whether he had not 

thetTi, Sir, I hope I flial! not be accuA^ of difrefpe^l to the Houftfof Commons ; I c.»Jl 
<Jod to witR'Js I mean it nor. The Houfc COnlVled in tUcir Committee ; alter agreeing to 
• the Imoe-iclimr -'Jt, if voted the Articles without difeufling the particulars; and, fince^ it has 
happened, that many adbs arc IV.itcd as criminal, wliidi the Houle has fan^^ioned as highly 
mcritorioui in another cliara^cr. And now, Mr. Speaker, having enteied into a full, and 
J hope a fatisfacloty explanation of my conduct, let me fuppole for a moment, that 1 have' 
aited iriVKiihiily or improper 1/ in vvhat I have done. To wlni I have f^id I have put iny 
!► name— fonie proif)! furrly th.it I meant to do no wrong. But, admitting for a moment 
th.1t I have been mined j by whom is it that I have been milled ? Ky the Gentlemen op- 
polVc to me; at d I do conkfj niyfi.lfat a lofato perceive with what degree of conliHency fucK 
a Moiion as is now pp^'pefed ran C'^me from fuch a quarter. The Hen. Gentleman is plea ed 
to compliment me upon niy knowledge of my duty as a Member oi Parliament. 1 do al- 
fnre you, Mr. Sp^a.ker, it h is bten my Ihiriy to acquire that knowledge, and if I haveerrcil, 
v.if is by- following what I thought juillfiahlc precedents. *1 never could conceive, Si*", 
ih.nt a moderate tempeiate ex.imin ition df what is lUted in^ a piiblick paper could have 
hetn conllrued into a brtacii of privilege; but much lefs, Sir, could I conceive it poinhle 
after pcruling the curious precetlents that I fliall now produce. I s'*jll not quote the com* 
mon Parllanieniary D-rh-itcfor tlic nev^fpapers.ts authority, but 1 will allc every Gcntle.u.m 
in this Houfe, Wh^thtr it Ins not been the invariable pra^licc of Gentlemen oppf'hte t >me, 
to airaitn with the utmofl freedom fuch arts of the majority, as they difapproa^d ? I mean 
in public meetings, in the fhai3e of refoluc*oHs, &c. Bur, Sir, I will now bring it to a nice 
jnaftcr of fai^^-r^And ft- ft, I fhall bring to your notice a pamphlet entitled, “ Mr. Burke’s 
Spetc'i on tlij Moiion nnde for Papers, iSth Feb. 1785.** Every thing cont.uned in that 
fp.'-ch r )G Gtntlcmanhad a right iof.y ; but with what confiflency In can fupport a motion 
a^iinft me, .iftvfr puhlifhing many niontlis fubfcqucnt'to the fi»eecli tifn pamphlet, 1 am ac 
a loi's, to difeover. Surely, Sir, ie was no longer a Speech, but, according to the law of this 
il»\, a libel upon Parjianicnt. The fifftpalfage that l (hall felea is as follows, and the 
1-Ioiife will feert is very much in the ftyle of the Gcnilcman's oracicns in Wtftminfter Hall, 
** Let no rmn hereafter talk of the decaj ing energies ot nature 5 all theadls and monumenit 
in ihc recoids of peculation, the confolidated corruntion of ages, the patterns of ciem- 
•* pliry plunder in the he»oic times Of Homan iniquity, never equalled the gigantick cor- 
lupiion of this finglc aft. ^tver did NcrO, in all the infolent prodigality of defpotifm, 
«* d..aJ out with Ips pV^ioiian guards a donation ftt to be named with the largcfs Ihowcred 
** down hy the bounty of our Chancdlorof thc+,xchequer on the faithful bind of his Indi.m 
“ frapoys.” The next is as follows ;— «* Vour Minifters kntrW, when they ligned the riwath- 
“ w^urunt of the ('ainurick, that the Nabob would not^nly turn all the umorturtnte fjrmera 
of levcnue out of employnum, but that lie had denounced his fevereft vengeance 
•• them for ac'ling under British authority. With a'knowlcdge of this difpolition, a Bn'tifti 
‘‘ Ch.incdlor of the Exchequer and 1 rcafurer of the Navy, incited by no public advan- 
•* t.igc, impelled by no public nfcelftiy,'* in a ftrain of the moft wanton perlidy which has 
“ tvcrftainird the annals of marikind, have delivered over to plunder, imprifonment, exile, 
« and death itfJf, according to the mercy of fuch execrable tyrants, all the unhappy and 
deluded fouls who, uiit.iught by uniform ckimple, were ftill weak enough to put their mift 
in English faith.” This Gentleman then proceeds to argue, with the uimoft freedont, 
tliat an airaqgenicnt formed .by the Riplit Hon, Gentleman below me ^Mr. Pitt) under the 
fari^lion of Parliament, was a corrupt and fcapdaloys bargain, in order to repay certain 
pe'^foiis the expenccs they incurred by bringing Members into this Houfe at the laft eledtionj 
end vv'lJ this Genilirman vote againft me for my* modcrare difcqflion of a newfpapcr fpcecli ? 
'J he next rcfpeaahle authority that I (hall qOote, is from a pamphlet written by Richard 
Ihinflcy filwiidan, Efq. A •‘'Comparative View of the India Bills of Mr. Fox and Mr. 
Put, jiddielTcd to J. M. Efq. [with eight f\ars,] mStaffordfhire.** In this, the Aas of the 
Houfe and of the LegiHature are’ tieaied with ihcuimoft freedom, I (hall only fclctt the 
following patFjgcs, becaufe they will not tire ifie Houfe : 

I. “As to the Drclirarbry £aw itfclf, and the plea which wav mi'lc fCf it, sve feem to 
bepTfciftly agreed upon that fubje^, ^I'hc )>aper9 laid before the Houfe of Commons ccr- 
t.iinS/ contain, as you obferve, a coniplefe icfutation of alt the pretences upon which thj 
fctidiuii out the four legiments to India was dcfeii'led as a' meafurc of necclpry. And ft!ll 
Diuie (tfonjl/ do I agree with you in your remarks upon Dtclar-toiy A^s in a*’*! 
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hiF tri^ tMoni<qu«ncc other Mtmfiera of the Board to which 
jitf charge^ i^xhibited ag^inli him and the be had bclongccU ot diibbedience of or* 

the nature of tl(s Declaratory Aft in particular. It 13 indeed an alarming and an un- 
^timjite event in tl)e Hiftory of Parlia.ncnt— for it is one that giakesthe iloundation of that 
purity which all men hope from law, and of that refpe^^ which ail men owe to it — to fee, 
^,H^rcfcntati<rc8 of the PeopL* psrfiiaded to intercept the wdinary cou/fe of jultice, to af. 
Cvttieto.theinfffives a judicial charaaer, artd, upon the fuggefHonof the King’s Mmiilcrs, to 
determine a queftion of property, in favour of the fervants of the Crown, againil the claims 
of the fubjeA ! 

Nor can our appreheiifions of the confequerces of this prcccd.-nt be diminiflicd, 
tefledting upon the m.mner in which the meafure was carried through the Houfc; of l^ords j ? 
by reiJs^ing, that the Supiemc Couit of Judicaturein this country Ihould have been induced 
by any influence, or by any eloquence, or upon any pija of ncceiTuy, pretended or red, to 
decide— •with unparalleled precipitation— upon a conftrudlion of law— in thcabfencc of tlio 
Judges of theland, and without grantins^a hearing to the parties iotercfled in their^eCifian.'* 

2. ** If it were worth reasoning or arguing, upon, it would be no difhcult matter tq prove^ 
that this crooked fyfterti of involved myltery ani %ontradidlory .duties could never have been 
meant for any fair purpofe of good government.'* 

3. ^ Whether under this loufc and arrogant mandate, fu unlike the teipperate prccifion of 
a. British law upon fucii a fubje£l. there is one right, power^ or property of any fort, 
left CO the Company, may reafonably be doubted.*' 

Here, Sir, of Parliament are moft freely fiioksn.of* I do not fay improperly, be- 
caufe 1 approve of a fair and liberal difeuflton of political fuhjefts ; but liow the Hon. Gen* 
tleman who wrote that Pamphlet can vote againit nw,. 1 cannot conceive. The lafl au- 
tboricy that I (hall quote, is chat of the Hon. General lumfclf, who is alfoan author, and 
not a defpicable one. When, he was. on.bad terms with fome of the Gentlemen who fit near 
him, he wrote tlie following fviflageinanaddrelsto hisconllituencs at Prefton : 

^ During rlie tafl .Seflionoif ^Parliament an cn.qvu;y vvas inflituted. '1 lie detail of the at- 
tempts made by Minidry to def^at.it, U too notorious to be neceflary upon this occafion. 
They at lalt contrivefl that it (houJd be left imperfe^,'* Is tlus nt reflfe^tion upon th^ 
jlloufe ? In another place the Hon^ General fays t If t|ie (late of the nation in its wars, in 
iM negociations, in its concerns wirh its renvilning .colonies, or in the internal potcy and 
government ot tliefe kingdoms, c^n afford the iinf3aUelt.counteuaoce.io an opinion of inc;:grtiy 
.and capacity in Admimllration, bam ready to abide tyery cenfure, for being, what 1 am, a 
determined enemy toil ; 1 have been la a fltuatloato fee, that io a complicated and alaiming 
Vrar, when, unfupported by any alliances, the kingdom was Lft folely to itso\^ native mili- 
tary force, chat foie rdiaiice„was difeouraged aod depreciated I favv.a fylldnatical defign 
jof vilifying, and difjraciug every ofilcer w^ora thole Minilters had ever employed by fea or 
land ; and thoA; moll, who flood highefl in their feveral proleGluns. The ruin of oflic'.*'S 
/'orms almoft the whole of ibeir military fyflem; and if J . have experienced my lull ineifure 
jof their hufliltty, it only (hew^ the extent of their plan 5 having furnillicd little clfe than my 
zeal and indufliy asn ticie to their malcyqlenee. As to their’pplitical plan, its ubje£l is 
to impofe upon die nattoo from SeCIwn to Seffion. Far from pibliting themfelves, or fuf- 
leringothersto pivht by better experiences they exifl^ by bringing forth a fuccclTion of deceits. 

I cannot (hut my eyes againft ^my own certain know^geof fome of die mofl fatal ofthefe 
deceits rerpe^ing Amerieaj norreflrain.my ju^apd paturaiipdlgnatipn at their efforts, wtch- 
foefeiting every feeling for my Cocmiry.**’ 

Let not Gentlemen fuppofe, bcfaufe I flop here, that. the fubie^ Is exbaufled. I liol'l in 
ptvy. hands twelve fpeeches and .pamphMs written .by , the Right Hon. Gentl:man (Mr. 
Ilttrke), and 1 will engage, that from cacji I extract exprnlifins infinitely flrongcr chan any 
inrhich I have ufed upon any proceedings pf the Houle of CommonA 1 deny that 1 Have 
jST^fiJd or written a word difrefpc<lful pf this Houfe* The Hoofe has been deceived and ^ 
lajlled } that 1 have faid j 1 fay k again | and i wUl prove jt. If Houf*: pleafes, by an ap- 
|Kial.to your. Journals. I am mpcb .obliged to thr Houfe. for their attentton^ and will only 
detain .them a moment longer. In one of ilw Generars Motions, he Call* me »•«», <»r hte^ 
Mr. Hafliogs.** ] wes in ch^t charaAer wlu^n he was abroad ; 1 am not fn npw, 
Utflefthe meansas his warm and fleqdy fliend, who am ready to ddvote every faculty that X 
hM^.to bi$ fervice.. So far as that 1 avow but, t deny ,that 1 wrote the letter com- 

pii^fledof in thneert with Mr. Haflings or any ocher perfon^. Wprefide in dtiTerenc coun- ' 
i«s venry dUlant frc»n each ocher and the ktter 1 wrote on Sunday lafl, at my houle in thd 
whence it was dated ^ nor was it Afen by a Hunlan beinn; till 1 delivered ic fny- 
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ftlf into the Printer’s hands on Monday^ unlefs the firft dieef, which I believe was lying on 
atic tabic when one of my daughters came into the roum. 1 am thus particular, Sir, b'ccaufo^ 
the Hon. General infinoatcd that every thing done wai dune in concert, and as part of a Httkd 
fyilem. So in the cafe of Captain Williams^ 1 do folemnly declare that Mr. Haftings knew 
nothing about that matter. The moment 1 faw the attack upon him, 1 did what 1 am Aitie 
he would liave done by me, 1 fentliim the paper, and anfwerM in the mean time as far as 
» came within my own knowledge. As to the poetry to which the Hon. Geneial allucfes (tho 
Lcttcfb of Simkin), it is fo excellent, 1 fancy the Hon. General reads it with pleafure ; but I do 
alfure him that the author of thofe verfesis too independent both in mind and fortune tb ate 
under the dircAion of any perron,or from any other motive than his own conviAien ; and hcre^ 
6ir, 1 truff my caufe, having the fullell reliance upon the juftice and candour of the Houfe/* 

9 Major Scott theh withdrew. 

General Burgoyne rofe again and moved his firft general Refolotion, which was Tecondc^ 
by Mr. Grey, and agreed to by the Houfe. He nextoftertd to move his fccond Rtfolutlon^ 
^ire^ly charging Major Scott with having violated the law and ufagepf Parliament, and 
been guilty of a Breach of Privileges. 

Mr. Sheridan rofe, for the fake of the regularity of the proceeding, and faid, he conceived 
the Houfe ought firft to vote the letter of the Hon. Member, as printed in the newfpaper, 4 i 
fcandalous and libellous writing, before they voted any ihirg perfonal to the author. 

A motion was accordingly framed, and on its being read Ifonfi the Chair, 

The Cluncellorof the Exchequer rofe and faid, though no perfon could agree more hearti?/ 
with the general principles laid down by the Hon. General, nor would be more anxious than 
he was to preferve the privileges of the Houfe from attack (and if the paper, upon duo 
confideration, fhould be found to bear out the conftrutftion put upon it, he conceived thefd 
could be no queftion but that the cenfure of the Houfe muft fafton the tranfa^ion) ; yet, 
as a l ix practice had obtained of late years in refpe£f to publications relative to the piocctd* 
ings of Parliament, he fubmitted it ro the candid judgment of the Hon. General and h»v 
friends, whether It would not be more fair, not Imnwdlately to proceed to vote the paper 9 k 
fcandalous and lihtUous writing, but to give Gentlemen lime to examine wiiether it was ta 
or not, before they wefe called upon to vote it ? Howevei lak the rule had hitherto been, tho 
Clunccllor of the Exchequer faid, it was undoubtedly proper that it fhould be enforced $ biiC 
then, when the fyftem of llridl enforcement was proposed to be adopted, he trufted, every 
Gentleman would fee the propriety of doing equal juftice, and would not think' it warrantable 
ftiddcniy and precipitately to apply it to a fingle cafe without deliberation. He declared, ho 
did not think it right to fay what his oplntoh was, on tho firft hearing the letter in queftloti 
read ; indeed it was fcarcrly poflible for him to do fo with any fatiSta£lion to his own mind» 
Or with any colour of juftice to (he party codcenied ; and theiVore he conceived it would be 
more proper for the Houfe in general to take the matter up with deliberation, and not on the 
impulfe of 'thetnonimt to vote either one way or tlie ocher. Under this idea, the Chancellor 
of the' Exchequer concluded with moving, That the Debate be adjourned and ho faid, be 
Would name any day that fhould be mdli convenient to the Houfe. Thuifday next wa& the 
day flxed'on, and the Motioir was put accordingly fiom the Chair. 

Mr. fox (hid, he had' no obJeflfoA to the propofed adjournment of the Debate, but fome^ 
thing had fallen fromthe Hon. Gentlehtati which he did not clearly underftand. Tl^ Right 
Hon. Gentleman had talked of the /uy pra^ice that had obtained in refjied to Libels on that 
{tbufe and its pmceedtngs, as’ if they were abbUt to dt^art from any eftablifhed rule of thf 
'^Houfb. Mr. Fox declared he was not aware that the rule had ever been departed from. HO 
kdew U.had not been unWerfally enforced ; but whenever complaint been made of a Libel oft 

^ ihe Houfti, or any of its Membm, therule had, he believed, been uniformly and regularly cai^ 
ried'irttDexecutibn. On theprefent occafton, he hoped the Motion would metic with a fult 
eUfeuftlon in a'dithRoufe ^ becaufe^ if ever there was a*^ Cafe par ticulaily entitled to the confl«« 
deration of the Houfe, it was the cafe cf an Impeachment, acid a trial upon it, the Ma** 
liagers of which had the ibxmgcft cUims bn the Houfe for their proteeiion and fo|lport 
dgaftiiVall Libel^ and Libellers ) and fuch', he trufted, they would' ex^^erieneoitegt Thorlday, 

The queftidn of adjournment of the debate was put and carried. 

* Thuksday, May ay. 

Mr. WigleyrofeintheHbuihof Commons, and Xlateci^. that had fomoching to iky on A* 

of Major $cott. 

The 
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Mr. Moore fft?d tfut Aich chaiiges 
hail been comm un^'rf ted. 


Mr. Dallas, upon this, ohremdy (htie: 
aft he fpokc upon the authority 


'I'hc' Speaker dcJired, for the Ctke of icgolarlty, that the Order of the D.iy might be firA 
read j which having been read, 

Mr. Wigley tlicn r»»d, previous to the Houfe proceeding to refume the debate. Major 
Scott wiAicd CO be pennicted to add a few word;* to his defence j which being iinmediaiciy 
planted, . 

' ' Major Scott entered, and took liis feat, and faid, )»e <%v;ihcd to fay a few words upon a 
point in u'hiv:!), Itom wliar had been metirivnicd to htrn by foine Gentlemen, he conccivv.(ty 
he had not made himUi fufficiently und^iftood the orher night. He had meant to (tate in ’ 
the fpeech which tlie Houfe were fo indulgent to hear, that nothing was ever farther from 
his thoughts, than to do an a€l which fhouid give offence to the Houfe of Commons^ and 
to expicfs his ccM'ccrn, if what he bad done fhouid have tlut ttfcft. At the fame tihie, how-, 
ever, be mail beg leave ro ffate, that, though not a very oM Member of Parliament, lie ha ~ 
been diligent in an attention to his duty j that he had obferved upon many great and impoj 
rant fubjetfh agitated within thofe walls, that Houfe had waxed its privileges, or at icaA 
had fora long time forborne to execute them ; and in no one public matter more than in liie 
J’tif eachment, and in all the difeuflions that led to it. Were not the Charges, as origiojlly 
^refented by a Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Rurke;, publicly fold, almoft as foon as the 
were pi inted for this Houft ? The Ait:clcs the lame. Was not a very curious Letter, 
figncd by .ill the Maiugcrs, and fent to Mr. Francis, alfo pi inted in iho ncwfpiipers ? Evtiy 
debate that ltd to the ImjMsachment was publifhed, and every day's pi ocetdings fir.ee the 
trial b^an, in mo^re than two or three editions. He had taken the liberty to flatc the other 
n.ght a variety of otlicr publications, and one in particular from a Right Hon. Gentleman 
'CMr. Rtirkc), in wbUh be had dcfeiibtU the condu^l of the Miniiter as more coirupt than 
Tfcru'ft, and all the tyi'a(Hs of antiquity and motiem days put iog,:thcr. 1 his was a pubfi- 
.catioo co<.it]y iHoing from his clofet five months after he was fuppofed tohavefpoken it in .h;s 
Houfe. It Was the ciore aKbvl upon two Right Hon. Gentlemen (Mr. I’ltc and Mr. Oun- 
da>) and ujsoo the Hovfc. ltc.dicdan Adt of the LegllVituie “a corrupt Adi,** and »ir- 
tljc condudf ot thofe Gentlemen to a defire to repay certain Centkmen the expence 
UK-y h^din^rred in biinging ^^crnbers into this prefent Parliament. The Major concluded ‘ 
by faying, that if tve ii.ad ailed wrong, he fhculd fetl as much concern a» any nitii, but 
be h.'id dene fo by following the example of thofe Gentlemen who had made ihe picfciit 
•omplaint. 

'J"he Major having wirhdr.iwn, the Speaker read the following motion from the Chair ; 

“ 'I'nat It aitjiears to this Houfe, that the letter publi.'hed in the UiaKy, or U'oodf^tir^ 

*■ of May ;S, is a fcandalous and libellous paper, refledling on ihe Honour anti . 

V Juiticeof the-Houf*, and on the condurt of the Managers appointed tocoodudl the 

V peachment now p.ad.ngag^infl V/arr^n Haftings, Eiq.*' 

Mr. V/iglcy rofc to ohj;dl to the Mot on as unntctfTiry, conceiving the apology made by 
llic Hon. Menaber to have been fufjicient for ilic oitbncc. He declared him&lf to be always 
leaidy 7ealouf1y to maintain and defend, rite privileges of the Houfe ; but in fo doing, hewifbed 
yoniaUe a diltindlron betvrecn a wilful Breach ot Privilege,' and a Breach that might have 
been ccc^iioned by the remiffiiffi and itlaxacion of the HouCi as to theexcrclfe and enforce* 
ment of th';irov70 ry!cs» Fvery day, he faid, afforded a proof of the reiniflnefs of the Houfe^ 
by the ftatcmsnt in the public pape»’s of their precevdings. Th«* Hon. Gentleman had, in 
Cjie prcfvHt c.afe, only anCwcied an account ot'a fpcech that bad been given the day before tift 
the fame paper j and being anxious to concradi^ alfertions he believed to be falfe, he had 
fallen into Che errors complained of. He acknowledged that this was no excufe,' but h^'/' 
s^t(h(.d it to beconfide^cd as an extenuanon, tli.it might mduce the Houfe to receive as'-fvf- 
Acient the apology they had heard from the Hon. Men)ber y trpecially as the rule of the uf» ^ 
i|ad not been ohrerved with the rigour now propqCfd for near a century. Jf the Houfe, hovr- 
ever, fhouid proceed to notice tlie llhci complained of, they would notdoyoAlcc, unlefs they 
i]*outd enter into an enquiry and inflitutu a BmiU** proceeding againit the various libela 
ffroduced by the Hon. MemW U(i Friday, which tie (Mr. W.) faid, h« would givetliem an 
jUjpp^rtwnity.pf. doing, by moving to enter into a Committee for that purpofe* H« declared 
he did not fay tlvls a.*! a thrjrar, Mr. Wigley marie a lew obiervations on fevdralof the fulea 
and orders of the Hour-, and p.ifiicghrJy on rhst declaring the admittance of tlr^ngers to 
^ a breach of privilege, winch breach of piivlleee had, he obferved, for feveral yeais been 
^l>|l^:tfirregarded. Would if, he aiV.flrU b« cucfulcied to Isc jufl and reafcnabXe, if the Hop ft 

ikl, ajegr admit jng Grangers, utder ;li<i doors to he io^kal^ anddheOc ^icSerigaai to ralof 
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rhirges which Were to be found in. the Managers knew to be in exiftrnce, andv 
Compel ny's archives* and which the migfit produce if theyj)leafcd, the Court., 

into cuftody every ftran^cr prefent ? He wished to compaic that cafe with ihc prefert. hyr, 
Wigley reminded the Houfc, that they had np proof that the Hon. Meniber was the author; 
of the Jdbcl, except by his own confeflionj and he would appc ti to every Lavyycr on both 
fidcs the Houfe, whether a confetTion ought not to be taUep .til logeiher, Uut the party plight 
have the beneht of the whole of it. Had the word niiule a part of the Motion, Mi* < 
Wigley faid, the ^loufe mult neccdhrily have gone into a Cotnmiltec to, enquire into ^rvd^ 
^Afcertain the fa£l before they had proceeded. In that caCi:, there might, l^e obferved,^ havq 
occuirod great difficulties* He declared, that whatever ffiould be the.deciHpn of' the Houfe, 
he had no doubt it would be proper ; and, though but a young Member, he knew his duty'* 
too well not to acquicfcc in it, let it be what it might ; he hoped* .howpver, on the confi* * 
derations that he had ifated, that the Houfe would not proceed haltily, but would be 

« d with the apology given. . 

Mr. Burke rofe next, and alkcd what fort of an apology the Houf^ had heard^ and wiiat 
was the Hon. Member's indication of repentance } An audacious avowal of the Libel, and 
a direct recrimination upon the Members cf.the Committee of Managers l.,For his pqrt| 
and he doubted not he fpoke the fentiments of the-ManagC'^s in genera}, he equally d^^ thf 
Hon. Member, his fiiend, and Jiis ftiend's ftiend, and all that they could effedf. Having 
made this exordium, Mr. Buikefaid, the arguipent of ilie Hon. Gentleman tended to cut 
Up the privileges of the Houfe. by the roots ; bccaufe, if every Breach of Ifriidlege were to bq 
profecuted, it would do more harm than good. There vy^a^ fcarpuly a m^n in that Houff 
who was not every day guilty of feme Breach of Privilege or other ; but the Houfe ffiewed 
its wifdcm and its prudence in paffing over a great number, of Breaches, of Privilege, and 
noticing fuch only as from their nature abfolutely demanded the notice of the Houfe. Did 
not every man know, that in cafes of affaiilt, from the mere laying a.fingei: on another, down 
to direct mu.'der, each was equally an alTault ; but would any perfon in' their fenfes recom- 
mend the proceeding u^on tJie Stoics' principle, and puniffiir^g c'zcry a^ault, the Aighted aa 
well as the mo(\ atrocious equally ? In like manner the, prefent queAIbn was not, What 
Breaches of Privilege had pafTed unnoticed ? but. Whether a moll atr^cipus Libel on , their 
honour and juftice ought to efcape the vengeance of that Houfe,? Thp Libd in queAion was a 
direct attack on the Managers of a Profecution of the jnoll folemn nature, inltitutcd by the 
authority of the Houfe, while they were endeavouriqe to bring a criminal, loaded with an 
unexampled mafs of crimes, to juAice. Would the Houfe fulfer the delinquent to ufe; his 
unjurtly acquired vvcalih ia flandering. the means by which he was to b? brought to. juftice ? 
It was not the mauer of the Libel, but the vehicle of It chat 1^ condemned. With regard 
to the publication of fpceebes, the pradice bad obtained from the time, of Loid Clarendon to 
the prefent day* and, when Oiforecily cxercifcd, no harm.could rcfult from it ; but, on tlic- 
contrary, much good might accrue to the public, who oUi»ht to be informed of .vyhat pafliid 
Sn that Houfe ; and it would be for the wifdom and prudence of the Houfe to decide wl\ac 
fliould be pubhlhed with impunity and without notice, and, yvhat Ihouid not.* A vciy 
dillinguilhcd Member of that Houfe, the late Mr. Grenville, had, by tlic publication of a ce.. 
•lebrated fpeech of his on the MidcJlefcx elc^lion, recorded his conAUutional principles for 
ever ; and he had rcafon to believe the practice was cccalicnaUy, and with gisat piopriety, 
followed by feme of the family to thii» day. Having juftified the pra^icc of printing fpeech^ 
Mr. Buike recurred to bis animadverfions on the ccndo£l of Mr. Haflings _qpd his, agents i 
While the Managers of the Impeachment were difch.'irging their duty 50 the and ao- 

cufing the principal, his agents, lie declared, were accufmg his accufcr% ,arj4tl‘« Ubcl copir 
of was nothing mote than ibeirfA of a long Inl of Libels fy^tmatically manqfadurtd 
by Major Scott, who bad not yet faid a woid of all his other Libels, jiKpugh (hey were mat- 
ters of the greatell notoriety. As a proof that the I^ter in quellion, flaghsous as it was, 
was not the moll atrocious of all, Mr. Burke produced and read a paper Hating its contents 
to bq the vi'ords cf a conyerfation held I etween Major Scott and a Hobic Lord (Lord Dover), 
when Major Scott delivered to that Noble Lord the Petiticn of Mr* HalUngs to piefent 10 
the Houfe of Loids. The words ufed, by Major Sqott. ^ Mr. Burke read them, were, that 
the whole of the Proceeding on the part of the Managers had be^ in the higbell degree 
iniquitous, oruel, and unjpft.” Mr. Bmkc commented 'criminality of fuch a 

tleciaratjpn coming from a Member uf that. Houfe. Hq'faid^ a molt flagitious and 

outrageous Libel on the Managers. What (be alkcd) wa^a Noble Lord, one of the Judges, 
yvho were to decide^ upon the qaufe they vvere employed in tte conduit of, to think of tben]^, 
^jhep they ^)vere called to carry on that caufe, and a Member of the Houfe wlio were the 
' 'Tart 111* G 
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firofE fee that the Counfel had not Mr. Moore> to do away the iippref* 
thrown out^re»ff^/ry>iD(int]Ation againft iron which thisobfervation might make> 
^e witncfs^ f begged feave to c:tplain bimfcif. Thr 

' • 

profecotors came down from the phee where he had voted the profccetion, and toM one of 
^Lords^thet he was not to credit the words of the Managers, becaufe therr motives wero 
^ iniqmtons, Onjoft, and erutl ?** Mr. Burke faid, he hid out of the queition aH that con- 
,cerned htmhslf j moft men were deemed partial in tircir own caufe, and It was right they^ 
lauld be fo eonisdered ; he was rndidferent to all that related to him perfonaliy. He bad 
, teri years together, from the year 178^0, been employed in the work of the Trial ; and. 
lirom the arrival of Major Scott in England, he had been the objeQ of the Libels poured fortify 
kr fueh torrents againrt him. That Hotife had anfwered them efTcdlually, by appointing him - 
a Member of a Scle^l Commitree to detect Indian Delinquencies ; at a fobfequent period, 
bjj^ granting him additional powers ; afterwards by fan£lioning the produce of his labours ; 
and la/lly, by adopting the Cliarges, and inlUtuting the Impeachment. Their^onduA its 
this lad refpea, he faid, was a complete refutation of all the calumny and fcandal fo i A 
dodrioufly heaped upon him. Bot now thefc harpies were not content whh Ibedding thelP 
filth on him frngly, but they dared prefumpmoufly to make the Houfe parties, and arraign 
the judiceof its proceedings. For his pan, he entertained an otter contempt for the ubtfe 
lamf of thofe who called themfelvcs the friends of Mr. Hadings ; but the Houfe could not, its 
xonfidency, and from confidcratlon of what was due to their own honour^ difregard whac 
^e was fatisded was part of a fydem to cover the frauds, perjuries, and vilhnies of the delin- 
quent, and an attempt to torn into ridicule matters the mod ferions and awful. Mr. Burke 
declared, the drohgeft dgn of a depraved mind was the being able to break a wicked jell 
upon the mod grave and important matters. It fhewed chat the wickednefs of a nation was 
rooted, ^nd that notions of propriety and decency were lulled to a lethargy and abandoned. 
Mr. Bifrke read the extrafl from the proofs adduced in the Benares Charge, which had 
caufed fo much fenfibility in Wedminder-HaU, and alked if fuch horrid barbarities as it 
itated were fit fpbjeda for mirth or rkKcnle ? Having declared that if the extras lie had read 
kras an invention, it was no invemionof his ; and having defcantedon.the affair of Dtby Sing, 
which he declared bimfelf ready to prove there or any where elfc; Mr. Burke profeffed him- 
fclf a finccrc friend to the Liberty of the Prefs, confidcring it as a facred thing, and the main 
Pillar of the Condiintion : hut (he afkcd) was it a proof of the Libert^ of the Prefs to fuffer 
the Agent to a Griminat to libel the juftiee of that Court before which the Criminal was on 
bis trial ? He was fatisfied, he faid, that the Hoofe was not bafe enough to feparate them- 
felves from the Managers, and fei them like raggamufiins led to a pod of danger, where they 
would be well peppered, without Banding forward in their defence. He declared he Was not 
kfraid of the Liberty of tlie Prefs, neither was he afraid of its lioentioufnefs; but he avowed 
bimfelf afraid of its venality. Mr. HaHings was able to buy up all the newfpapers, and he had 
terd, from what he deemed good authority, that 20,oo©J. had been expended in the publica- 
tion of Mr. HaAIngs's Libels* With regard to the Hon. Gentleman's threatened Committee 
of Enquiry into the Libels publiAied of late years,, he was ready to meet the whole phaland 
of India Definquents with their AiTodates upon that fubjeft. He faid, it was abfoluceiy ne* 
eeflary that tbs Houfe fhould proceed, as he knew it to be one of the floating opinions abroad, 
that the Houfe was againft the profecucion continuing any longer. If they were, they ought 
lohave refolucion enough to declare it, and difeharge their Managers ? If on the other hand, 
•adl he bdieved was the fad, the report was wholly without foundation, he was ready to go 
on, and to wear htmfelf out in their fervice; for he thought it the moA honourable one that 
any maneoold be employed in. But it behoved them to ad firmly that day, finee he defied 
produce an inflance in the hi Aory of this country, while the Houfe of Com- 
xnons were profecuting a moA powerful delinquent, of the Managers of fuch profecutioer 
bdng libelled by one of their own body. He ran tlirough a long catalogue of enormous 
^nmes, all of which he imputed to Mr. HaAings, and faid, he defied the united cakndai? 
of jail-deHvery throughout the kingdom, to produce a liA oH offences in any proportion in 
point of foubefe and atrocity. Major Scott, he obferved, had denied that he was Agent to 
Jfr. Haft^ at prefent. “What was he then I He was either Agent, or fomething more 1 

!r**S;* ***"“»» charaders, and conAitutions, were 

If bo went to the lndi.i Houfe, he faw Major Scott copying out papers, and 
'laying monfyj^ Mr, HaAings $ at ih-i Houfe of Lords he faw Major Scott prefenting a 
Vniiwn lu * ^le timl, Spied Ww ren Haftinp, which Major Scotr bad afterimrds toll 
dMiiar h ‘hat Houfi^ waa his drawHi,. At their own Bar the, had feen Artielea of Deftnc 
‘diMMMd^ Mr.Rhftibp^ who had made it bit boait th« he had drawn theft Ardcln in Bvn 
' davi. 
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brou|^\t againft the Board of <ed1y were for a dlfobedience df ordcrv 
which he had been a Mcmberi undoubt- a^d aegleft of duty* But the adt on which 

days, in anfwer to Charges which had ooft^bn (Mr. Burke) as many y^rs to preplffe ; and 
afterwards, when Mr. Haftings's Counfel exprefled their didakitdafUon at thofe Articiet, 
Major Scott came into Weftminiter Hall, and faid, that he and others wrote them ; the true 
name of Mr. Haftings therefore mult be Legim^ lince evecy thing was done by Sem and 
Mr. Buike declared he was not afraid of any of the Libeli he had allodod to, for they were, 
not remarkable either for the elegance of their Ayle, the beauty of their compofition, or thu 
force of tlicir arguments ; but, fuch as th 7 were, they called for the vengeance of the Houfew 
yind efpecially the daring Libel then in -qu.'ilion, that they might maikto the whole world 
their deteAauon of the fyflem praffifed by the criminals of India to -defioat the judice 
of that Houfe and the Nation. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, it was necedary for him only to fay a few words oa 
the Motion, and in doing fo he Ihould lay afide many of the topics introduced by the Right 
Ho n Gentleman, as wholly foreign to the matter contained in the paper complained of, and 
*^)ich confequently could have no connexion with the immediate fubjeft of the debate $ he 
fhould lay alide alfo every confideration of the other libels that the Right Hon. Gentlemaa 
had mentioned, becaufe it was impoflible for him, ftanding up in that Houfe, to know any 
thing of them, unicfs by a regular complaint they had been brought upon the Table. In like 
manner, he ^ould take no notice of tlie Right Hon. Gentleman's aggravation of the faflt 
contained in tin: Charges that formed the Articles of impeachment ; ttiofe fhds being novr 
under the confideration and fubjef^ to the dccifion of the proper tribunal, of courfe could 
not be the proper fiibjefls of difeuflion at preient Ui the Houfe ; but with regard to the other 
arguments of the Right Hon. Gentleman, he had not at all -changed his opinion fincehehad 
declared chat he thought there was matter in the Articles fit for that Houfe to fubjefi to the 
iavedigacten of the Houfe of Lords, and to carry up to their Bar in the Ihape of an Impeach- 
ment. Nothing that had palTcd tince having occafioned him to alter his fenthnents, he ne» 
celTaiily declared, that he thought the Houfe hound in juRice, and in difcharge of its own 
honour, to give every proper fupporc to the Trial, and to che Managers, whom they had 
autUorifed to carry it on! The proceeding was a feriou s one, and it ought to be condufled 
with all tlie folemnity fuclt a proceeding neceflarily demanded ; be therefore was difpofed, on 
^ all occafions, to give every fupport to the Managers that a confideration of the juRice due to 
others would admit ; and wlienever they had applied for the protefiion of the Houfe, the 
Houfe had been always ready to give it, excepting in a tingle inflancc, where, upon the ap- 
plication of an Individual, it had appeared that he was, from his peculiar fituation, entitled to 
their tirR confideration. Gentlemen, the Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, would eafiiy 
perceive that he alluded to che application of Sir Elijah Impey, who ceitainl/ was in juRice 
entitled to che interterence of the Houfe in tlic manner in which it had interfered. With re* 


gsrJ to the principal Charge contained in che paper complained of, it was impoflible to go into 
any difeutiion, becaufe it was cither a queRIon of opinion or a quetiion of intention; in nei- 
ther of which cafes any one man could judge for anotheij; not that he meant by this remark to 
Ax any imputation on the Right Hon. Gentleman as to the matter alledged in tlie paper ; no 
man more readily acquitted che Hon. Gentleman of a pre>determinacion not toclofe the pro- 
fecucion in the prefenc Seflion of Parliament. It was equally unnecetiaiy, he obferved, to 
invcRigate the truth or falfehood of the Libel complained of ; it was fufficient to read the 
paper to fee what it was, and there could not be a doubt but it was a Libel on the Managers 
of a profecution authorifed by that Houfe, and therefore he readily admitted that it was a 
Breach of the Privileges of the Houfe. The only queftion therefore was, in what manner 
It ought to betaken notice of. The general purport of the Motion he was ready to agree to, 
'^utitdid not Rrikehim what part oE the Libel would fupport the words, highly reflefling 
on the Honour and JuRice of the Houfe.** That did not appear to him to have been made 
. out. With regard to the Libel iTelf, as there had certainly been for fome years a relaxation 
of that Houfe in the praflice of maintaining its privileges fo rigidly as formerly, and many 
Libels highly reflefringon the Houfe had paiTed unnoticed; tliough fuch a cifcumRance un- 
doubtedly was no juRitication of the paper complained of, yet every candid man, betiiouk 
conceive, would readily agree, that it ought to weigh in mitigation of theoRence ; and therefon 
he would recommend it to the Houfe to take the matter up with temper and moderation, 
rather with a view to mark their difapprobacion of fuch publications, and to hold out a letilu; 
to perfoq^ to avoid incurring their difpleafure in future, than by any unneceflarily harfk pro 
ceeding, to give the world reafon to fuppofe, chat the motive was founded in perfonal re 
fentmenti or any thing that could be conRrued into a vindictive feeling, neither of which, h 

C * * wa 
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. lh|Lcfe9r^a wwcfpundedt* hefakHl»\vAa dia^te® ©f their confc\enee and thp?^ 
tiiia Board hA(l m. obedience to the duty^ discha&ged fipteen^ vmfor- 

perfuaded, woultPhave the fmallcft mftuercean the minds of anyone Gentltman of (hat 
]rXpMf$ on, the prelent occafion. The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, lie had thought it 
necelfUry. thus early to intimate his fentiments on the fubjeft 5 and if the words “ highly' 
re^e^iAg on the Honour and J« Mice of the Hoiife’* were omitted, or Gentlemen would 
(Bunt out what part of the letter complained of' warranted their infertipn in the Motion, he 
ould have no objeAion to It. 

Mr. Fox contended ihaf a ll^el like that complained of, being direflly levelled at the 
managers acting under the orders of the Houfe in the prcfecution of an Impeachment au- , 
Itj^rized and iniiituted by the Houle itiVlf, was in his mind a libel in defiance of the Honour 
;ind Jufiice of that Houfe, and the moll proper of all othcis to take up. A Libel on the 
Houfe itfelf wds not, he faid, of nearly the fame dangerous confequencs, becaufe the Houfe 
was armed with fufncitnfj^ovvers'tb protcAitfelf j but a Libel on the Mai^gt-rs might be 
copildered a LibtJ on individuah, who were, '^comparatively fpeaking, hcjplefs, and, no( 
having the power to proteci iherofelvcs', muft neceiTatily look to the Houfe for proteflioii. 
Me reprobated the argument of Mr. Wigley,* thar.tlie Houfe ought to t.»ke notice of or pro- 
feeute every individual breach of its privileges, -or not to profecute them at al). In 
cither cafe, be faid, the Houie would a (51 mofl un^if.dy j it was by a prudent excrcifeof 
their diferetion, and by diflinguilhing the nature of onefUieach of Privilege from another, 

' that they would hell prefeive their privileges.- Were they to piofccute in all cafes of Breach 
of Privilege indifcriminatcly, their whcle time would be fpent in criminal pioccedings, and 
the Houfe would become a nuif.ince to the country, infitad of a ficuiity to Its llbciiics. If 
on the other hand they v.xrc to iallinco the other extreme, and piofccuie in no inflancc, the 
Houfe would incur the public contempt, and become altogethtr uklefs. It was, therefore, a 
b^d extenuation of any Bated offence to fay, that the Houfe had n!.■gltf^ed to take notice of 
otjicr iibtls on the Managers, and therefore it ought to be peculiarly mild in the mode of 
punilbing the author of the Libel row connplnired of. Was its merciful remlffncfs in fome; 
cafes any, reafon why it ought not to 3>rocecd \vith Lverity in cr.fes cftBieach of Privilege the 
n^B fiagrant and outiageous ? Was it an argutnent th<*c would be borne in a Court of JulUce, 
if op .a profecution lor a Libel agunll him, it was to be laid that Mr. Fox bore a 
rprrenC of labels for fourteen years togethwr with pulier.ee, and therefore enticed the Libeller 
as it were to puhliih one more On the contrary, would it not be confidertd, that his for- 
bearance fo long had- heuped upon h‘> Lib«;^iler a debt of gratitude, which aggravated his 
crime, if, after fo iortg-a foibcurar#ue on ere pat t of M»*, I- ox, he at lall thought proper to pro- 
ftCUCi^. I'orliis jwtt,. Mr. Fex htid, it h.-wl been his i-jt, and that nf his Riglit Hon. Frirnd, 
to. have been hodlcd grohly for cha greater part cf their political lives, but they neither of 
tlien(ihaci4:hougbc it r.ght fiom prudent mo»i.xs to take any notice, except in a fingle inllancc 
or tw'Oj cf the Libellers j . .-.n 1 , f rlmg iii.it thtir pio{i,ciJiing might he attended with 
rattier vvorfs general conf-querices ihan ii.2l.ib.i\ d'.d them h.iini, they had ticaied ilie Libds 
aqd their authcis with fcorn and co'nicinpt. B*j't the c-a e was widely difIcrLTil bet>N'ecn a 
Ltbel on Individual/in thcir prl^^atc capacity, and individuals lanclioned by the auibcnty of 
that Houfe, and afiing as Managers of an ln>p^*achmtnc iniluutcd by that Houfe. Neither 
was the fail true, as the Honourable Gentleman wh-^ fpoke firll in the Debate, and tlie 
Honourable. GeniJeman who bad jult fat down had luppofed, that the Houfe had relaxed 
in fupforuiig its ] rivileg«s, by rot taking proper notice of fuch Breaches of Privilege 
as had appeared to deferve their notice. As often ns a compUint had been made, thq 
Houfi had grounded a pioceedmg upon that complaint. On tho fobjcdl of the preftnt 
Itnpeachcnenc only, t'.ic paper complaiiud of naw was not the firfl,the Iccond, nor tlic thirds 
Libel that the Houfe had taken notice of, but the fouitil that h'ld been Bated to it. The" 
Morning Herald had been ordered to be piofecuted by older of the Houfe for a Lib/l. An-^ 
other paper had been ordered to be profecuicd, and Mr. Stockdaler Ind likcwife been oideicd 
to be profccuted ; it was true, that Mr. Stockdale had been acqumed ; but that did not alter 
the prcfcot argument. And the Printer of tlic Woild had bc-.n prcfccutcd likcwife by oider 
of the Houfe, and convi^ed recently, within this day or two. It vv.is no: true, therefoie, 
|Imc the Houfe bad aband^iiicd the defence of its privileges by neg.'c£ling to punifh breaches 
(jii them. With regard to the dcgieo of criminaiity between Mr. Stockdaic, or the Printer 
pjt rNewfpaper, and Major Scott, the.x was no comparifon. Mr. Fox faid. a Bookfeller an< 
a^Ne^ipaper Printer could be fuppofed to have 110 perfonal view in the libel they pffblifhed, 
oqly afir upon public pt.nciples in the way of their profeffion and trade; bu^ 
Wur«-of that kihd| bdng a Mwnoer of Pailiamcpt, as the Right Hen, 
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natives, whom the Divjan^ Whether fuch an a6: wat % 

oir Farmer CencraU had illegally breach, or a difcharjie^of duty 5 whether 

Gentleman had well dated it, he had an opportunity of making any complaint againlt the 
Managers that he thought their ccndii^ deferved ; he might have done fo fairly and openly, 
and had no occafion to libel the Managers from one end of the kingdom to the other, Mr, 
Fox addrd a gfeat varisty of otlier argumfnts'to piove, that if ever a Libbller had juRl/ 
called down the hea>ly vengeance cf the Houfe, it was Major Scott, who, from t lie commence*^' 
nient of the proceedm.ts on the Inipeacluitent, had fyAemaricaily traduced and vilified chi^ 
Managers,' As an argument of initigation had been grounded on the Managers having foi^ 
’^\Vo years together' fuffered themftlves to be libelled day after day with, impunity, Mr. Fox 
fild, it was fortunate that they had at length taken up the matter, for had they fufTcred it 
to go on for two years longer^ rliat might have been held to conftitute a j unification of any 
Llb'e!" againfl them vyhatever. Mr. Fox fald, Was :t not enough for their Libellers chat they 
might drag forth eveVy tranfa^Vion cf their private liv^, that they might enter theif dwellings, 
e 3 ( pole’ the weaknefies thftt men m'ght naturally be fuppofed defirousof concealing, and, ia 
fhort, trace out every tingle crcumllance of their conduft to ground a charge of trac!u£lioa 
upon, but they mufi attack th;m when adding in flie capacity and charadler of Managers of 
aA imprrtant criminal pro^'ccuiiou, endeavouring to bring a great delinquent to judice^ 
and while they were employed by the authority of that Honfe in a great judicial proc^din^ 
on the event of which the future happineft of millions depended, and poffibly the exifttnes 
of the Rririth Conditution, fince it was intimately connci'led with that Houfe enjoying the free - 
. eXercilc of its inquifiiorial po\^ers, which he contended were Aruck at by the Libel in qud*-» 
tibn ? Mr. Fox, before he fat down, faid, he was glad to find that he was likely to havetha 
vote of the Right Hon. Gentleman on the prcfcnt Queftion j he declared he agreed with the 
Right Hon. Gentleman in the greatcA part of his arguments, but could not help dilF^ring al- 
together as to the latter part of his fpccch, with regaid to the propriety of a gentle cenfure : 
fo convinced was he that the contrary ought ro be the cafe, that, invidious as it might 
appear, if there (hould be a divifion on the fubjei^, he faid he fiiould Vote for the feveier 
mode of pioceedipg. • 

Mr. Dundjs faid, he fiiotild fpeak but for a very fliort time 5 he rofe merely to 
retrirtrk on ccirruin parts of his Right Hon. Friend's fpeech, whicli the Right Hon. Gentleman 
^ who had juA L,c down had compUtely mifiaken. The Right Hon. Gentleman had talked 
of the fo'beaiance of an individual, and had faid, there atofe out of that forbearance to 
pondh his l.ibtller a debt of gratitude which made his again libelling him the more atrocious 
ptrence. Undoubtedly, Mr. Uundasfaid, the argument wr.s true } but the forbearance of an 
individual had been no part of the argument of his Riglit Kon. Fiivmd, who had argued on 
the forbfiar.ince of that lloiffc of late years in almoll all cafes of Li!>els wliatfoever toucliing 
its proceedings, a fa«5l Which was undeniable, and which ha«l hien ex'.-mplified in a variety 
of InAanccs. Anothtr matter the Ruht Hon, Gemlcman liad la'd great Arefs on, made it 
pecelFiry, Mr. Dundas declared, for him to take netfeeof, in order to guard againll an ini- 
pfop'-*»- imprcrtion going abroad j and therefore, he hoped wIkii the Right lion. Gentleniaik 
pok fuch pr.'ns to point out the enormity of a Libel on the Managers of the Impeachment^ 
he did rot mean cither on his own part, or on belief of the other Managers, to lay It down 
as a rble to be obferr^ed’wrhouf' doors, that no ot!.er' libellous attack on that Houfe, on its • 
proceedings, or on its Members, ought to be fenoufly tre’»tc*tl or taken notice pf. [Mr. 
Fox faid acrofs the table, “ Me A uf.doobitcly, he had no fuch meaning,’*] Thu reafon Mr# 
Bundas had thought it necc.Tary to obferve upon this . he declared, was, that the Right Hon* 
Crcntieman had dated fu^h a variety of excufes for hheU upon the Houfe of a diiFcrem nature^ 
^that ht feared, if he bad fuffered what he had fa'd to have p iired unnoticed, it would have 
^one abioad as a dortrinc 'laid down upon the authority cf the Right Hon. Gentleman, that: 
an impeachment and the Managers of it, and all that related to them, were the only fubje£l| 
on which a Libel ought in that Houfe to be' deemed cr minal. Ti.d f.i«ft undoubtedly was* 
^hat fcarcely .a Sefllou had palTed df late years, without producing one Libel or other on that 
Houfe, or upon individual Members, which had not be^n at all fcrioully noticed. Ne later 
than a day or two after the debate on the motion for the Repeal of the Tobacco Bill, ameet.» 
ing had been held at the Sc. Alban’s Tavern cf the Tobacco Manufacturers, vihj had fat 
down and drawn up a fet of Rcfoluticns, containing fenic of them as grofs a Libel on the 
proceedings of tli it Houfe, and on fcveral Members for words fpoken by them in their places, 
as ever^as printed. They had done him, Mr. Pundas faid, the honour to make him the 
oC one cf the Rtfo|ution 3 , grounded op a mifreprefen^tion of his argument 3 hue 
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hononrahte or di (honourable to fion or reward ( and whether difinilTion 
Eoar^f whether it deftived difintf- on fuch an account was to be called 

fcrhad tahen no notici of it ; and that bccauft, of\, reading it, he had not found himdrlf angry 
with it to make it a fuhjeei of ferious complaint ; and for the (ame reafon he had paOed 
hf a variety c£ other Khds againft him. It was notorious, that of late years the newfpapera. 

gone aa far aa if tlK>re who conduced them thought, if he might uf« fuch a phrafe, that 
thwe ought to- be as much freedom of deh.ue in Newfpapers as in that Houfe. Mr. Dundas 
declared he had thought ic riglit to fay thus much in anfwer to what had fallen from tho, 
yWght Hon, Genthiinan i but in regard to the general principles ftated by the Right Hon. 
""Ceatleroarr, be agreed with him in every one of them. The Houfe having authorifed the y 
froftcution of the Jmpeacluneiu, they were hound to fupport the Managers, they were eii* 
tkled to cfatm it, and they muft have it. No Gentleman could be ignorant, chat the con* 
dteA of the Intpeachraent was a very arduous tafle, that the Managers had many difficukiet 
•nfurmount, and a varietyof obllruflions to encounter. In proportion, therdbre, as the 
talk was arduous, in proportion as difficulties prefented themfelvcs, and in proportion aa 
obRri»6Sons and impediments occurred, in the (ame proportion ought that Houfe to grant 
the Managers their fullell proteflion and fupport. This, Mr. Pandas (aid, ever had been his 
epiniorr, and aa often as he had heard the Managers call for fupport, fo often he had been 
ready, for one, to grant it.. With regard tc the prefent cafe, it was undo ibteclly a Libel 
»paa tffe Managers j but altlK>ugli he would agree with the Motion declaring It to be a 
libel, yet when th* particular (ituation of the Hon. Gentleman who had avowed himfelf to 
be the author was recoUefled, when k due allowance was made for the Hon. Gentleman*a 
jEcal for hrs feiend, and (various other circumAances that belonged to his charafler weie 
confidered, Mr. Pundas faid, though they could not legally or properly plead as a juRihea* 
bon of the Letter, they neverthelefs, in his mind, ought to go a great way in extenuation, 
and to iodwee the Houfe to proceed as mildly and leniently as they could confident with tlitir 
dignity and their judice. 

The C^edion was then pot and carried without a divifioo. 

General Burgoyne rofe to move the fame propofitian as he bad to the Houfe on 
RHday, and be conceived it was .unnecejOTary for him tp do more than*barely move it. The 
General accordingly moved, 

^ That the faid John Scott, ETq. being by hts own acknowledgement the Author of the 
^ feid Letter, is guilty of a violation of bis duty 9s 11 Member of this Houfe, and of a 

high Breach of the Piivilege of this Houfe.** 

This Qwdion having been put from the Chair, 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (aid, unlefs it was meant to follow up the Motion 
with feme other Q^edlon, or to ground fome other proceeding upon it, the Motion now 
propofed mud either be nugatory or unnecel£u'y, becaufe the fenfe of the Houfe could not be 
more droirgly marked as to the nature and contents of the Paper complained of than by 
•he words of the Morion that had already been carried. If the Motion then propofed was 
meant to be followed up by fome other, ic wo|ild be but fair in tbe Hon, General to date to the 
Houfe the nature nf the robfequent Motion that he intendjed to move, a$ Gentlemen would 
tiien be enabled to judge how far it would he right in them to vote for the preient Motion. 

General Burgoyne(iud, he thought th^e wsfs fomething fo candid in what tbe Right Hon. 
Ccntleman had faid, that he had noobjedlion to comply with his propofition. The General 
avowed, that tliis part of the bufinprs had fomewbat didrelTcd his feelings, and that having 
fought the matter formally before the Houfe^ h^ hoped that it would not havp been 
improper in him to have left it to the judgment of the Hpufe, and {that feme Gentleman of 
greater weight and ability than he could pretend tp, would have propofed the punifiimertl 
•hat (houtd a|>pcar to him the mod adequate to the o^nce. But (he General added, that he ^ 
was not 0 man to fhrink froiq his duty, however difagreeahle to his feelings } and that he 
bad it bri^nally in hh inteotion to have rnoved a vote of cenfurc, which he ffipuld yet do 
if catted upon. The Motion would be, “ That John Scott, Efq. for tl)e(aid o^enco bp fcprir 
f* manded at the Bar of ti^ Houfe by Mr. Speaker.** 

' The OhanceUor of the Exchequer faid, that after having vofed the {.etter complained of 
a feandalous and libellous paper, he could have no objeAion to the Author's receiving a 
leprimand. He fiipuld therefore agree to the firft of the two Motions, provided it were 
nnncfided, and the wotds grofs and feandalous*' were omitted. He explained, that his 
veafon for wiihing ipr this amendment was, that although he faw no objeaion to atplying ' 
pbe word « feandalous*’ to the matter of the Libel, yet when they came to apply the 
IPfgfen of a Ocnilpman vyb9 was a Mpmh^r pf that Howfe, ir might carry a cUhodiion, 

2 «h4t 
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ii&raceM, or creditable to him and Wilmam Harwood, EHf, 
hiacolleaguea, he would leave it to their wav neat called. He had ferved the 
Lordfliips to determine. Compaoy ia India 1 4 yeara, and chieHy 

• 

that he ihould imagine went far beyond the meaning of tl>e Hon. Mover of the Qoeflioni. 
.With regard to tt>e reprimand, he had no other objeftion than the words at tlie Bar of 
that Houfe.” It was tifual, he believed, geoeraliy to reprimand GenttemeiH who were 
Members, in their places, and he IhmiW hope that there would be no obitftioo to after i* 
accordingly. 

This gave rife to a (hort converfation between the ChafneeHor of the Eascheipicr, »Ir* foatp 
fCencral Burgoyne, and Mr. Burke. The three latter declared they would readily omk the 
words « grofs and fcandalous,"* not having intended that they fliould carry the conAroakai 
the Rirlit Hon. Gentleman feemed to think they would be liable to* 

Juft as the Qusftion was about to be put, Mr. Jekyll rofe, and after folemnty appealing to 
the feelings of the Houfe on different grounds, declared be bad reafon to believe that the 
fentimenti of many Centkmeii would go with Wm, when he propofcd the previous tpieftioi^ 
In order to prevent a queftlon fo perfonal from being pot. 

Mr. Vanfittart rofc to fccond the Motion, which he did with a few words of f>ceface^ 4 lia£ 
wedid not diftindtJy hear. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer declared, that, painful as it was to Wm to difyr from tm 
Hon. Friends, he could not on the prefent occafum but be of opinion, that the Houie, having 
voted the Letter a fcandaloos and libellous paper, could not, wirii any regard to tfic coi>- 
fiftency of their proiedings, or their own honour, let the matter ftop there, but dwrt tlxy 
were bound to follow it up with fometliing, which, though founded in moderation aod fern- 
ency, ftiould ferve to mark their difapprobation of any fuch publication, and to hold out n 
kffon tor the future. 

Mr. Wigley iaki, that well as he wilhed tlie Hon. Gentleman who was the dbjedt of the 
Motion, yet, having profeffed himfelf determined to foppori the IVivUegea of the Houfr, toe 
eould not but think the prefent Motion ought to pafs j and he ftiould vote for U under the 
confident cxpcflation |bat the known humanity and tendernefs of the Hen. CenecaTji 
mind, as exemplified by his condoa in private life, would Induce him to move Sor as mtii 
a cenfure as the forms of the Houfe would admit ; and thercfoit; heboped his Learned Fiieni. 
would withdraw his Motion for titc previous queftlon. 

Mr, Jck>n and Mr. Vanfittart having agreed to withdraw their Motion, aod the Hoofir 
tonfenting to it, the previous queftion was put 5 but the Motion of Gen* Burgoyne, as 
amended, was carried* 

General Burgoyne then rofe to make his third Motion ; and, notvithftandlng the perional 
compliment which had been paid him by the Hon. and Learned Gentleman over die wa^ 
the General faid be moft adhere to bis original Morion, ** That John Scott, Elq. he reprL. 
ftianded at the Bar of the Houfe.” The General declared, that confidering the magsttodc 
of thcoflence, he conceived he had moved a punifiimeni extremely mild 5 and he was coo* 
vinced, that in former times a much more fcvere punilhmem would have been propofed. 

As foon as the Queftioo was read, 

Mr. Burke rofc and declared, that he came down to the Houfe that day in « temper at 
cool and governed as that in which he then fpokc ; that he had wifticd the meafiire of pss- 
tiiftiment propofcd ftiouM be as lenient as fliould be confiftent with the maintenance of their 
•wn hoi'our and dignity, and confiftent with the fupport of the Managers of a ppofecutioa 
which they had an undoubted right to claim fcoiu the Houfe. Mr. Burke obferveri, that 
the Chancellor of the Exchtqucr bad faid lie would lay out of his confideraiion a variety of 
. t^cs which he had introduced, and which the Right Hon. Gemleman confidcred as foreign 
^t^hc fubjeff. The Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Burke faid, neither had laid out of 
his confidcration all that was not to be found in that X-etter, nor ought he to have donefo. He. 
bad alluded to matters that in his opinion ought to weigh with the Houfe in mitigation of the 
Hon. Member’s otfencc. If that were juft, it would be equally warrantable for him, Mr. 
Burke faid, to infift on the matters of aggravation of the Hon. Member’s crimes and the 
grcatell aggravation he held in his hand, vi*. an account of tlie converfatlon which Major 
Scott had with Lord Dover, one of the Judges who was to decide on the Charges ihatcon- 
ftituied the impeachment. That, Mr. Burke declared, was by far 1 greater libel than the 
paper now complained of, becaule it direaiy and broadly attacked the honour and juftice of 
that HtMfr, declaring, that the whole of the proceeding on the part of the Managm was 
w in the higheft degree iniquitous, cruel, and unjuft.” It was evident. Mi*. Burke faid, that 
alchodgh the Chancellor of the Exchequer had been fo nice in regard to the cpichtu applied 
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in the revenue itepartwent. He knew Uiider the admiriftMtion of the 
enttia a»vr:J Shig, and he ‘knew rhr.t venue Ly Provincial J5o.ir<!s, which Mr. 

Itc bovc generally t* very bid ch Iljftings »itid tibolillicd^ it v'vaii not pof* 

to Mrijor Scott, Major Scott h-’.d not been equally rpannp: of epbl»tits f^ppllrd to the Houle 
and tbs Mamvjen*. Mr. Cuiko I j;rc-u llicfs on this tranfa^lion, wliicb, be faid, had he 
beenavsrnre of^ he would have loado the fround of co.npUir.t, rather than the Letter in the 
Dial y, as he c mi 1 d.,rcc: it to be tire ni >Ct and :ci hij. lihi I he ever had heard of. With regard 
to tiu plea of Maior Scott ^ bei.u thi fneiU of Mr. Hailiners be knew noihinj of it, nor did 
the Houfe. Th^ty hid known M.tfOi- Scott -'s the A<;crtt of Mr. [lallini's,and therefore he had 
no doubt, Mr. Rurkc fud, but t.h=*t Mr. Halll i-s hiinfdf was the LiJxill'.r. He mentioned 
the Petition to the Hou'e, w'^ic i ij-'r Scott iiad told them was of Ills drawing. Ffa adverted 
alfo as^ain to the Pefn^cc whi-:h h.:fi been ft:iTed at tl’tir B-ir, and afterwards denied ; and, 
after a v:i;ic<y of a-"H.renr<: cn- >rctd with great energy, Mr. Rurke concluried with declar- 
ing, that htf knew' tlK‘ n.i’.rir:.! miMnefs of his Hon. I ‘ric.nd's difpofition would incline hint 
fo nr-f^r a lenient, r'ithcr t!. in a haT'h punilhment ; th.at he had, If any ih.ipg, exceeded his 
exneC^atif'n m this r«.fpcc^ ; aiid that althcugli lie c:>ulJ not hut think the propofal to repi- 
niiod Major Scott at the Bar of the Houfc by no means an adtqua'c punifiiment, he afcrilKd 
it *'0 p-edential ir.otivcs, a prop;nfjiy to tcndeinwnv, and an atrontion to tlic times, rather than 
to his Hen. friend’s opinion that it was equal to the demands of juftice. 

' The Ch.incelIor of the Exchequer fnid, after what he had before thrown out, it was need- 
lefi for him to do more than move, by way of amendment, to leave o^t the words at the 
Erif of the Iloufc,” and infeit the words, “in his fl.ice.’* 

This Amendment havirg becii Rated from the Chair, and the queflion put, That the 
tv.-rJs ‘at the Bar of theHmfe’ Rard part of the qucRion,*’ 

Mr, Wynuham rofi*, and dtd.acd, as he had hc'*rd no rca fens for the Amendment then 
propoled, he w'as nt a Icf-v to knov' on wha^ p-Inciplc ♦^he Kit.'!it.Hon. O'.ntleman could de- 
fend it. Mr. VVyndham fa d, his ! ’em Friend had phvnly Ricwn that forbearance in the 
Managers was rather a rtafop, rh.-t if a Libeller u«.rp.»iTwCl upcj.n the ground of that for- 
bearance, it ought to be confsdcr .d a' an aggravation of his oRenct*,* and not a mitigation \ 
but the fadl was not as thsj I\lrht Tl^n. Gentl-m.m had Rared it, tor th'TC had been ro 
forbearance, there having heerr aheady th;te Rvn'al nn feent'ons inllituttd on the fubjedt cf'’^ 
Libels ttrpciRlpg ;'ie preft-nt Trill, With re'/.ard to the L herry of the Pitfs, .Mr. V/yndliam . 
ftated that there w.**'; ;<n ev’d iir dlfiin^hon between its ufc an.d its ahufc, and that the very 
btR way CO prt'f»?rv'j it', !d'»;rty Was t‘> puniRi ita hccht oufncrs. 'Ihij hid been jigieed on 
■by aM who had ever icafire^l upon the fuhjcsR j and lu:c]y a better mode of denning this 
<hRiniRion could net he vj.'picd, rlnn by drawing thc'line ly^tweeii the free Hifcufrion of ge- 
neral, poliricil, .and p.idiaMcntar) inrsits, .md the difcufnon or judicial proceedings. In 
ferpev"^ to the latter, it hid c* cr been licld, that ftndtnii /i/«'*the fubjciR ihould he confined 
Vo tlif; Court in which it was irvinr, and on no account made a matter of difculhcn vviibuut 
dc^rs. And the rca.'bn vv.,s obvio'.^ : in a judicial pro«ccdiug the Judges .ind ihs JCourt 
Could not advert loextram nus ntatter ; they muR be governed by tlje flrldVncfi of evidence, 
and confined to t’lar alone ; whereas in rejja'd to general political topics, much was at all 
’li.mts 10 be learnt fiom difcufllon vvithoiic doei^s j and theref'}»'e the fice difeufijon of fuch 
topics among th; pvihi'eat b*'ge w\s highly ufetel, 'I b.is had bc^n the cafo in regard t«i the 
T.iImcco buime^ in pniricui ir, which the Rig'u Hon. Gentleman oppoRic to him [Mr. 
Duiidas] had that d*y mentioned, and it was t'lC duty of that Right Hon. Ccntleni^in to 
have attend'jd to the agitation of that bufinefs out of the Houfe. as information of mucli im- 
portance was by that m-ans to have been obtained upon the fubje^, Mr. Wyndliani |^k 
pains to exhibit themanifell -HRInnum between the unffttcred djfcufllon of political topri.'i^ 
and the great necelnty of hold'nt judicial proceedings facred. Having reafoned for Icme 
time on this point, Mr. Wyudham faid, that be was adluaicd by no motive of vltidiftiva 
feeling or perfoaal refentmenr. It could not b” \Vorth a moment’s confideu.tion to him as 
a Member of the Committee of Managers, nor indeed to any other Mcmb'.r, WbctlYf the 
Hon. Gentleman, the avowed author of the Letter complained of, was lepiimancled'al the 
“Barer in bis place j but the natural conclufion would be, that thofc who were forth® 
milder cenfurc, if they had dared to face the fname that fuch a proceeding -vould have drawn 
down on them, would have refiRed any puniflirncPt of the Autho- of the L^bel on the Houfe 
and the Managers ; but that rhe force of the proceeding, when cncc Rated to tloe Hour'll hffd 
compelled them to fuffer fome cenfure to be paffed on the Author, and th.it neve'ithtlefs they 
were determined to Ikreen him from juRicc as much as poflible. This, Mr.' Wyndham faid, 
WAi dearly their motive, or they never would Rand between him and the mild meaftire that 

lad 
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'fihlc forthc farmer to opprcfsthc people ci^I Con.rds : the opprejTions muft fooa 
Without the knowledge of the Proyin- be m.ide kaow'ti to l^cm 5 and the I'ar- 

liad Hecn propofedj for f'lch, in his opinion, it wa<;,rinc^ tlie magnitude of the offence would 
Sn his iTiind li.ive fully iiiiliri>.'d expulfion j and cxpulfion for fucli a ciime, Mr. V/yndh.uu 
.contended, would have- been the punilhmeot adopted by anceftors, had tlic offence been 
committed in their clayb. Mr. Wyndham further remarked on the rrosmify ffthv; Libel, 
tlie aggravation ofth.? offtnceln ccufjqujnce of the author’^ being a Meaihti- of triac Heufe, 
and the nectdiry ot the Ho.jf nianilcflln-^ rb^t tbe-y meant to luppoic the Maiugcr-, Uidefs 
^tluy iiad re.jl grounds to compliin of tfudr coiidu<‘t ; and in th.it cafe the ccmpJa’nt ought 
Jlobe made formally to the Houfe, and the gtouncls of it rt.ued. Towards the latter paic of 
his fpeceh, M-.WyndiMm giew lailiurwarm, and argued with more vt-Iiemence than ge- 
ncTjlly chara6teii7es iiis mode of reafoning. Major Scott, it had been faid, was entitled to be 
confideo.tl as the fiiend ol Mr. Hailing:*, and rot as his agent j this tlie Houfe had yet tolearn j 
but If it •.*'01 e fo, he h.'-d ftill aded unwarrantably ; bccaufe, though a friend lu-ght warmly de- 
lend rhecfnjfeof him for v./hom he prcfefild a fiicndiliip, he was not entitled to ahand.-n his 
diLrice and become an accuf'Jr arid an affnlant of !:ia piofocutois. Mt. Wyndham fa d. for 
all the cnr.ijcie'.iiiims th.:t he had mentioned, liefiiouid give hib vote lortlie Ijverer cenfure. 

The Cluncelior ct the !■ xchequci obferved, .as he h.id not faid any tiling when he had 
moved thi .\in'.nc'nrnt, he truiLd ho miglit be allowi d to t.*ke f. m ‘ noi-ce rf the ITon. 
CJenileman’s ftbici vacioni, which appealed to him to call fi.r :mi r, !*\i.if,.-r., as mujh as any 
obL-rv.itionj lie hid ever heard. *^1 he Hon. Gentleman h -d thtvj ,hi ntvpei to confound tlie 
forbe^vrance of an individual with t* '* forbearance of tli.it Houfe, to fet up an r>Tp;umtnt 
tliat had n.-t been ufed, in o*cer to havethefatisfaihion of ruimcu''i.Ir'g ir. He hr.d p.cver 
Hated, tiKi Chancellor fa d, that tJie Manage;.*, havin-g Ion ; !ci IjcriX' t. t kc n .tice cf any Libel 
upon lhw.m, had thereby entice d the author <.t the paper complained of to I'.bwl tnem. ng in. 
What he hidargU'.ci upon was, rliatthe Houle Ind lor >'ea»*i noro'-^-JU^ly r.iaxcd in t'.icir lhi6t 
.adherence t.'i its priviLges^ an 1 by h"LvIrig fuiTcKd nundidkfs L'leli upon l.s piocccd.iigs •‘o 
pjfi, uiirt't'.c . might l^ave induced r’le Auihcr ol tlie couipl. Ine»i (-f to ima* inc th it 

lie ml^.hr, ihuun;!i tlie* fame c'ir.nnc.1, airaign tlis ac^ulcis of Mi. Hiili'is’;^, ai/i luve him 
from th'j ciTcC ol a fpeec.i which had h'icn ftated in the news paper. Theiewas, ir.e Chan- 
^ cellor cf ti e livch'cqoer f.:V, a clear difl.nclion between t^.c tv\o cafes, 3 Pv 1 that chiiiiivlion 
the Right Hon. G.utlcrr.an had co'ifounded and loil fight tf. With .a p'cculiar d*.gr(eof 
ingeruity alfo, had the fvigi.t lion. Gentleman contended, tivit in the cafe of i:.e Tobacco 
hulir.eJj, wlicn hi-* lligJit lion rrli.nd j]Mr. DundasJ hrl Hated that CLitain Rcfoluiions 
had been agreed to and puMi.'hcd by the 7 'obacco and SnuiF AlanufaTturers, and tint one of 
tl'.ofj Refoluilons was a pirfonal f.ibtl upon liirn ; that much might have been learnt from 
the diicuffion without do rs, and that it w. s his Right Friend's duty to h.ivo att-cp'^td 

to what he bad mentioiud. This, the C’^ancxllor of the Exchequer faid, was a curious 
cirounillance, as ihe Rcfolutions to wh-ch h.s Right Hon. hriend had alluded, took pl.ee 
^ftir the quelFion of the upeal was decided, and not btfyreh, 7 'he Right Hon. Gcntlernan, 
iic obferved, had faid a great deal on theditference between tl'C difcuPion cfgenti.al politicdl 
topics, and^he difcoffion of judiC,.'il proceedings. In the latici ccL rhcRiglu Hon. Gentle- 
man hid contended, th.at no remaik on the m.attcr in iiiue, or tl:e conduft oh the Trial, ought 
to go out of the Court itfclf. Granted — upon certain general principles, viz, that nothing 
touching the proceeding ough: to be printed or difeuffed out of Court, cither one way or 
the other; but would the Right Hon. Gentleman veniuie to maintain, that if 1 bertics were 
taken lepearedly with the cb^rad^cr of the party accufed during the trial, and the matitrof 
charge aga’.nrt him aggravated without doors, in conveifanon and in newfpapers ; tlu't an 
'<Hon. Gcntle.i.an (who, whetlur the friend or the agent cf the paity charged, had not, in his 
opinion, been very liberally treated in llic courfeof the debate), who was in the habit of affettirg 
liis innocence (and every mao was prefumed innocent rill be was legally pronounced guilty), 
might not be allowed to be rcafonably grounded in his expeOation, that it v*ould jbe deemtd 
no offence in him to anfwer in his friend's delence, ihrougli the fame fort of medium t!ut w.is 
ufed as the vehicle of his abufe ? The Right Hon, Gentleman, tl.e Chancellor of th- Ix- 
chequer faid, had taken the liberty to alfume as a faft what he had no riglit fo to iifiurac, 
'bccaufc It wa.s utterly impoffilde for him to know wherhei* the fifl: weic founded or not. Kc 
had taken the liberty to affume, that thefe who were willing to vote for the milder piu'ilh- 
tnent, ijjould have Rood between Major Scott and any cenfure, »f the cafe had not been <0 
4lrong, that they could not with any colour of decency atcem^c it. This, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer fald, was a very extraordinary affumptiuo « and he, for his own 
fart, could aHVrt, that ii was unfounded as to himfelf. The Hon. Ccnileman had gone 
Part III* H 
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mer wOftlW foon find hin^felf checked would fpccdily obtain redrcfs. B4< 
and controulcdiandtheopprcircd natives when the Provincial Boards were abb- 

ftill farther, and hadVaid, it was evident, that in y>tlng for tlie milder cenfure, thofc who took 
that line meant to (kreen Miijor Scott horn jufticc. He would not, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer faid, adopt any mode of reafoning fo tincandid j but it would be equally fair, and 
equally liberal in him to fay, that the Hon. Gentleman’s prefiing for the more feverc cenfure 
originated in motives of fpleen and cruelty. Having commented further upon Mr. Wynd-k 
ham’s rpeech,and declared that he was lather furprized at the fort of temper with which the 
Right Hon. Gentleman had delivered his fenciments on an nccafion which, above all others, 
feemed to call for mods;ration and coolnefs, the Chancellor o! tlie Exchequer fat down wirf;^' 
afTuring the Houfe, tlKit he had not intended to have doubled them any farther, had noL 
what the Hon Ger.ilcnian .had faid made it indifpenfably neccHliiy. 

Mr. Wynrihanj rofe loexpl.'iln. Tlie Eight Hoi-i. C^cnilcman, he faid, had obferved upon 
his fpyech with feme cicgiee of triumph j but the tiiumph he could eafily bear, fince it was 
atiiumpli over the Right Hon. Gentleman's mifieprefcniation of what he had faid, and not 
over his arguiiicnt, fuch as it leally wsa. Mr. Wyndhatn f.iid, he could not be pofitive as to 
his words, but he could to his meaning : and fuie he wa?, tlj.it he had never meant to fiy, 
thit the Hon. (?cntlem.in had trefpaiTcd on the forbear.ince of the Managers, and thennia<!« 
an argument of cxcufj of himfclf, forai. additional Librl out of that forbearance; although, 
if he had f.iid fo, hi a>nccived he lliculd rot have argued abfurdly. In like mrmr.er, he h.ad 
not laid that it had been the duty of the Righ*- Hon. Gentleman [Mr. Dundas] to have at- 
tended fo the Refolucions of the Tobacco Mf.nufa*£turers* as he might have learnt foint thing 
fiom them 3 it was impothble eha^ he could h<a\e faid fo, fir.cc the Refolutiens pafTed fub- 
fcquent to thedccilion of the qudiion. What he had laid was, that from the difculTion of 
the topic of tlie Tobacco Manufa6lurer'»’ Cttfe without doors, much was to have betn learnt. 
Mr. Wyndluani added forrie farther explanations in reply to that part of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer's fpccch which referred tojusdicial proceedings 

Mr, LajTibton llioiily affigiud his :c^.^on 5 for giving the preference to the fevercr cenfure, 
Mr. rc'X declared, tliat thcj rincipal Kafens which had inducec^ {lim to rife as focn as the 
Right Hen. CJemkinan fit down, had cc.ftd, in corfequcnce of the very able reply of his 
Hon. Friind ; who, thoUj;h he had Oriilly confined Iiimfcif to explanation, had contrived 
to give a complete refutation of the argumenrs of tJit Kon. Gentleman, who bad compLiiudf 
of his Hon. Friemt's want cl tempo, although he ijad perceived nothing like an indication ' 
of pafiion, or any fort of departure fiom that chara^erillic temper which peculiarly diflin- 
guilhed hU Hon, Friend, viz. the ban; able 10 ar^ue with more fedatenefs, and in 4 cooler 
and defer manner th in perhaps an> othei Ccnrleman in tliat Houfe, Perhaps, Mr. Fox faid, 
the Right Hon. CeniJcman had U-itfcrc fiom not having been able to find .'in anfwer to what 
had fallen with fo much ability from his Hon. Fiiend. Ee that as it might, theRiglu Hon, 
Gentleman certainly had t.ot been able to r%jfuic any one of his Hon. Fiiend’s pofitions ; 
and as the Right Hon, Gentleman could not meet his Hon. Friend's diflinff'on between th® 
ufc of free dllcu/Tion in cafes of a general political nature and the necelTary fiicredncfs of every 
thing lebtive to judicial proceedings, which his H®n. Friend had fo clearly laid down, and 
which had fo obvioufly mado fo Rrong na impreffion on the Houfe, the Right Hon. Gentle^ 
mm had endeavoured to elude it, by a general difquifition on the proper rule In regard to the 
conduA to be held refpeOing a trial on 3 criminal profecution. A^r. Fox faid, the calling 
Major Scott ihc/rzVnd of Mr. Hafiings, was a proRitution of the nanw of friendfliip for the 
fake of ferving a temporary puipofe. He declared, no man valued the virtue of fricrdlhip 
more than he did, and polfihly an agent might feel a friendship for his employer ; hut the 
friendlliip alledged in mitigation of a libel, made the libel worfe ; for, could it be an cxcu/^ 
to him, that an agent came to the Houfe and faid, in mitigation, that he had a friend/hip for 
his employer Wi.h rcfpc^l to the Motion, lie declared, that if the amendment had been 
That Major Scott be coainiititd,” and they on his fide had been called upon to Ihcw n 
precedent of a cafe of equal enormity, in which a Member had not been committed, he be- 
lieved it would have fcarctly been pofliblc for them to Iiave found one. As io being lepri- 
nianded at the Bar, there was a fiimous precedent in the year 1660, when Mr. Lenthall had 
been reprimanded at the Bar for holding a political opinion which he (Mr. Fox) had ever 
confidcrcd as a falfe and a diabolical one, viz. “ That thofe who had fiift taken up arms 
againft Charles the Fiilt, were as blameable as thofe who had been immediately concern^ 
in his death.'* That opinion Mr. Lenthall had broached on his legs in the Houfe, wheie.the 
freedom of debate, and its being the duty of cveiy Member to date his opinion on any fubjeft 
under difcafilun, cne have imagined inighc fiave fanaioned the delivery of it j and yet 

Mr. 
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fiflicd, and only one Genera] Board ex- natives, unknown to the Board, and 
ifted, and was held at Calcutta, many conlequefitly unredrl*fled. 
oppreffions might becxcrcifed upon ttic And ir it was known that the farmer- 

^r. Lentliall was reprimanded at the Bar of the Houfe. How much more then ou^ht 
Major Scott to be reprimanded at the Bar, for one of the molf deliberate, indecent, and 
atrocious Libels on the Houle and the Managers (and that inferred In a common nevvs^paper) 
that ever was publinied ? There were, Mr, Fox obferved, but three fpecies of punlflimenc 
in cafts of Bieach of Privilege within the option of the Houfe, viz. Reprimand, Comtnic- 
1 ment, and ExpuKion. Of the ftrfl, which was the moR mild and lenient, there weie two 
’ forts, the Repiimand of a Member at the Bar, and the Reprimand of a Member in his Place. 
Was it not fair to argue, that if the miideR of the two were infiBed on in a tiagrant and 
atrocious cafe, thofe who preBTcd for it would have prevented any punllhment, if they decently 
could have done fo, and that tlicy were defirous of ftanding between the criminal and 
jullice ? Ml. Fox agreed with Ins Hon Friend (Mr, Wyndham) that the offence merited 
expulflon. He added feveral otlier Rrong argua:ents In fupport uf the Motion as ori- 
ginally moved. 

The Mafter of the Roll^ fald, he could not after what had pafled give a filent vote on the 
queRion ; he declaied, he (hpuld vote for the milder ccnfuie, not becaufe he thought it an 
adequate punilhmcni, for he thought it extremely liglit, hut mumirg that the Hon. Member 
who had been the fubjeft of debate, and was to be the objeftof the cenfure, Ihouid feel that 
his pumlhmcnt was a light one, not doubting hut he would acknowledge that the Houfc 
had dealt with him leniently, and would goveni lus future condud accordingly. Sir Richard 
faid, though he felt in this manner with regud to the cenfuic, he v. as far from meaning to 
juflify the condudof the Hon. Member, which had undoubtedly been high'-y criminal, the 
Letter in queftion being clearly a Libel, and a Breach of the PrivUegU of the Houfc As 
the ohjefl, however, was to hold out a leffon for the future, and prevent a rcj^eiition of 
fimilnr offences, rather than to do any thing degrading in its mode, and grating to the feej. 
Ings of the Hon. Gcnfleman, that ohj»^> would be fulficienily anfwcied by adopting the 
genrleR mode of reprimanding him. The Matter of the Rolls dceh.red, he was not one cf 
^ thofe who held that the forbearance of the Houfe in refpeft tc ocher Libels was any jutlifi- 
tation of the prefent Libel) but tie did chink if th.y had a l.ttle more watched over ^11 the 
publ. cations refpe^ling tlic Trial, the Houfe would have done their duty better. Sir Richati| 
faid, H variety of circuniRanccs confidered, the Hon Cenileman Rood in a very paiticuJar 
prcdicamciU : and, though he could not then fay it, he doubted not but that when the repri- 
mand was given him, the Hon. GcnrJcni.an w'ould declare, that he had l>een milled by the 
nurnberlefs puhlicatijns of the fpe« flies of the Managers, and of other matters relative to (he 
Trial, which had been publilhed in a manner highly leRcdling on Mr. Hailing^, and which 
had paired unnoticed and witii impunity. He had hunfclf fecn, ^ii Ricliaid faid, a fpicch 
or two of the Managers piinttd in a ncvr'!> pa|x:r with conur.tnts, and tlic-refore it was not 
to be wondered at, vvhile fuch pia^iccs were winkc-d at, tiiat liie Hen. Member fhould 
h ivc conceived that it was watrantahle for him to anfwer them, in order to defend Mr. 
Hdilings fiom the impreffion iha: fucli publications might liavc made to his prejudice on 
the minds of the public. In chootini' the mode of doing fo, unririubied.'y the Hon. Gentle- 
man had adfed exceedingly wiorg, and extremely unbecominv; a Member cf that Houfe ) as 
he would learn fiom the Speaker, that a Member of that Houfc was to Rate any giound of 
coiTipl.iInt that he might have againR the condu<Sf of the Managers, in (lie Houfc upon hi^ 
legs, and not, by rtforting to a ntws' paper, to ptiblilh a Libc.1 on proceedings carried on under 
< the .lUthority of the Houfe. Sir Richard added feveinl other r lifer ^'ations, and concluded 
ulih repeating that he rtiould vote for the milder cenfure, mtaiilng to convince Major Scoir, 
that the Houfe had dealt with him leniently and indulgently, and not doubcing but that lie 
would thence be aware, tha^ the next inftance of Breach of Privilege of a Rmilar nature that 
was taken notice cf, the Houfc would be under the neceffity of cxcrcifing their juRice with 
much greater feverity. 

Mr. Burke lofe to clear himfelf from the imputation of halving countenanced the publir 
cation of the Managers fpecclies (for he had conceived that the Mafter of the Rolls meant to 
impute it to him chat they had appeared in the news-papers^ ) Mr. Buike declared, in the 
moR foj^mn manner, that he had neither diie^By nor indIrtiRIy l^nt his countenance to any 
fpeh proceeding, and he believed he might fafely take upon him to fay as mpcli op. the part 
of the Managers in general. He declared, he had heard that fuch accounts pf the fpccches, 
ard of what paffed in the Hall, did appear from time to time in the news-papers ; but he 
ted noc read thciiii he hajl merely referred occafionally (o ihc Ihort-hand writer’s notes. 
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renfral (as was the cure with Gunga svith the Governor General, the op« 
GoviiiUSinjj^was ijtliiualelycomietied pi*.ilcd naiives would be Icfa forward, 

when he wanted to ntrn to any pwricnlw f. hjefl ?h.M had hc-n difenfled in the courfe of 
the I rial. V»nh rcj.. d to fK .j . l. i„ ^ of the Mar.,-,s having appeared in the news-pa, , eta 
With toniments, It w.,., p.ect, It.-m whomfticli conimr-nts ivcre mofl lik-iv tocome- 

andastoihen.nvs.papera qtf, if that couM ,,, ore vieev be eo,t(,*rtd as a 

dilfldvanta:;; «' Mr- buinnys, it ni.yltt in .apctltcr bo faid thnr he had injoy.,, f,,,, ad. 
vam.igeo!th; c.rcuinit ai.n. fi.-.-e Ins eon; oi'icn with th. p-e(, w„ nrt.iii.s.i. 1 ^ 

lud fiifracd Ilfs t! -.n Vii. .hnf. .V,. fck.. 

a beco^n.ijg tej...';.. , be. r. ... yc.n I. ..s h.d ,,,,a,u( in, as if a doodyate had bcei 

opene. . In le., tJl t.i n.e l.ngM i,.o , r.a.,il at v;., „ot u, 1 ^. u„p„teri to the Manacers 
asatn.ttc n.iuae.iiv; vv.-ti '...n.c ; .in.v .'.ey had, .at tU- li, .1 oinlo; r, ,|« Tiial id-' 
fciecl ro ii.in'iwei..ii..y uic;,.. ic.i Ci.^r-t. l>t-it.ic diey ijfrc cntfl to Pi -mei r o * 

any oth.r. ", 1,:, oy h ,.t .h^ c.tc tlj B.naic;' her- bu; ; "ha^b''" 

ten lied by M.. Ilar.iajs, who hail d, fneil tint the Mai,.i..t,s nn-htrt’tb' m b f 

whole b fine lie .n „'e Id, Defence ; ai d liv., .eqn fnim th- H ule of . it 's? I f 
This M.M-otke nil iLd, w.as , niaril.-t a S.ant . 'e to w, it I 

it cleaily ,orie..l, that nobody bu; Mr. fiil'-ys .inif.ii to hi ■ r r",' ''"'® 

Burke added other ch/etvaf. r- -n- ,eo le. ^ee . . ■ 7 ‘ 

pet of ,!,e- f-verer .node of cei^'e. ’ f“P- 

ThoMa.-.ti oftl.c .•Uills declared, tint he ne-thcr lud imputed it to tli- Rwht H,n 
Gentleman, t.i .t he ! ,.l c.mntcn.,.iee.: ...n poohcatron the ^.-eehes of the .Varaeers fn 
the news pipers, ret i..,J he ciite-t..iiii <1 .he D .a idea ih it ciilie^ t'- ir t •-.h, r • , ' 
or any other of the Mamgers, htd c. neeleetidcd to .1 f f„ , , 
r.^d._citier.s had been.tr, -.de, fi.t C. und.ncy of ...tv ,1 c.ft:,’,: i. . I ! . T.o ■ tf 
jed.ci.il to the e-.atat-.r ct .Mi . !i , lending his tt ,ai ; ;,r.d, -,s Sk-. w ^ 

puni.y, itmiglu be (up,icf<d t!,,.t they i.ad ntifled the Men',,..,, wi.'; h..V puhh.hcd’.'hi 
libel tiowco.itp..imd of. and had indued him ,0 iniayne ti...t he- ,n-.!i- be Wi.; mVi^! 
rtplyini; tlirou^.i .uimihr < Ir.nntl. * vnueUiUa m 

The Ciiai.-L , ,r ol tit Tx-J lx kiiv-iw rot \vh‘'{’'rr Hi* P i rf«« n 

had intended to aliu.- to h ni, but I c b. leave to u^cou • -r i,'. ^ ^ p . 1 ' ’ 

fallen from him conhi h .- •moer.'d .my on-, },.!« oi tl-.- -v-7V'ntn’- "r 

.11 , ,r, «o, I:”-,;- h;r;“ « 


much Icfs fiom linv.nj: lo IniMj- * nv . > - ‘w’r" '* conit’Kini;, 

.hin-fell, or .f ...he' onh^Mml^.*' ' ^ tiie Kight Den. 

V r/'l'. • itfi o 1/. .-I / . • 


Gentleman i 


Mr. Wiglty rcf.y ami 'u a in id cry :o to m -kv a few o',); rv.idon' de-1- -t, 

that f om the {tait he hid t.ikm n.a: d.'.y, i,e k.t ,t h„ duty to do f-. M,‘. vk i.i'iev’ 

then rennri<ect U];on rjviraJ ar^uuiciti ch .r had iK^n ui^id 'hjtclje- i. Hr* ** 

Mr. Bm ke. lie* re.r.i.idtd that Ri^h: I (gu. Ocr.tieu.nn, ihnr he h I .V-i,/;’ 

Jhftingsas the imlirr of the I.ibe ii,.te .k-,- -r sc.nt s 1 1 "" ‘i. 'f . 

Right Hon. G.nde-.irm alto, tli.it aitkoa ,Mr. II.-.;t,.v-, i-.i i’, m' 1 7 b !' i '"ti'* '•'® 
the propriety cf whieh nuafure lie wa, ti.t.cin me..'' - to cili In -m i'- ' ' h-'t Home, 

Mr. HaIlingsv;ata«u.i;iy„pcn his t.-;..,'l.e ha-l t ot Va k;., 

ajhamid lo c.'.ll himldf :i.G O of .\ii ii ft:..,' o'’ ^ **!r^ ^ i 

be called ... ^ ,hr m c.o- ‘'-'''‘■••’'’n wis tl.eieluie to 

« . s'. ' in K.,^nc Hi n. Gcn.ienjan h.-cj bcvii p -.I'ld to ■ li' e\r. , 

man v/.o .ivo.w. t„ be the hi nd ot Mr.H-<t„.-i Hm iff 

ofcerfor.int .it c.i;mt.,imn-, Mr \Vi 'm faid l./'-I , , “7'“-.'“= 

the hcnoui of h in; .’.•■owi to f-'ra t-r-'s f' iV ’ '*i' " ''’dugh he had 

liahits ot fii.-rdihi,.' ..Viih him Mr ^V -oX’ma oT' ‘t ^ ^ 

milder cci fG*e. ^ iini nJniCanc and the 

Th.-cj.i.Mionwas.!,en,,.,t,.‘Ti..ttl.e.wWd,«atthe.k,rofthisHmf.'fl,„. . c u 

tjutftion i whi.h 'V,s lived It was next out “ Ti'if .i ,. . r' 

jnftrted}* nhc!!i-a'C;..:edinthe,,l.ortr.ative. 'I hi quefi’-n v— ’ l' u’ 

Mo •.V’.:.!' w.ii .Ilf I c.itritd without a divifion. ^ P^' on the amended 

sJt^BYi^duL:dink;;L^^ 

to. . r y. ‘'i-n.viiiio.ttnequeftiou was put and agreed 


Fkibat^ 
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to date their gilevancfSt It ftf by a fniit- liners with having cftAhllflird a fyftem 
Itf-i attempt to i-rocinc ndiel'a, they for collcfling the Ue^enue, the 

llj(H)ltl expofe themdlvi s to i;rc,iter. ^ conftquciice of which was cruelty to 

lie was aftteii, VVheilu rumh r the fyf- the n \t«ves : Mr. liimfelf, in a 

tern ol Ihovincial Boirtl AhoiiOud by Minute which he enured at aConCulta- 
IVlr. Hading:*, ihc Ai' mbers hao ever lion isi the Suprrr.ie Council, admitteii 

f(*untl it nettflai y to liavt* rectMiii'e to that the fydetn ct tai ming the Ktveniie 

to^ture^ forliic purpofe ot enforcing fhc or 'utring the lands for omycary would 
icClion of the revenue \ His anl'vver n'-c Jiarily proiluce of^pre^ion to the lia- 
nas, Ni'ver. tivC'* : ^nd yet he ax'oplLd the vtiy fyf- 

riic oijcdt which the Managers had trrn I'^'t he coiijcmned. ?vlr. An* 

view' in examining to this ptimt, fti nllu r fiij, that wo n Air. Hadings lud 
wa"*’, to (hew that neitlier cru /<_>■ iicr < p~ uihi • Miiuit j loi elohl happen, the 

pftj^.un was thiiught nece.’ri^ by ti e M.^nagers wtre going to piove kad ^C.- 
Boards of Uevenue which Mi.Iladings tually happLii^d. 

hadabohlhcd, to eul'ort c the cidlei ion ; Mr. 1 .aw, jun fling that the Alanagera 
but that und'M- new* I'ydem i d trliflud were to give evidence of the fa^ 
by him in tli^!frn<?l!WiliWf^ wete v -ge ci ndt ics commiited b> Deby Sing, 
cxpolcd to, and had aduaily fnftVud aiktd w hetiar this was really Ihtir in.» 
both* In pin ruing thisohjed, she Mana - tculion ? 

gt rs met with nun li o[>'V)(‘ition nom the Mr. Andrwther dedred that the ATi- 
Counlclfur the j)riloiui , who vonUiidcd nuts rf a Cf*!i(uUaiion finned by Alr- 
t hat as ^ was not -n ettarge ag-dnil lialloi/v* be lead ; but would] 

Mr. Haftings, fo iu)t\idciicc of it would not liy h r wnat pm p».fc hV produceti 

be cKtni tied. trus evi«i c ; he was not b< und Jj 

The Managers. on the contrary, main- dccl'‘cir *, it was enough ior h>rn if he 
tained that cruf!ty was Jii char,:c, .ind prcilnc dev’d-r.cc that w.u, relevant, 
that they conl>(ni«.ntlv li.id ^ \ eU to If rfi.- leanu tl Cimnhd for llu- deicndai.t 
give proi^.l.* of it. ^T- i. .‘iticlc .nt :.v*.l fou; d it ur^ievanl, they would oijciil 
•RtVLNUL’ cxprcfdy chai'c^xd Ms. IJaf* to it. 

Frioav, May -'5. 

Tlie Order of the D jv h' -ng rea ' for ii e niunsjancv' of jehn Scott, F.fq. in his place ? 

Mr. Rt’jinald Pt l * tsnvw, k A eg it to be io.' ilu djemty oi the Houic, upon a bufincti 
like the prtdnt, to cxcludj ihri g.r., d.e fl iiK:in^; oidc/ of ll»c Kout'e, ‘‘That diangtn 

he cxduded.” 

'i lie Monfe was immccliatciy c’waicd, .iiiti svod: ingcis permitted to be prefent during ihe^ 
vcn-iainder cf the <!ay. 

After the rtiaiigcrs w^^rcr eviflxlsa ' n, ir.d o rcfoluticcs cf il e Houle icad, 

The Spe.aker, .u-conhn^ to the dire^hoPi. oi tjie iLpnuuiO'.'vti the xion. Member 

for the Lettci written by him .in;l iinVited, m t!?e r y. 

*1 he following iv. a copy c.f tlie Reprimro d p .iV J cn Soott : 

Mr. r.cctt, — The He ufe have rclb.'vu’, tli it jou, !nir..; ibeauu.or of a Letter which the 
Houfe have d^.cused iv> be a fcanda!.ju> and lib- Ivos p p-i, lefleftin on the honour and 
juiUce of this HouL', ^nd on the conduit of the T.ids appointtd to min.»s»e ilic im- 
peachmcnn.ow depend. n’'<ig:iinfl Waircn H.dht.gj, i fq. .ue guilty cf a vinj luon of yuur 
duty r.s a Mcinbei of rhii Ilou^e, and cf .a hi.qh sjh. i^Ij of tlie Privilc'^e.of this Floufe, 

“ On the nituic and ir.a5;n»tudiSot your cifipce ir is unneceffary lor me to dwtlT; what 
ever has a tcndct-cy t > depreciate the honour and julh,.'j ot ti'.is Houfe. panic ubuiy in tbe^ 
cxeicifc of iti, Ir.v-^nilitorial funftiers, tend-,, m the fe.ne pio^oilion, to weaken and degrade 
the energies ai.d oign't) of the (jiiiifli C’ci.UifJtjon, 

“ '1 he priv. leges cf this Houfe h.ive a cH.jii to tlie leipciT of every fjbje<ff of this coun- 
try. As r» Aiciiibei cf tliis Ih/ufc, it is your duty, as it is pa: t of ’ our rrufl, to fuppcit 
piotert tliem. H{»da h rife of ilu .'d obligations pioduccd its due inll'j.,i.ce on your mind and 
conduct, you would l.avc .ivolded the dopleaiureof this lloiiK, aii'i Unould have been fp..rcdj 
the pain of decl.Kl.ng to >ou t'nercfuit or It. The moder,:'.ion of the Houfe is noi, IiCAvevcr,' 
Ipf-i manilefl on this occ-Ji.on, than iliclr juft fenfe of ibi^lr own di^piity, and o* the iinpur-. 
tanceof their own piiviUgCsS. It is my duty, inAddiolftng you, to he guided by thehnity 
. which inaiks their proceedings j and, in the peifuaflcn riiat the judgment of tlu Heufe wjU 
Operate as an effcftn.fl admtnitlon to yourkif and toothers, 1 IcilHar to fuy moie, than 
that the Houfe h,ive chiedled that I reprimand you for your (aid offence j and, in obcdicncei 
their comaiandsj^ 1 do reprimand you accord'iDgly/* 
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^ Afttr tn\ic\i SkUetcalioni Ihc Con- 
fnltnion waa read j and then Mr. An- 
ftrutherwas proceeding to go into tvi' 
dence of the cruelties excrcifed by 
Deby Sing on the wretched natives of 
pirAchpore\ not, he laid, for the purpofe 
bringing theft cruelties home to Mr. 
pcrfonaily, but for the pur- 
pofe of ihewingt that they arofe from the 
lyftem eftablilhcd by him, and from 
which fyftem he himfelf had allowed 
OPPRESSIONS MUST NECESSARILY 
arife. 

Mr. Law objected to the produ6lion 
of any tvidencc of cruelties which were 
not in charge. If thofe cruelties could 
be proved ever to have cxilled, he de- 
fired that the Managers wmuld put them 
into the lhape of a Charge, and he 
would be ready to meet them : but at 
prefent, as they were nut charged, no 
vidence relating to them could be re* 

^^r. Burke contended, that for all the 
nds fur which the Managers wanted to 
rove afts of cruelty, the Commons 
ad fufficiently charged them. The 
Ibliarge dated, that cruelty w'asa necef* 
fary cunftquenct of the new fyftem in- 
troduced by Mr. Kaftings \ and that 
cruelty could not have been pradtfed 
under the old one which he had abo- 
lilhcd.— The charge further ftated, that 
Mr. HHftings himfelf was aware that 
oppreftion muft neceflarily arife from a 
fyftem that Ihould adopt the letting of 
lands iQKoneyrar\ and that, notwith.. 
ftandiHg this 1 is own opinion, he had 
rltabliflied the very fvfttm of which he 
tnew OPPRESSION muft be a neces- 
sary conierjuence* 

Alter fonic further argument on this 
fubjedl, the Counfel perlifting in their 
jbjeflion to the evidence required, and 
:hc Managers perlifting in tluir rtqui- 
ition for the produvftion of it, the Lords 
vithdrew to the Chamber ot Parli imcnt 
:o take into coniideration the arguments 
>n both fidv s. 

In lels than h.df an hour their T.ord- 
bips returned to Wcftminfter-hall, and 
here the Lord Chancellor informed the 
rarties concemed, that the fJoufc had 
efolved — “ That it was not competent 
o give evidence of the cruelties ester- 
lifed by Deby Sing, the lame not being 
barged in the Article then under con- 
ideration.'* 

Mr. Burke fdd, that be muft fubmlt 
o their Lorciniips^dtcilion, but he muft 
4 y at the fame time, that he had heard 
: wi^h the deepeft ponceru ; foi: if ever 
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there was a cafe in which the honour, 
thejuftice, and the charaAer of a coun- 
try were concerned, it was in that which 
related to the horrid cruelties and fa- 
v.ige barbarities exercifed by Deby Sing,* 
under an authority derived from the 
Britifh Government, upon the poor for- 
lorn inhabitants of Diraebpore ; crueU 
ties and barbarities lb frightfully anc^ 
tranfcendcntly enormous and favagc 
that the bare mention of them had filled 
with horror every defeription of people! 
in the country. , 

The imprcllion that even the feeble 
repTefentalion which his (l^inder abilities 
had been able to produce had made 
upon the of all who 

hid heard nim^wasnot to be removed 
but by the evidence that fhould prove 
the whole a fabrication. — The horror 
which the detail of thofe cruelties had 
produced in the minds of all clalFcb of 
people was indrlcnbable ; the nioft dig- 
nified ladies ofLngiand had ihuddered* 
and fome had fainted at the bar-, recital; 
and was no evidence now to be received 
to prove the cxiftence of thofe a£^s of 
barbrriiy w^hich had fliockcd the whole 
nation ? 

Mr. Law faid, it was not to be borne, 
that the Right Hon. Manager (hould 
thus proceed to argue in reprobation of 
their Lordlhips' judgments folemnl/ 
given. 

Mr. Burke /aid, nothing could be far- 
tberfrom his intciUiun than to reprobate 
any dceitiun coming from a Court for 
which he eiitertaini'd the higheit refpeft. 
But he w^s not a little furpnfed to find, 
that the learned Cnunlel fliould (land 
forth the champion tor their Lord/hips' 
honour i — they were themftives the 
belt ginrdians of their own honour: 
and It Dcvtr could be the intentiun of 
the Commons to fully, much lefs to call 
in queftion, the honour of the Hoiife of 
l\t rs. As thcii co urtlinule eft.Ue in the 
Legid-iture, the Commons were perhaps 
not lels iiitercfted than their T.ordftiipa 
themfeWes in the prefeivation of the 
honour of that noble Hoiife ; and there- 
fore he never could think of arguing iu 
reprebatirm ut any of its dccilions. 

But the truth was, that the decifion 
upon which he was then fpeaking was 
not upon a queftion put by the Com- 
mons: the Lords had no doubt decided 
properly ; but it w^^s certainly iinon 
their own queftion, and uut upon that * 
of the Commons. If the Commons 
had been fiiffcred to draw up their quef- 
tion themfelvtSi they would have 

worded 
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horded it in a very difTercm manner* 
Jind chilled for the judgmeni of the Houle 
upon a qucftion very differently ftattd 
from that on which the decifion had jfiff 
been given. 

It was true, that the cruelties charged 
in the Article were not ftaled* eo no- 
iiii}iei to have been exercired by Deby 
Sing ; but the Article charged Mr. Haf- 
tings with having eftahliHied a I'yftem 

I k'hich he knew would be, and which 
n point of fait /W aitually been, at- 
ended with cruelty and opprejfton,’^ 
The Article did not date by whom the 
ails of cruelty had been committed, but 
it dated cruelty in general ; and of fuch 
cruelty* fo charged, the Managers had a 
right to give evidence. 

He oblcrved,that theff Lbrdlhips muft 
perceive a difference in the cafe thus 
Itatcd, from that which they had dated 
themfclvcs, and on which they had de- 
cided. He begged, therefore, that they 
would conlider feriuudy whateffeil this 
decifion would have upon this part of 
the Article, and upon the general cha* 
railer of the country- 
If they were entirely to fliut out all 
evidence of thofe aits of cruelty, what 
wc.uld the world fay ? what would be the 
opinion of niariLiud I It would adoni/h 
the furroundliig mtions, ih it the door 
fhould be iliiit upon the proot of cruel- 
ties, the bare recital of which had har- 
rowed up the fouls of all who hrd heard 
it. The charaitcrofthe n-ition would fuf- 
fer, the honour oflheir Lordlliips would 
be affeiU’d, if, when the t.'ommons of 
England dood ready to prove the cxif- 
lance of barbaritica that had dilgraced 
the Britifli name, and called for venge- 
ance on the guilty heads of thofe who 
were in any degree indrumental in them, 
they fliould be dopped, nnd told that 
no evidence could be received in proof 
of thofe barbarities. A Noble Lord, 
defervcdly high in the opinion of his 
Peers, had faid, when he heard thofe 
lavage cruelties detailed, that, compared 
W*ith the cmrmiiy of them, all the Ar- 
^ tides of the Impeachment vycighed not 
a feat’icr ; that if the detail wms founded 
in truth, no puniihment could be too 
fevere for whoever Ihould be found to 
have had any part ioexcrciling them. 

The fame Noble Lord, Mr. Burke ob- 
ferved, had faid* that if the Hon. Ma< 
nager did not make good this molt hor- 
. rid of all charges, he ought to pafs for 
•the Iholt daring calumniator. 

Upon that ifliie* faid Mr. Burke* 
1 am ready to put my chara^ler: fuf- 


“ fer me togolntolhe proofs of thofe utv* 
“ paralleled barbarities ; and it I do not 
edabliih them to t^e full conviiflion of 
this Houfe and of ail mankind, if f do 
not prove their immediate and diredt 
** relation to, and cunneflion with the 
fyftem eftablilhed by Mr. HaflingSM 
then let me be branded as the boldeM 
calumniator that ever, d ired to 
upon unfpotted. innocence the impu4 
tation of guilt.'* ^ 

Earl Stanhope called Mr. Burke to 
order. His Lordfliip faid* that the t/wt 
of the Houfe mult not be waited in ar- 
guments upon quedions on which their 
Lordfhips had already decided. 

Mr. Buike faid, that it was his objedt 
to five the noNouii and the charac« 
TER. of their Lordlliips, and not their 
time j and it could not have entered 
htb head, chat whild he was purfuing fo 
great an object, he could be hippofed to 
be wading their time, which, though 
certainly precious, 

their HONOuTand^fflT^^ 

RAC TER. 

However, let that be as it might, he 
had done: he had endeavoured to ret- 
cue the charadlcr and judice of hij 
country from obloquy ; if thofe who 
had formerly provoked enquiry, if Ihofc 
who had faid that the fa vage barbarities 
which he had detailed had no other ex- 
idence than that which they derived 
from the malicious fertility of his ima- 
gination, if thofe who had faid that he 
was bound to make good what be had 
charged, and that he would deferve the 
mod opprobrious names if he did not 
afford Mr. Hadings an opportunity ol 
doing away the imprefliun which every 
p^rt oFthe nation had received from the 
piflure ot the favage cruelties exf rcifed 
by Deby Sing ; if, he repeated, they now 
Ihrunk from the enquiry for which they 
had before fo loudly called* if they now 
called upon their Lordlliips to rcjc^lj 
and not liden to the proofs which they 
before had challenged him to bring, th< 
fault was not with him ; he had dbnehii 
duty to his country, whofe honour anc 
judice had been outraged ; to the Houfi 
of Commons, who had fent him tothei 
Lordfhips bar to exprefs their abhor 
rence of crueUirs, and to point the ven 
geaiice of the law againd thofe who ha< 
been indrumental in prai^tifing them 
and he haci done what he owed to him 
felf, in offering to prove all that he ha< 
advanced on the fubje£l, on pain of be 
ing branded* if he ihould fail in hi 
proofs* as a bold and infamous calum 

Diato] 
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tJp^n t^c fields of others, 
** therefore (faid he)»;!nd notopon thofo 
*■ of* the Comrr.o»i^ of Great BrtM'Pi 
" let the charge fail, that the jtiOi' C ot 
** the cwintry was not to h.i\e ns xHt'l'pi* 
** The Commons have (liewn tncir rc i- 
to make good their Charge*^ — 
ftiii the defendant O^rinks tni:^ t:»e 
*• proof, and inliils th.-l vnur Lordlhips 
“ ought tiot to receive it.” 

Mr. T/tw, with uiieyrimpU'd wrmrh, 
tfrhetherrealjor airnmed ir. 
of inftnu^ions in hi' hiitl, *a'c c 
pretend to fiy, rt pil'd to Htirhe. 
He fiid, th.it the \\ ght lion. Managr r 
fcltboldjonly oecmle 'i' k.'.-wtin f.r.of 
which he vnnied t > 'xo-'e io'/K'i por be 
receiv'jd ; — tin, jOi ilie n 

which the clique way wouletu Liitir 
Lor d n 1 i P'5 f^’/K li'f ? 2 i7, i ( t h t- > >vj - a /, d - 
mil them, without vi»)i.'tJni; r'ue ch..'?L‘tt 
rules and princ’oU'i oi'l^-v. Tu: (I'tid 
he) let the C'munor.s pin tsit' ‘'’.'tn!! 

err.v'.lns uno 'J-.c 
‘Mhape of a Chr-i i e wh'ciiawf i"K uu: .v. 
“meet, let them jnellnt. thejn m t!i-i 
(hape at your Loui.Oi'p's bar» 

** then we wi.i hi, itady \o hc.i. eve:\ 
proof that c..r' ('e .nidrecd. A.u', if 
when they hive tion: thus 1* e tici]- 
** lleman for whom I a.ti n^w ipeikni.? 
dors not f.ilhfy every af> ot cruelty 
that the Mf)u. M..na"<.i.‘' OhII attempt 
•' to prove upon hi nr, May r in*: hand 
OF THIS and Till-: iia.’d of 

God light lpo:.' him !‘’ 

After this rjaculrtioii. del^vred in a 
tone of vo’c^ not iiiihhc ih;t o' the 
theatric hero, when he cxcl.iirr.;^, 
cli.ird is hoarfe with Lalhn.: tlx? to 
battle r*—thia part of the bul.infi 
ended. 

Mr. Anftruthrr,ac verting then to li e 
THiiivE LACKS of rupee'", or 50;Ocoi. 
fterling, rc( c vrd by iVIr. j'iaft'iigs IriiiYi 
l^ajah ¥.obkiffn:y oblVivt'd, that vviicii 
Mr. Hafliiiu wms at la ft t^bliged to m ike 
a d feevtry to i be Court of Oiredlor^ of 
the leceipt ol this Ann, he f.iid, in his 
lettn- to the Cc.'Uit, that being in want 
of money for Ins own private concern”, 
and thelKue of the Convpany’s TrcaAiry 
being to low ih.U he could not piy him- 
lelf bis f.ilarv, he had procured a loan 
of three laik.”, to ajilwer )i s private 
wants; tied beiin: .''bout the amount of 
what was due to him by the Company 
on the fcore of filary. 

Mr. Anftnither laid, he was going to 
prove that the whole of ttis rc'-ount, 
exetpt the receipt of the ll'.ree lack .\V 4 s 

falic . A clerk A om the India^houfc whs 


accordingly called, who proved the v.^- 
pous payments made to Mr. Haftinga 
on account of his falary ; from which 
it^ippcared, that at the lime when Mr. 
Hdlmgs prrttndcd the fum ©I three 
lacks was diit to him on account of la- 
Kiry, there was not a rupee due to Idm 
by the Coinpanv. 

Here the bahnLfa clofed for Ibis <'ay, 
it bciiJg five o'clock, and their Lorclllopi ^ 
not chnlinj to gv) furthtr irPo the evi* i* 
dvDce at tnrit time. Adjourned. 

Sixty-fifth Day. 

TrU^RSDAY, May 20 . 

Mr. Aufti u'htr reminded the^Coiirt 
tl.at Mr. n.ifting3, in anfwer to the 
cb irge brought agdiift him for Ivivni't 
liken a buhe from Rnjah Nobki/fo:, «'f 
fv'ur lacks of rupees, had faid, that his 
renfen for having taken that Aim wa-., 
he v.i'^ted money on his own pn- 
\ \te r.ccoiii't ; that there w.»as due to Inm 
by the Company for falary, &i‘. a coii- 
A • r ddc lam ; t nt Ih it the Company’^ 
I’re.ifuiy vv i*i lo trrpl.y, that he could 
not piy h':r fcl.' wixt was due to him ; 
and that ihnt forf he had accepted, but 
in tbe fo7’ i/if* Oy?wp{riyi ufcy the 

ab.ive lum horn Nobkijjln, 

Mr. Anftnither ohferv d, that on 
TiK'fUy hft be bad proverl one part of 
tbistlefenev, viz. “ That the Com piny 
*• v' as conliderably in debt to liim cm 
“ tr.efcure ol falary,'' to be uttcilydel- 
tiinte iH foMiidation in truth. 

On thic d ly, he faid.he would proceed 
to prove that the otlur part of the de- 
fence, viz. “ 'I'liat the Compr.ity'si 
“ Tre.Mury was at that time A) empty, 

“ that he could not pay himfelf what 
“ \va;, due him,'’ was to the full as 
fade and unfounded. 

F(;r tSis purp' fe a clerk belonging to 
tb r India-Houie wad c died, who proved 
that at the period to which the charge 
and delence referred, very confidcrablc 
Aims had been p lid into the Company’s 
TreaAiry at Calcuita, for wh’ch Mr.^* 
Ilaftings had given bills on the Company 
in Europe ; and alfo that on accMiut of 
v-irious loans opened by the Supreme 
Couucd at Calcutta, other Anns lo a 
very great amount had I'Ccn paid into 
the TreaAiry there. — The inference 
from this evidence was obvioufly, that 
the TrtaAiry, fo far from being empty at 
the time, was, if noi full, at leai| iVtll 
ftocked v;hb ready money. 

iM/:. Afiftmther delired next that a 
letter from Mr. ttaftmgi 16 the Court 
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fif Directors, dated the 5th of May 
17^1, be re td. 

His objeet, hr* faid, in producinji this 
lette*-, was to fliew that Mr. IIaOin^:s 
hail jiriifsly ifr.poj'ed npi>n his mailers, 
the I’lall fnilia Co np.iny, with ii'fptift 
to the .‘ppoint »>ent of his new Com- 
mittteof Revenue j th it lie had, through 
the wnolc courtV of his correfpondcnce 
’^011 this fubjed with the Couit of Di- 
retlnr-, point:. cl out the propriety of 
K'tring thelanils, partiL-ularly in the ex- 
tenliv.- Zcmindarit-s, to the ancient and 
rtipeclable Z' mindars of the country ; 
but thati in <KH.ince even of his own 
principles, he had ai^lually let the lands 
not only to pcrlons who were not Ze- 
mindars, but til pet foils of fuch charac- 
ters as renoered them totally unfit for 
anyplace whitcver in which hunnnity, 
jullice, and integrity, were ntceflary. 

Mr. Law obj-tlcd to the produftion 
of this letter, as the opinions given by 
Mi\ H itlnig:# to the Court of Directors, 
whu li ihe lerter was to prove he had not 
followed, wcic not in charge againft 
bim. 

Mr. AnftruUier nnintained, that as 
th“ chaige if tteil thaj Mr. Haitings had 
a 5 led coi'ruj'tiy in abohilsingthe Provln- 
cid Boaids, and lubftitutin/ in their 
f'ltead a General Committee ofRcvenne, 
the M uiagers were at lib* rty to give 
in evidence every c'rcurnllance which 
could prove corrui>t motivca for the 
jneafui e. 

Mr. f^aw infifted, that the bare ftating 
that a thing, pvihaps innocent in itfelf, 
hid been clone corruptly, could not, in 
point of I i\v, let the profegutors in to 
give evidence ol'wdiat might have been, 
but what, in point of fa«Sl, vnas not in 
chaige. 

'I'he Lord Chancellor obferved, lh.it 
if an in its 11 -Hire hJi/j'ti tftt or 
hannlcfi, was ILited a^ the .. round of a 
enmin.U charge, the fuktng cjf the 
word l orrupt to iS eouid net open a 
doiir ter trie ad million of evidence of 
not Itated in the Charge. 

Mr. Fox fiul, this c'bfcivation went 
not to tne particular matitr now in 
difpute, but to the 'Lvhole. Charge, and 
he apprehended that this wm.s not the 
ft age of the hiiiiuefh iii which the le»un- 
ed Counfel Ihoul.Illiew that the Charge 
would notfullain a judgment. Such a 
proceeding wouhl be very proper in 
drxefl trf’ judgment ; and then it would 
be time enough for him to ftiew that 
the Charge 'W'iuld fuftain the judgment. 
£ut even in the prefent ftage of the 
Pari III. 


bufinefs he might utidertahc to prove^ 
that thougli the vj onf corrupt h has not 
been inleited in the Cinrge, ftiil the 
evidence offered by his tciiow-Managel' 
would be iulmifbble. 

For the hiitntion was prcCtfcly what 
conttituted the crime or guib. iii every 
aciion ; and whatever lendtd to afeer- 
tain the ifjtention w.is »:vl«icnce 

The killing of a nun was not neciffartly 
a frhmnal ailt ; and therefore every 
circiim dance lending to (hew with 
what inttntion the atl was done, mull 
nectUanly he evidence, or one ot thtfe 
t'vo conlcquences mult enfue, cithtf 
that an idnoant man (liould be pro- 
nounced a murderer, or a guilty man 
efcape the puniftimrnt of the law. 

If a man wa.. indi cted for uUciing a 
b’il knowing it ro be forged, iuirly no 
on*" W'‘iild -outenn thit all evidence 
of ciicurnilanct'i Ibewiiig that he hrtd a 
ki.owkdgi* t'c i.irgciy, mull bt Ihut 
out, iinicfs rliufe ci cundlances Ihoultf 
happen tn have hi tn dated in the in- 
dirtiiieut. — Nothing could more fatis- 
faccoiily prove the party's knowledge 
Of the forgery, tliaii his having given 
falfc and conUudiciury accounts ot lUe 
tram ad ion. 

In tiu picfent cafe, Mr. Haftings waa 
chiij.cd with having aittd fraudultnUyr 
and corruptly ; and in his opinion no- 
thing could ib clcaily lupport fnch a 
charge, as the evidence offered on this 
occtTlion, which would prove that he 
h *d iiiven the Com I of Dircclors a falfe 
account o( the afFiir. 

Mr Bur lit fa id, the Lamed Lord had 
greaily iruiunderliocm the cafe, or he 
would not c 'll the att of abohlhing th^ 
Provincial Boards of Uevcnue, ai:j fel- 
ting up a general C\>mmittee of Re- 
venut, as let forth in the Charge, an ait 
in its n ’lure inOilFcient or hai ir.Ufs f 
for the Charge not only ftated if to be 
corrupt, but alfo that it had been done 
contrary to the orders cf the Court of Di* 
and contrary to me irjuudion 
of an Ad of Parliament, the 13th of 
the prefent King. 

The IM.inagers did not therefore rely 
merely upon the word corruptly which 
was in the Charge ; but upon the pkiirt 
and pofilive declaration cle irly fet forth 
in it, that the cftabliftiment of the ge- 
ner l Committee of Revenue had been 
tfleilcif by Mr. Haftings in contempt of 
an Ait of Parliament. He prelumcdthat 
no one would venture to contend that 
an ait involving in it the viulatioii of ha 
A it of Patliaaicnt might or could be ra 
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it<5 nature neutral, indifferent or harm- 
lefs. • 

He infift?d that the Commons vere 
not hoivnd to the rules oi ff>f rial pi ad- 
ih}T ; and' to attempt to bmd them to 
luoh rnleSf would drftroy the only Iten- 
rity w'liieh ihe Nat'on had for the pre- 
fervat!on of the Conftitiitiop. 

At the Revolution, the people had 
taken no other feemity tor that prefer- 
Vation, and f r the pure, and impartial 
adminiftration of jnflicc, than the re- 
fponfibility of Minifters ?nd Judges to 
the High Court of Parliament. An 
impeachment by the Commons was the 
mode of bringing them to juftice, if the 
foi mer fliould attempt any thing againlt 
the Coiiftitiition, or the latter Ihould 
corruptly lend Ihcififelves to mcal'urts 
calculated to frt alide the Government 
by law, or fliould attempt to pollute 
the Iburce of public juft ice. 

If ill the purl'uit of fuch criminals 
the Commons, who could have nothing 
111 view but fubftantial juftice, were to 
be ftopped at every fttp by objee^ions 
drjiwn from technical rules ami fc ima 
of pleading, then would the greattft 
9nd moft dangerous criminals efcape 
the vengeance of offended jiifticc ; Par- 
liamentary Impeachments, which were 
the principal, if not the only fcciuity 
for the prefervation of iheConftitution, 
would become nugatory and vain ; and 
tlie ■loft corrupt Minifttrs migb^vritli- 
out check or controiil, purfue the moft 
anti conftitutioiial career, unnwed by 
refponlibility, or an impeacliment from 
which they could have nothing to fear. 

Mr. Anftruthev made a Kmg and 
able argument, in which he ftiew cd, 
from the authority of the great Lords 
Hardwicke and Mansfield, tliat he vi'as 
entitled to give in tv.dcnco, not only 
U&s not ftateci in the charge, but even 
faffs of a different nature. 

He quoted two cafes, one of which 
had been determined by Lord Hard- 
wicke, when he was Chief juftice of 
the King’s- Kench ; the other by Lord 
MaubfieTd, fitting afterwards in the 
fame Couit. 

The former cafe was this: — Two 
men bad been indicted on the BlacJh A& 
7— the inditftment fet forth, that they 
bad their faces blacked ; that they had 
concealed arms; and that, thus disfi- 
gured and thus armed, they iiad ap- 
peared oil the King's highway. 

Thefe fafis were proved ; and the 
profecutors having offered in evidence 
ta£r fads not fet forth in the indid- 


ment, thit great Tudge ftiffered them 
to proccc<f, and to give evidtnee rot 
ojdy of o//;£r crimes of a diff-itut ua- 
tuic, which had pneedtd the appre- 
hCntiou of ihcfe mc-n, but alio other. 

and Climes which tnd happened 
aft« r they were in culloily. 

Tntle other fads tended to flu’W 
quo anip/o thcfc men had blacked tbtir 
faces, had conce-^led aeins under ihtiry 
clothed, ami thus .’ppCrtied on the 
King's highway. Tlu prolecutors 
were p‘ rnutted, for II. e purpofe of 
fhe wing ^7^0 (V.irno ad this liad been 
done, to give in cviitence tfiat a ri.-itoiis 
meeting h^'d t^ken place ; (I'at the 
pnlocers had .iftifttd at it; that the 
objed of thofe who attended it was to 
pull down a turnpdic ; and that after 
the two prifoners u^re in cullodv, a 
turnpike had adn.dly been piill*:d 
down. Loid Hardwicke had fufFrred 
all thefe circuiMlances to be given in 
evidence, though not one of them had 
been ft fvith in the indiftment. 

On that occfdioii Lord Hardwicke 
ohfe»vcd (Mr. Aidlrullur read liis 
that when the profeutors had 
proved that the prifoners had their 
faces bbicktd, that they had concealed 
aims, 3i:d that,fo difi^uifed and armcdi 
they hid appeared in the King's high- 
way, they might have Hopped there 
and called for a verdi6l and judgment 
on thefe fails; but they had gonefai- 
ther, and llsewn, that the purpofes Kir 
w^hich they had fo difgiufcd and armed 
themfclv-.s and f.iHird forth on the 
King’s hig.hw ay could not poffibly be 
good. 

1 he cafe tried before Lord Mans- 
ii».ld was an ailion brought againft a 
man for having corrupted a great 
many eUiJh i*s, to induce them to vote 
for a particiiiai crudidate for a feat in 
Parliamt nt. The declaration fet forth, 
that the defendant had gone to a cer- 
tain Inirough Ihcrem named, and had 
given to a great number of eleitors the 
luoicl fiv“ guineas each, and that froii>^ 
each he had taken a note of hand for 
the like fum. 

The defendant pleaded, that he had 
bond fide lent the money, that he had 
taken frcurity for it, and that to cor- 
rupt the eleiiors was by no means the 
objt it of the tranfailion. 

To rebut tli's defence, evidence wai 
olTcred of a convcrfatii»n between the 
defendant and one Taylor ; from which 
it appeared, that the former was not to 
infift upon the payment of the n' its, 

which 



which he had taken merely ns a bJimU 
and to give a colour to the whole 
tratil'iiSlion* • 

Though this converfation waji not 
^‘t forth or mentioned in the declara- 
tion, and though even the nime of 
'I'aylor was not to be found in it, ftill 
Lord Minsficid fuff r red the PUintiff 
to give it in evidence, for the piirpofe, 
fas he faid, of flic wing qno auinio the 
money was given, and quo ammo it was 
taken* The Plaintiff obtained a verdict. 

A motion was afterwaids made for 
a ni-w trial; Lord Minsfidd refiifed 
to grant it ; and the other three Judges 
of the Court concurred in opinion 
with his Lordflilp, th it he wa*! ri/ht in 
admitting liic proof of this cciivcr- 
fation. 

Ml*. Anflnither, having given fhefe 
recent authorities, quoted many otheis 
ancient date in fupDort ot his argu- 
ment. He faid, lie had often heard that 
the mort ancient impeachments were 
the beft drawn up, and the beft prece- 
dents to follow; for this purpoic he 
had looked into the Rolls of Parliament 
and the Journals of the Houfe of Lords, 
and he found that the oldeft impeach- 
ments, fo much praiied, were rnhnilely 
more loofe and vague thin any article 
‘ in the prefent Impeachment 

He quoted maiiw from the Reign of 
Edward HI. down to the Revolution, 
which cont lined charges worded in a 
very general inmiicr. 

One of them was the Impeachment 
of Lord Lalimcr, who was charged 
with having exafted anil t^.kcn large 
films of money from fitndry perfons in 
Br/tanny, to the amount m the whole of 
83,0001. Yet, general a'< this charge 
w-is, it was entcitained by the Houle 
of Petrs, and Lord Latimer was tried. 

Mr. Law, v^ithoiit advancing any 
argument in fupport of liis objection, 
adhered to it, and prayed the judgment 
^ of the Houfe. 

* Upon this the Lords withdrew to 
^ their own Houfe, and having put a 
queffion to the Judges on this objec tion, 
they adjourned the further proceedings 
in the Trial to Tuesday *. 


Sixty-Sixth Day. 
WtDNESDAY, June a. 

This day the Court gave judgment 
^on the following quell ion : 


“ Whether the letter of the 13th of 
** April 17^1 can he given in evi- 
‘‘ dence by the Managers for the Com- 
“ monp, to prove, that the let ter of the 
“ 5th of M*.y 1781, already given in 
evidence, relative to the abolition of 
the Pioviricial Council and the fiib- 
lequent appointment of the Com- 
miltce of the Riivenuc, was falfe in 
any other particular than th.it which 
“ is charetd in the 7th Article of the 
“ Charges ?" 

The judgment of their Lordfliipa was 
in favour of the negative of this queftion, 
and conuquently againftthc Managers. 

The day was pafled almoft without 
any argument between the Managers 
and tiir Couidcl for Mr. Hdlings, and 
merely in the reading ok evidence, or 
exciinination of witncflls. 

'rhe Managers proved, that a notice 
had been Li ved upon the Solicitor of 
Mr. liaflings, to produce the cabouUad 
or agreement that pafled between the 
latter and ICelleram and Cullcan Sing, 
wh.m he farmed to thefelwq natives the 
dillri<5l6 fo often mentioned in the courfe 
of the trial. 

The Connfcl for Mr. Hillings faid, 
their C()ui*irel w.i6 not in pofftllinn of 
the agreement in queffion, or he would 
produce it with grrat readinefs. 

Mr. Anftruthcr faid, be would prove 
th.it Mr. Hallings had never tranfmitted 
to the Court of Directors the cabou- 
liad, or a copy of it. Mr. Hudfoo, of 
the India- Houfe, was called for this 
purpofe, who fltid, that he had not ex- 
amined the Company’s books lor the 
fpecifle purpofe of finding whether this 
agreement had been tranfmitted or not; 
but that he wao fnre, ntveitlielcfa, that 
had it been to be found in his office, it 
could not have efcaped his eye in a featch 
which he had made forfome other pi'pcrs 
— be had not found any trace of this ca- 
bouliad. Theie was another office, how- 
ever, belaid, in the India-Houfe, where 
pM'haps it might be found. 

Mr. Anfliut her examined Mr.lludfon 
next rcfpc£ling the fecunty which it had 
been fuggefted Mr. Mailings had taken 
from Ke'iler;*m and Cullean Sing wd^eti 
he farmed to them the Revenue. But 
the wilnefs faid, that he had not found 
in the Company’s hooka any trace of a 
feciirity given by them. 

It was fuggclled by the Counfel for 


• TheLoids, however, afterwards on Wednefday May ab, upon motioni fuuhipr ad- 
Uurntd ihe Trial to WEn^ xsuay the ad of June, 
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♦he (^crendanti that the ftcuiity being 
made to the Goijcrnor-General himfelf, 
it was not in the courfe of prat^iJce, that 
itiliould he trani'mifted to Kuiope. 

Mr. Ariftruthrr ohferved, that it had 
rever been heard before, that a iecuriiy 
j;\cn for the uieof the Company ihimlvl 
be pafTed to the Governor General, and 
^iot to the Comp my. 

lie mformed thtir LordOiips, that the 
im’ou ot'tlic tvvo olTurcs of and 

Farmer w.is iiijni lous lothein- 

terefl of the C jriipiny, aiul that iL had 
xievir uken place but in the tvv’) Pio- 
vince^ in whirh he had already proved 
that j\Tr. Hillings IikI received money 
for his own private life. 

7 ’hefe points were proved from va- 
jrioud pdfapes ni the Company's books, 
which wciv read by the clerk. 

Evidence was allb given of the Prcfi-nt 
of ioo,oool. made to jMr. Hafl.ngs by 
the Nabob of Oude ; and of ;>n clfer of 
another Ihefent of the f.irne aniount, 
maile by the fame lo the f.imc. It was 
alfu proved, that when the above Pie- 
fv,nt, and the offer of anolhtr, weie 
imd^, the N.’bub was in tl’e giv.itefl pc- 
c umary d'ftref^, and luiiUe topiy hi3 
troops, or pi ovide even the nccellaues 
of life for his brotln rs and then mothers, 
the wives of his tleccaled father. 

Mr. Wright, from the India-Houfe, 
proved that Mr. Hiflings had at vaiious 
periods, tiom the year 1 772 lo the end of 
' Ills adminiftration, rt rnmed to h r.rope, 
by bids on the Company, or till 0011- 
(igiicd to them, to the amount of two 
HUNDRtD and Tnir.TY-nvh thou- 
£|AN'U pounds flerling. 

Mr. Dallas ,trK.'.d him, W‘ v-ilu r it was 
rot a t'livilcgfc allowed t.> the Goveinur- 
Gcneial to remit, by bills on l!it Coin- 
pHiiy, money not his owr, but the pro- 
perty of otlier pci Ions? — Mr. Wright 
anfwered this queftion in the afiirari- 
tiv".— On be iug afked, T c whflm the bills 
weremaile pay Ai)’;x ? belaid, molt otthem 
were to Sir Fr.ineis Syke*'., to two other 
gci.tlemcn, or to Mr. Ilalbrigs himidf; 
and in bills of this dclcription, p lyable 
to thele three p vfoni^, or to 
2 i6,oooI. Ind l)ctn remitted by "'Mr. 

Hallings. The remaining 19,000b 

which would make the groh; Imn of 
*;j5,oo©l. had been renmud either in 
diamonds or bills not made payable to 
binifilf. 

Mr. Wright, on liting ddired I y Mr. 
AnfttMlhcr to It.iLc the net amount of 
rrvei ue paid into the Company's trea, 
ijliiy of B.ngal, in the four yeais f,i(\ 
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ceding the abolition of the Provincial 
r.oarels c*f Revenue, and the h>nr years 
^Abiquent to that eveur, re id fyeial 
<*c«A);iiirs taken by l im Irom tlie Com- 
pany'^ books, from which it appinred 
th?it tr.e ;;t/ rcvemir* oaiil lUni'^g the fc- 
conil period was ///j Jift( cn l^i^ is of 
tu;k''S, 01 near loo.oool tnau duiing^ 
tMce:;id. njv oftiw riovineid Boau*s of 
Iv V. lun^ ; .’ud t'".t \.hx roi rtlion hatft^ 
dtnii.g rl'c K cond p^rioil, co'.l the Com- 
fify Ji'-'r I n \ s. or ^i^o,oool. hi'jrc 
li.aa It i;ad eoit dmi.ig U.c pieceding 
pcr.o.L 

I'lie Counfel for the defemrlant di. fired 
that Ik would ftate the as-well as 
the prodnee f*f tlu; revt-niie diirng 
both ociMOii*^, ai'.d .dio :\lk-d, Whciher 
the frt)a» K s or p'-nlion*' a’lov^. d to the 
jMjmi'er- or Ihe lui'pri. (led I'l rivincial 
Jio.irdsv.eie nol iuclu :ed in the eiurcaf- 
ed expiree tli.il had attemUd the col* 
lection ? 

Mr. Anflnilhcr fed, he was willing 
to admit both of Ihde poiut.s nimely, 
that the^Q/^yi piodiice of ti »: riv-riue 
heel been fjreakT dwmig the h cond than 
diir.ng the iirlt period ; and prut of the 
encreared expeiiee of coiK^^tion had 
been occalioned by the faliiiL«i allowed 
to the JJeinbcrs of ihe fuppreflVd 
Boards: not only he adinhud ihtfe^ 
po nt&, but hem ide them grounds of ^ 
charge a;^a!nft Mr. Haliingh — for he 
cnargcd him with u.iMiig adopted a fyf- 
teu', which, vvdnlrt it took a v-ift deal 
more money out of the pockets ot the 
people, had diminiHied the rteeipis at 
the C\)U' p ii;y's treafury, lie ch/4r..td 
him w:th not only atf jhipctt ihe 

xi\s:\\\\{.‘ fifteen but w r n lui'.mg 

ftitiei'l A the expenee of cnd^ . ' ion liill 
)f h' luiks- The iiippr Dion of the 

Piovinciai 13 j nils, which had the 

grand caiil'e of this (h cie-ife ol leveniic 
and increife of expi TKiuir e, was, in 
charge ag unft M?. IJalliiigs i and tiu rc- 
forc his Couni'c! eoiih! no4 debnd = im» 
by fnyirig tb it i>art or the ciiereaft mutt* 
be ilei bed to fiUne? continued tb<^ 
Ivicmbeia of the I'uppu flld BoauK ; for 
if the Inpnri (bon, whteh Iht Managers 
conlended wasaeiimc, had never tnken 
place, there wou'd not have been any 
ground lor p^yi-g thole fdarics lo 
pc-rlons who were deprived of the an ans 
of earning tlu m. 

Ihe next Wit nefs produced was Mr. 
Shore, who had been near twenlny ycjifs 
in India-t and was a Member both of 
one of the Frorjincinl CuunciUy and of 
the Rtvenpe Committee, and wHo 

gave 
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A very fall, clear and ditlindr cvi- 

Mr. Bnike iirfl examined him as ♦■.o 
a proper that li.: iia I Mr. Mac- 

.pi>t'rron in i7!>i, in which he fliltfl h’s 
ohj tu the pi ui formed for Mr. 

Hartinjijs in th.it year. 

Upon his Cl olV-txamimt'on, Mr. 
Shoff* fiid, that he had often changed 
'* his op'nioii iip.m r( venue rnatlers, and 
hui recorded as inucii wh* n lajt in In- 
dia; t liat he was convinced the Nritivcs 
of EcMi',al were happi. r, and their pio- 
perty better proticied iT>der liie En- 
gliih Government, than under any of 
their former N.ibohs : 'Ehat his objec- 
tion to a Dewan to the Committee of 
Revenu", was to a Dewan gerera'^y, 
not p 'rii-.uUilv p.ointcd 

Sin o( u honi he thought a:, (a- 
voiii.d'l , s ot Ollier j but that 

he tl'.onpl t no Native \va8 di for fneh 
an f rdee ; That lie had condeiniud 
the <.t Piovincial Ci»iincds, 

as fnndiiTiMitaily wrong, nnd inap- 
plicible to any good purpofe : i'hat t.e 
had dated, that the hone ohjccl:ions 
wh’ch lay agaiidt the C'tnnnntue of 
Revenue, lay alio auMiiifl the Rioviuci.d 
Counci’b, ihJr incapai'ty to extreife 
a local centrou] j I'hat he had a very 
ba<i ('piniofi of K^Tn/c/uun/u .'/Kir uho 
h ’d lucetedcd (Juk'^u (jo*l 0/1/ Sfnjr (j-n 
tlisf rt eonimi- c ’atiMi uf Ei ancif.) : 
Thai ..r vent 1 ut m returiud to 

Rn, 1 . nd Ml the iamt ii.ip w.th Air. 
II,'lting'« Ml 17^5, aud ;uiived in C.d- 
cutta a iM' rurcrof Supreme Conn- 
c'd i*« thn the cliriic. s ag*ii. ft 

! hillings \v( rc vci V publicly knev*. 11 
iw 1,1 ; inat :io cot plaint': had bcin 
I'- 'de a' .1 nil Ajr. 11 iltiugs viiilc h:; 
wis ill iiingil ; ai d that the Nil vc-j 
thtui^ht vciy f.ivoi'rabiy of thcchaj-iC- 
ttr of Mr. Uiillmgs. 

There utic many other one II ionf put 
fo Avir, Sh.ore, which he anlwtied with 
the uln’oiu cleainefsi I lit thilc Uic 
airongft the rnoit uiatc ial od.-«. 

Alii Buike t'len .Iked 1 im a few 
ftuther qncliions — Ey the anf^ve^^ u 
appealed., that lie I'etih d die Rivirnes 
of two Provinces himlclt, Dacc.i and 
Patna — 1 hat he to; k vi’th bin: hiis 

executive rat \e olTicer, Prti*ivn Kj'cny 
the Ion of Gii/i^^a Covh/U S//:g : "lint 
Mr. ll’dliiigs did I ot rcciMUMtCiid it 
him to take tin’s pt iTon, hut that Mr. 
' Snorj* himfcif kb tied him, acqii noted 
IMt, Ilaft ngs hf- h.id lo ili ne. wi o ..p- 
proved of itj' — that there was this ma- 
tt lial d fitrv.1 cc Utwcin tlu fylt^mi as 
now efl.lb:inud, and tiiat W'hich b.e 
rt>iictd in the rerra'ks ho gave to Mr. 
Mdc^ihtifon in 1781 — ar^ 


now appolrdcd to all the and 

the Board of Revcui.j in CulcuUa U a 
Comnmtee of ControiiU 

lu anfwer to fut Ihei qutflions frotn 
Mr. Ddla-', Mr. Shore llaVcd, that the 
fyllerr. of 1781 w.is not tMlciiiated to 
throw tiie whole pr.vvcv in^o the hand* 
of Mr. Killings; n. r w'ls it calculated 
to keep the AIember'< of tiiC Supreme 
Council in ignorance of'the Rate of the 
Rtvenuc^: — Uwo i f the allegations in 
the ArticUb). A’m • S; ore alfo Rated, 
that when Air. H iltings appointed him a. 
Member of the Committee of Revenue 
in 1701, he W.18 not ui habi^^s of inti- 
rr.ui y with him, no'* in any degree con- 
iie^.\.d with him. In ..nfwcr to quef- 
tions put by Mr- Riirke, it appeared 
tlvat Mr* Shoie h.iii lincc hren intimate 
with Mr. 11 . ft mgs; aiv that he gave, but 
whe.lier to Air. J! it.n^TS or I'ome other 
peilonsdui iibt ."j'Hai, Ib-ne remarks 
iqjoathe Rwemi'- Cli u ges ; \ veiy Ima'.l 
pot of Whit h, he believed, .-ppeared in. 
Ml li ift. ug.sk Aiiiwer to ihatCharge- 

In reply to fonie very p-riiiitiit qnct- 
tions fioni L'-^d STu uiont, Mr. Shore 
ii ted, that l e li.id n > obic<5lio!i per- 
foiicdly to G if but gc- 
I trally to any iNalsvt biv.t.g the power 
which a Dev.'.'.n bad, as he thought 
every A'ativ.-: would life il, as Gu/j^ 
G'6v/^j^/6’///P,hc believed, did, foilhisown 
ai’vant.ig^ , — that his zeal Oidaitemiou 
\Vi le not lo gicat as he witiitd. 

The .iccm.’cv, proriptiliule, and 
fill lu is vvilh wh eh this C;,. iiilcmaa 
anfwcrid i very iiilt nopal , impref- 
biig the v\|iole Ci iii'S and opcrrtiiiglo 
lute fo the pi’r;'-k of t!ie AJaiiagcrs, 
the following epu It^in was .dked by 
Way of i c -tx imit) iTion. 

1 1 the Wi!n;.l,s in intimate niend- 
fl;.'P *ir.d coDiJcxif'.M with Mr. ? 

If was iiiflantly anivvered, ** 1 ccr- 
t. i'dv »:i/:ilid\.r in\l'tli on f.imdiar tcrilcit 
w.Mi il rr..’* 

Tiie Cijunffl, un villing to fufTcrany 
inoir^dion to he made by this Ilrai ge 
ini:'Ui.aion, put t>^e followhig ouefttou : 

VVatc .Ml'. I'ajiirnis the coirnpt and 
ciutl oi.iii detei ibed in lb« fe Ch.irgrs, 
would you couliiiue on fucli teinns willi 
him ?'• 

1 he Witnefs anfwevcd emphatically* 
“ I Hiould hope no*.*' 

IJe w.-s next ifk'''!, Whether he had 
help' d to firaw up the defence of Mu 
H.dlmgs ? — He laid, lie had fnr- 
nill.c'i him w'iih Merncranduins rela- 
tive to the Revenue Charge ; but that 
very httle ot wb it he bad furnillied 
haa been ufeJ, or was to Lc found ia 
the Defence. 

Mi't Eox here informed their Lord* 

, IKinfc. 



/hips, that the Minagers had clofed 
their evidence uyfon this charge, and 
that he vvcniKI do himTelf the h'^noiir, 

the nex’’ day their I-»(>rdili'ps (liould lit, 

of fiimrtiing up the evidence that had 
been giv*-‘n upon it. 

Here Mr. Law ftid, that there was a 
foreign G<ntle.T^'<n (Co*. PotTFR) who 
hid been^ttenvling iht fetwo ^tais, un- 
der their Lorddupa' order, to give evi- 
driicc on this tri.tl ; that '"is evidence 
was vciy material td Tvlr. ILiHings ; and 
that, on the one hand, this Gentleman 
might not be obliged to continue 
for an indefinite term this attendance ; 
and on the other, that Mr. H^^lings 
Tni:;ht not lofe the benefit of his evi- 
deriLC, he would be much obliged to 
the Hon. M »nagcrs, if they would fiif- 
fer him in this llage of the bufinefs to 
examine this Grntiem^n to fome points 
relative to the Benares Aificle, and 
to the Article of Mifdemeanors in 
Glide. 

Mr. Fox replied, that at the oiitfet 
of the Impeachment, a propofition was 
made by the Managers, namely, that 
each aiticle fiiotild be confidcred as a 
feparate tri^l, that evidence for and 
apaind the defendant fliould he given 
upon it, and that the judgment of the 
Houfe fliould be taken, before another 
Article was opened. This propofition 
the Coiinl'el for Mr. H-iflings had 
thought proper to refill : \i» therefore 
they at prefent felt an inconvenience 
from a mode of proceeding that bad 
been laid down by themfclves, they, 
and not the Man.igers, were to blame. 
At tlie fame lime he believed no in- 
convenience did cxift, and he ivouUl 
be ready to connir in any proper me.i- 
fure for removing it- 

H><v‘'ng f.iid till*-, Mr. Fox btpgcd 
le^ve for the MaiHgrrs to vvillidravv to 
confiilt awhile on this point. They 
accordingly withdrew, and in a few mi- 
nutes reuiinc«l into Couit. 

Mr. Fox then informed their Lord- 
iliipSfthat the Managers would not <»b- 
y(X to the ex I ruination of the Gentle- 
inm in qiielbon, it being nnderfluod 
that he Ihould for the prcfeiit be ex- 
fi mined ro thofe Articles only which 
the M-inagcrs had opined. 

ft w'as after this piivitely agreed 
between the Counfel and the M inagers, 
that Col. Pof.iHR, who was a Colonel 
in the Coinj arn^^’ Icrvtce, fliouid be 
.^called after Mr. Fox flioiiid hwe 
fumyred up the evidtiice on the pre- 
fect Cha'g' . 

'fhe Court adjourned at half pad five 


Sixty -Seventh Day- 

• Mond-sy, June 7. 

THE Hall v/as as much cronded this 
Day as it had been through the whole of* 
this impomnr tnaj. Public cm iofity was 
vvound up to a higher pitch ilun on any’ 
former day, and every pan of the Hall was 
croitded to overflowing. 

Two witnefies wcie examined, and thc^ 
wliole of the evidence concluded on i)»e 
Charge, which has occupied the attention 
ot the High Court for thefe two Sef- 
fions. 

Mr. Fox then rofe to fnin up the. evi- 
dence. Hcaddr.fled the High Court in a 
I hort preface, in which he Italed th.e talk 
which had fallen to him that day. It 
was an arduous and a ditficult talk. It he 
v\»ere to compare himfclf with oratois of 
former times, he would jniily be cliaigtd 
with arrogance and vanity. Some of ihele 
oratois, in addidling the tribunals liefoie 
which they had to plead, had laid, that if 
their Judges would manifeft th.irjuflice 
and integiity, they trulted t® their own 
powers for fecuring their attention. Ci- 
cero had, in this confidence of his ability, 
called only for thejultiCv; and iiitvgii'iy of 
the Judges.—** I brfneak not (faid he) 
your indulgence. ’*—17/ vie altente atuif 
atisi id ipfi effitiam** Unlike the Ko- 
man Orator, he folicitvd the indulgence of 
the noble Lords, fenfihlc that if he coiild 
only gain their attention, he might confi- 
dently trull his caufe to their jultice and 
integiity. — It was his peculiar djf.idvan- 
tage to follow otltei s, wiio had to devdope 
the high ciiiiiinal a^Vs of Mr. Haftings, 
a£ls which wne of theinli Ives fiithcitiu to 
excite the indignation of the Court, and 
wliirh gave fcope to the loflielt eloquence. 
They had ihegia-id and conlpt:uous ef- 
ftds of Mr. Haliings's lyflem to difpl.iv. 
He had to nace the inirii atc fptings and 
caufesj and it was in this, as in many of 
the operations of nature, where great tf- 
fiiK, which diew the attention of every 
e}e, were frequently derived from caufes 
coiTij.aiativcly fmall, remote, and oppo-> 
file. He had to trace the fmall fcciet 
fpiings of the voluminous mifchicts of Mr. 
Jl.illings's goV'.rnnnent ; not to agitate their 
I.ordrtiips by j.iihires of Kings dethroned, 
and piovinccs laidwaflcj but to demon* 
ftiaic the fpirit of jxfcnUtion, bribery, and 
ronuptioii with whicb the prtfoner was 
actuated, and which kd him to the coni- 
nnlhon of all his bolder crimes. ^ • 

'I'l.t Charge on which their Lordlhips 
had b;en eyigaged for the tvvo latt Seflioits 
in heuiiiig evidence, comprehended the 
whole of ihe 6ih, pan of ihc 7 th, and all 

lU« 
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tlie 14th Charge, asonginallj'prefented to 
. their Louifliips. In lumming up the evi- 
dence wiiich had b^en given, he would 
confine h.mfclt to what immediately 

^nd dlrf6lly applie<l to the prifoneras laid 
in the Chatgea j ainl he fnould be careful 
to introduce nothing that was not fully and 
clearly rubilantiated by pi oof. The lub- 
naliifaliy divided iiftlf into two paits j 
^ and, for rlie fake of peifpicnlty, he fiiould 
piiifue it in the manner in which it had been 
hi ought before their Lcrdfltips. The na- 
tural dlvifion was, firll, the Prefents re- 
ceived by Mr. Haftings betoie the of 
the i3ih of his pivfeni Maidty ; and, fe- 
condly, the Preftnis wliich he had received 
fuhltquently to the pafling of that law. 
The firlt comprehended the evnlence they 
had heard in the coiiife of the hilt Sciiion. 
Tlielecond, together witli the conupl a<i- 
ininiltration of the Revenues, was con- 
tained in the evidence adduced inthccourfe 
of tins Scfiion. 

f'oliv'wing this conrfe, Mr. Fox fiiid, 
the i'iilt cvi.fence that had been l)iought, 
w'is fiom the letters and c\amp!e of Lord 
Clivt, who gave a cleir ami dilVi:n^» cc- 
n>vy\ of the coni' pi;oii‘^ ilien ])i n^'tiLd in 
Iiid'j, ai,d particularly of the ciilloin wiih 
legird to Prefents. ’ I.oid Cl ve took 
an oath fo'einnly binding himli'it not to 
lake any Pnfents whaicvtr. — Mr. Vercill 
and Mr. Corner d d die fame thing, and 
that in (bi, 5 f ami literal compliance widi the 
inliiudioiH of the Court ol Dnedors. — 
It did not .'ppf?.! by the Miniuts, whether 
Mr. Iliilii.gs had taken thn: oath or r.ot, 
and it was a fa^ upon wliicli ihficforc he 
did not mean togiouiid any argumrni. — 
'I'he pi ilbncrwouUl nlfuine the part which 
favoiiied his criiife the inolL Either he did 
01 he did not take ihv o.nli t*f ins piedcccf- 
fois. — It he did not tak- ;heoai'h, it was a 
pici'innptnni againll him, lor he well knew 
ihnt it was tlie ii’inn^lion of the 

Diiccb.i s that he lliLiild nke Inch oath. 
If he did take the oa'.h, the ciiminality 
loved dgainft him was tiic greuten, as he 
ad violated that oath, and had a£lually 
, accepted of piefents. Let him, ho'Arevei, 
plead' whichever of the two things he 
pleaied, the puilt of accepting P.tfci'its an- 
terior to the a£cnf 1773 nianiftll; for 
he was well acquainted with the cider of 
the Court of DiK6>ors, and the guilt v^as 
greater, hecruife at that time a scncial le- 
term was introduced into all the Ellahlifh- 
ments of Ir.di i, and he w'as tniiuibd to 
•Tefoiiji theabiiles, of vMiich thiswa» llaied 
to be one. 

This piMnilcd, Mr. F ?:: faid it was his 
duty Co ihew from ihe evidence, tiiat Mi . 


Haftings had received Prefents, in diicft 
violation of his ordt^s and his duty. 
There were two ways in which fails might 
be proved. — E^ii If, Ey the confeflion of cnc 
parly, or the tellimon y of light.— Secondly, 
By circumflantial evid' uce or tacit acqni- 
efccncc of the party. — The latter might be 
fo fhong as to command belief from the 
llubbom If. arer ; and heihoughthe might 
venture to fay, that fuch was the natuie of 
the evidence on the charges brought againll 
Mr Hallings. There were two all. ga- 
tions in the fixlli Charge. — Firft, Of a 
lack and a half of rupees corruptly received 
frt'm the MunnyBegum. — And, Secondly, 
of the c.)niipt appointment of Aluniiy 
Begom to the fuperintendance and guar- 
diu'ifliip of the infant Nabob of Bengal, 
The proof of thele two fa-Sts contained as 
llior.g a chain of circumflantial evidence 
as ever was adduced. 

In the Cor.fulraiion of the 1 1 ih of March 
1775, Mr. Francio, then a Member of the 
Siipi .‘me Council, ptefenttd a letter from 
Niindiicomar, exprebly charging Mi. 
Hallings vvitli the corrupt receipt of this 
lack ami a half, and offering to prove ir. 
Wiiar wiip the condiicl ol'Mr. H tilings on 
this dirctl charge I He did not take the 
courfc of a man c onfeious of innocence, and 
anxious for acquittal. He did not deny 
It, luilcad oi' meeting his acciillr op-nly 
and boliily, he contenti.d liimltlf wiili mak- 
ing a Minute, in vvliidi lie fiid, that Mr. 
Fiaucis I'.ad bi ought forwaid a ch.nrge 
which I’.e d'd not know to be well founded 
an I hawl conlequenily run the hazaid of 
bunging a libel on a Member of the Board, 
Mr. Fox reafoMcd on tins with great acute- 
nds, lie laid, it as not the condiiC'l of an 
innoci-ni man. If lie knew himlelf to be 
gu’iiltfs, iie would not have ltnpj)ed with 
the q'l.ihikd iinpijiation on Mr. F« ancis of 
the I'.ajnrd ofbiinginga libel j he would 
have known, anti iJid, that it was a libel 
hypothe'ically 5 he would have called for 
cnquii y, and would have h cii confronted 
will! his atculor, Initead of this, when 
it was pu'pofed that Mr. Goring, a gen- 
tleman whole name (lands as high as that 
of any pci foil' who ever came from India, 
flioiiid he dt'puteii to enquire into the tuilli 
of this charge, he o’\ie6led to the appoint- 
ment ; not fiorn any thing which he bad 
to alledge aguinll Mr. Gormg, bn: on a 
grotind unheard of, and unatcoiintabic, 
— hecaule it was u?if2Cc/'ffhry. VViiai ! 
when 'a du'^cl cluiiac ol corruption was 
brought ag.’inft him — wlien lii.s accufer, 
who wasionncily his initiiiinen.', Ifoo^b 
boldly loiwaid, andoftcitdto iubllantiate 
the cliaige, could he i-efufc to dtpuic 4 
Gciukman 
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Crentlcman to fnq»»ire into the matter, be- 
eavfe it unufMclJUty P It was a new 
wte of llie itiiii uftfi' t'tjfdry \ an<l lie h-tt it 
to n>e ftclij.gs ot cvri V noble LorJ pre/ent^ 
whethe’-, lo .iiiackt^!, — fo confioiUcd, — 
they would o'liiltk'r it as confident cither 
with ih< if dut \ or their lionoiir, lo fay, th it 
atr eiuj’-firy wouid be niiiitccfiaiy. 
Goiinf^, was, however, attempted,-— and 
then Mr. Haitinks (Uhud ih.'t a fet of ijnef- 
lions Ihould he tdv:ii to linn ‘.o alk the 
gum. Puhaps a uoje extraordiiiai y 
mode of d' ftr.ee war r.(,v( r taken up. lie 
did not dclire Idm to a(k whciljer the money 
was paid to hint or n.ot — but to afk liim 
why It was given— f 01 wlnit |niipof'c — and 
why this pailicul.ir liini had been tcleitc<! 
cut of ail the films that had been icceived. 
Here wa<; a complete admdfion on the pan 
of M>. Hartings of she icceipt of the ino, 
jiLv. H- did not attempt to <leny ir. lie 
wasc. s?ti oulv ro jiiliily his acceptance of 
it. Mr. I*ox rnliciled tlie whole of Mr. 
Halnngs's c. r.dii6l on thispait, with his 
uiinl acute reaicnirg, and faid, tliat it 
was as clear tlut he had acknowledged the 
ctiiitoflhc money, though tacitly, as if 
it had been pioved by witiicffes who weie 
piefent. Jn the contentions widi the 
Council, whom Mr. Haftings called his 
cnetricF, he never dr nied tlie acceptance of 
this bn be. lie clrclaied, in the pieamble 
foa Minnie, tlj.ii lie would reply to a jMi- 
nitie of Gcnoinl Clavering, aiticle by ai- 
ficle. 'I'hc n.an».ci in wlncli he ciul reply 
w.-a.s ti 111 V curious. It was li*erally ns fol- 
lows : This at tide dcfcives no uply — 
That article requires no jvf ly — 7’iii.s ar- 
t'cle merits no jepJy — And loon, to Icvcn 
or eight of the princlp- 1 amcles in the IVIi- 
Furc, did hei'citcr.itear.d change theplir.iics 
of delcrve, lequire, ami inciit no reply, 
life afked of their Lordlliips, whether they 
thought this was the cor.duCl of an ii'noceut 
man ? ile,''pfili:)ps, th^nghl lu- could defy 
thc hidiceof his countiv — md ,^ pc cinnta 
dixifptt — pci haps lb he might j but, loiiu- 
pauiy, he had Ipoktn and teltimonies 
of his guilt havf been fuccel'sfuliy drawn 
from his own erideavours of exlenuation. 
From the charge of the murder ot Nuiulu- 
comar he had ihonght lit to purge himfcjf 
by^lh. His leiy doing io was an ai- 
hds Hudt in the Charges now 
brought agahdt him — “Yon may accufe 
me (lays he) of peculation — tliat dcierves no 
l■ep|y.....Of bribery— that icquiies rionc — 
Of corruption— iliat nitriis none — But 
wheti you charge me with minder — that i«* 
m crime, and I will piove that I am not 
'guilty, for 1 will take an oath that 1 am in- 
Novr^fsiid Mi * Fox)^ though 


lam certainly ready toacknowledge that the 

minder of Nunducomar was ciime inh- 
nilely more atrocious than theciimes of pe- 
culation and bribery (and 1 fpeakofihe 
murdei of that man without reference to th© 
opinion of ochei s),yetfurtly histplal filer.ce 
under the acciilht'on of the coiiupt accep- 
tance of this bribe, when he was thus eager 
to acquit himfelf from other charges, is a 
ftrong prcfnmption ot his guilt in that par-*' 
ti'jiilar. As if all ihefe wire not luflicieiit 
(coniiniu\i Mr. Fox), we find, in ih.: letr^r 
whicli he wioie to tlie Court of Dii colors 
fiom CliflieidvAin, not oncfyllahlc in denial 
of the iack and a half con nptly laid to bei e- 
ceivcii f'om theBcgimu In that letter we 
have various denials — we have apologies 
hc'iptd togclhei — inn he carefully avoids 
ail denial of money ivctivcd from the Be- 
gum.** 

Mr. Fox tJicn came to his corrupt ap- 
pointment of the Bev;um to the cilice of 
gu.irtli.m to the intant Nabob, in cxjucls 
coiitiadiiSlion to th'e onlers of tlie (‘omt of 
Duedlors, andwlsichcleaily and manifcdly 
was the itturii which he had to make for 
the biibe receiveil. lie dtlaiied the uiders 
of th.e Com I of Dire^lois — the I’cheinc of 
icduiliOii recommended by tlivin — the 
per Ions which they dcTciibcd as pioper to 
be j ut into that Unit — and, in dirccl dd'o- 
bcdieiicc of ad iliis, he put this wom ui, 
logeiher w'itli two others, ir.lti iimenis of 
his, into the adminirtialion of the houCe- 
hold of the Nabob. Wtre he, he laid, to 
Itop here, he might fairly f.iy tlutt he had 
not only pioved the toi nipt acccpt.nice of 
the bribe, but the abiiie v\)iicli he bad com- 
mut«.d in confeqiience of it. 'J hen e were 
circundlanccs of aggiavalion, however, 
ftui belijiit!. The Com t of Oircdlois had 
diit6tly oi dered, that the I’uin fet apai t for 
the dilbuilemeiUs of the Nabob fiiould be 
Induced lioni 31 lacks a year, to i6 lacks. 
This jtduftion was ordered in 1771. In 
a letter wjiiien to the Court of Directors 
in the year 1775, iu lakes credit to him felf 
lor the j)n>inpiivude and alaciity with 
which, in this inltance, he obeyed ihe or- 
ders ot the Couit of Hiie^ors. “ 1 migliC 
(favshc) have advanced plaufible picas for 
pioiiH^hng the rcdutlion ot the ett'ilililh. 
nient till He exulted on the cheti- 

lulnefs wiili wh ch he did his duly j and 
made it a boaft, that if he had delayed the 
itduflion, coiiriderable iiims of money, 
by way ot Bieknt, wouhl h.ive been in his 
offer. What would tUur Loid (hips fay, 
when they coiqdcd this leitei with wl^.t he 
attua'dy did do — prctrafl the leduclion uil 
the year 1773 ? If he could, aeceidiugio 
bis own actojiit, have leccived bribes b,r 
Fdtponiiig 



E 65 J 


Y^oftprtnin^ it onfy till 177a, wrhat niuft 
lie nor have received for poitponina: it till 
1773 ? How lie could come to write this 
IttK'r ill the year 1775, can only be *ac- 
coimred for by that fatality in which his 
crimes had involved him — when memory 
was not able to keep pace with the enor- 
mities which he had to extenuate. But 
two months after lie l ad written this letter, 

v^lius fpeakinr: of his prompt obedience 
^fby wliattvil O.nius diivtKd he pretended 

* nor to divine), he ftaled an account of the 
Nabob’s dilbiiMeinenfs for 27 months 
down to the end of 1772, at the rate of 31 
lacks a-ycar $ fo that what he difclaur.cd 
doing vvasa 61 ualiy done 5 or an irnpofiiion 
was prai'iifed on the Conijiany, and 15 
J'*cka, or 150,0001. w'ls funk upon them, 
and pul into the pocket of Mr. Ilaftings, 
urof the Muniiy Be^uni. 

Mr. Fox detailed all the expedients that 
were after vvaids nfed to do away the effect 
of this veiy untoward contrr.d;6lion, every 
one of whidi had recuired on himftlf, and 
involved him in Incicale of lhame. It 
was oidered, that llicic fliould be an ac- 
count kept of the dilburl’emcnls of the 
Nabob, and ihls account was called lor. 
Ml. llarclnp,^ apolcigi7ed, by faying that 
he h id emitted lo uiiler it. And thus, 
by not com})lying widi the inltriidions 
that were given, he obtaincvl a fort of co- 
ver for iJ'.e frauds he hud piadiie^nn that 
eltablilhmcni. He laid in one of his let- 
lera, iIku 15C0 pet Ions were cut olT from 
peniions v/hitli they had from the Nabob. 
This v\as done to biing the cxpences 
within the ellabliihment, and this was 
done loo a twelvciTicnth before the reduc- 
tion of fabry took place. But <lid it .ap- 
pear that the efficacy of this laorm Vviis 
felt ? Thefe penfioiis were cur off to 
enable the Begum to give to Mr. Ha.dings 

• the biibes on which they had agreed. 
Ever after, he ffiewed the moll m.arked 
attention to the Begum, and I’upported her 
againft the dirt-a oVders of the Company. 
In 1783, he writes a letter in lur favour j 
— lays, that flic is perlccuied on account 

'<*of her liippcied giatiiude to him and 
then, he docs not deny the fums that he 
received from her. He re-appoinud her 
after flie was difpbced by the Board, 
and though, accoiding to Lis own ac- 
count, flie polTtlTed none of the qualities 
of mind lequiied by the Court of Direc- 
tors in the fit pci foil to be appointed to 
the office which flie filled. Mr. Fox fliew- 
^d too, from Mr. Haltings’s own confef- 
fion,that he clearly underflood the orders 
of the Court cif Diie 61 ois in ihe iamc way 
in which he [Mr. Fox] undwitood them j 
Part 111 . 


and yet, with this prrft* 5 ^ knowledge of Ms 
diuy, hid perUfl^d in fbppoi ijng this 
Muiiny Bc^iini, wl.om he dcJciibeiri’s a 
])oor, weak, and idly womar, in the friur- 
civnilliip of the N h, in the room of th^ 
Bo‘v Be<rnni his ria’iual mother. 

Mr. Fox 1-iid, h.c had confined Iiimfclf 
in tin’s part of the fubje^f flri,rtly to tho 
hick aiid a half j derennined a? lie w.is 
not to aggravate the ^niiltufihe defeiuiant, 
rcr even to l)i:n i^ louvaid any of the 
cr.iiiges ihit iverc nrt in Ijis mind clearly 
and incont.'d.'ibly proved. It ^ays in this 
inflincc cleaily piovcd, by the tacit ac- 
cpiielceiiLC of Mr. M.ir.iiigs, and by a Jong 
unbroken chain of cij cumflanlial evi- 
dence, iliuthe had coii uptly leceivcd from 
the Mmmy Begum a lick and a half, or 
15,000!. ; rnJ ih.at i.i conl'.qucrcc of this 
biibc ho had dilb’ieyc 1 the oi.iers of the 
Court cl Di’cc'lon in appointing her to 
an office foi v\h;cjj ;!;e wjs not qualiHed 
and in lupportmt; licr in aImJco, re-api 
pointing her whc-i removed, and deiav- 
ing the red»’aion of the eftablifiiment 
when expiLlbly oivlcred by his employers. 

He came next to fp.-a.k of the Prtlems 
received by Mr. fiiblequcnt to 

the At\ of 1773, ^^hicil exprelly piohlbited 
the Company's feivants from lecelvirg 
Preicnts from the nadves on any prettnee 
whatever. The meauing of this Jaw was 
clear J and althougli the maxim i^rnoran^ 
tin Ifjris utminem excvf:U was ckai, y.t, 
feeling that the llnil application of it in 
all cafes might be hailh, he uas happy to 
find that it havl been alw.iys conllrueJ, 
both by the Diicciois and ihcsi len aiiis, 
as he thought ii ou-ht to hr confliued. 
It had indeed been fl.'tvd, tluit, accordin'^ 
to the inannu'S of India, an mrenor never 
appioached a I’liptiior without a Pjcfent; 
and tlierefore it might reafonably be 
doubted, how f.ir it was coiiliftcnt with 
fuiiiid policy to ad'.ierc in all calcs to the 
Iheial meaning of the Ad. On that point 
foituiiatfcly there was a dccifion. When 
Geneial Cbveiing, Colonel Moiili n, arj 
Mr. Francis, arrived in India, iren to 
whole great abiliiics and inflexible ir^'e- 
griiy India was pci haps indebted for what- 
ever ot good goveii.menr it now enio)td, 
tlie qm-ltvn was apiiaied in the Council. 
They wlic uccuh l!y again/!: atceptirg 
Pre/ents on any pretence. Mi. Bne.tll 
thonghi h:ch a:\vcreoffaa1 1,1 confor- 
raiiy to the cuflrm of the comuiy too in- 
coniiderjbi/ to be refuted at the hazard of 
off»^nding or alarming thofe by whom they 
were ofiered. Mi . Haitings took h tnidJlc 
couife, and /hid, they might be ivccivrd, 
provided they were ajjplkd to the u/'e of 
K. the 
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ttic Prefents chargfc^ in t^c Sixth Ar- fcnts was confident in this, Htaihe never 
tichi bd^aufe it w.^s Iranlhi^Ion which, coir inur.icaifd them to his colleagues iix 
ihongh not exaflly of a fimibr natiiic, Indij, and afterwards boafted of inform^ 
tended to throw lighten the luhj cl of ing IhePireflors. In his letter from Chel- 
tTiofe Piefents. In Fehuary i;Si a tenham, he faid, that he could not com- • 
prrfent of ten lacks of lopecs Iwl been niunicate them to hb colltagues in Cciin- 
ofFercil to Mr. liattm^s by the Vizier, cil, for fear of incurring the imputation 
through the agency of M:. Muldleior, of 'courting- favour by*^ an oltcntatioii 
The proof of this offei was found in M». which he diftlaiv-cd. VVhy did not the 
Haltings's inihufiions to M:'jo! IvniKi, fame reafon 0)»a'aie with regard to this, 
which did not appuir on the Minutes of which he did not communicate to his 
the Supreme Ci:uncil till Oaohir 17S3. colleagues, and never to tlv Diredors at 
^Thc pioduflion of thoie ir.jLii’^bons at ail, far as appeartil ? His conduil re- 
tljeCoAincil Board was the Hi ft intimation fpc6lii>g the other Prefent*! wiu — Hilt to 

f iven to hb ccllcagucs i>f fuch an rfier take the money, then lo apply, or pretend 
aving been made 1 an<l, among other rc-i- to ppply it ro the nle ol' the Company, 
fons for tjrcliriiMg the PrciVnt, he bid, his taking bonds for it to himfelf, and finally 
acceptance of it at that paiiicuiar perod to conceal, confound, and peipla the 
might appear to proceed Irom an inteu'ihtl names, fiims, and dues, as tin; means 
motive} but, left the Vizier ihould coO' molt likely to eludj cuquiiy and da- 
fidc.r the refufal as a inaik of dii'pkvib.ie, inveitigation. on the cun- 

ndtled, that he would ai^cept tl’.e Prifer.t iia:y, hia la’ngu.igc wa^'— “ Give not the 
lor the ule of the Company svlt.i as Much money to me, give it to I'v.! Company 
ihankfulnefs as it givuv to himftU. 'I he a bc-iier courfe, to befiuv, had it been fol. 
Manac;er.s meant to contend, ih't ine iov/;d lu eveiy oilier inftjnce. So nine ii 
ciffer having been fo long mr«ck.' bi-loic it to Hiew the bad example and the iu- 
was publ'.cly relufitl, k-lt a bad coafifter.cy of his conducf in this traul- 

!ion on the minds of ^'liddletoa ;md u b.r aciicn. 

fervttnts of the Coiv.p.iny> vvl.o know tl.at About Auguft 1782 hr appeared to be 
it had been made } ar.d the myde ot ic- rnueh difplcafcd with Melt. Middlelot^ 
Reeling it, a bad i^'j/.rftion on tiic *yu5-d ot and Jahuloi', an 1 oribred them both un- 
ihc Vizier. The d-’l.iy of tne 1^* i!i«i let d»r a ipiatd 10 Ciirutia. Johnfon he 
ttfi Comp.tny*8 Icavir.ts no (\:i '-yiv or brought to trinl oti ctnain fpccific charges, 
<Gnfidering tl*c ir..e’hou ot a PiiK.it i ot of which, advlilhg the Vizier not lotranf- 
as a point ot cbfdien«.f to an iCi* fci* to tliv Ciu.ipiny the ten lacks offered 

liament and tne cr'’'.:s of iiio IXiK’vtor*' } to I'.ir, l-iallloofs,. v,ii',s tme. Iv'itTjioiin- 
for, among ail ids reaious lor tieciln- fon admiitvd the fact, and juftifird it by 
ing it, that was never riK-ntioned, but .is laying, that the aiTets in bis hands being 
a matter of policy and ciioice. And tl e inte id d to pav the old klebt due by the 
mode of rrfufing, without 1 eftrence to tre V.zicr to 1,- Comp my, he would not al- 
law, proviitcco u fim.lar ch>cl on the nuod low any new cKinrs lo be bioir’-ht againft 
of the Vi/.ei, to vi hom it would have b-rtn ihe.u, hnowjng iliey wer-^ airthe Vizier 
Very uffciiii^ and impo..:i,ii ii-MUPiataui, cu.iU! conminnd. *vlr, llaltings alT-'i-tcd, 
that the Company 's fejv'jits weic tx- in lepiy, tMUi the tcj hicks was no new 
jyebly leftricU-d J.om accepimg any PTe- cIj njj'and that lie believed aftets to pro- 
lent whaima At ihrMi.Ui ofihc ii\.oyof vide ior it In.l paffed through Mr. Mid- 
Chunar, Vv’hcn the V zierS afl'.iis> were dietju's hands loMr. Jolinlon } as, Isow- 
greaily (.((.Teffl-d, bj tlul aucopi a Piefent ever, ibc old debt was not ail ptovided 
often jacKs, \’/uy i\j\*.'t a iicond on for, he was not foiiytiiii ilic un lacks 
the plea of o:li..n.ie.'.£itr,ii's ? V/ac it «i had not liven aild.d to it. "I'bus it ap-'*^ 
proof of ddiuteredcbiefs, to lake oi.e Pre-, peareJ tha: a Pieicm, theiegaliiy of which 
^ent, vwnen iliV ijiion from x.-aom ir v-as was at ali nines inoie tluii doubtful, bad 
ttken was in wmt ui uvu cv, in nccdiiiy h»xn a^cepied .it a lime wlicn it inu’^hthave- 
urgent, as to bo et n •> for a dJlncc of dittreflu! tke Viz-er, and could no 1 benefit 
t^pnoft imjuiiifiablf expeultMs 5 end lo the Compjmy. This trisl Mr. Haftings 
refuse anotlur, when mat ncctfliiy no concluded in a in inner in which he could 
longer ex.fted? 1 .ic 'apj.KiKmtion ex- not but wiih Ins own niii-lit conclude, 
pj-dTed, ibai the V.iiler mijiht confufer lli.-; After biinging iMr. Jolmlon to 6a|cutU 
re#ul:d as a ma'.k.f d:.pkrd,nc, was a under a guin-d v^ith fixed bayonets, 
fliO'igjprtiUmpt!:-.;! that Air. Iluftingswas exhibiting a clurge ag:.inft him as above, 
I'lthe habit Oi *iuii.ing Piefents from him. he flops iliort in the very beginning of tlto 
Hi. condua Jcrpectmg ali the othci Pie- enquiry, atid acquits him j aliliough, at the 

fame 
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fame tune, he proFeffls to he morally ccr- giving notice of die firft. When ke fell 
tiiu that Mr. Juhn;cn had nlTei:- ij) hij himfcirin focominuflicative'a Aateof mitid^ 
hands to the ainounl of the ten laeks ; that he profcricd to give an account not 
although he iifterwanli infi'.ts on the fame only of that Prefeni, but of every other 
•thing ui his iCMuarks on Mi-. Midcileion’s' prelenr he h?d received, one would have 
defence i and no account of the money, ii:oiig!»t ih:it lie might have aifo meinioucd 
whether rx'cived cr mt, was tvo* pio- the iiilling circiindiaucc of a new Prefent 
duetd hy Mr. Johnfou or any oduT per- b.ing oHxreJ. He felt no lhamc, as he 
Mon, Xhi'^, although adduced only as a h^-d bcSoie llated, i:i not being able tode- 
niedium of proof, might have hcee cha*g- vclope the motives of a mind itudiouilv in- 
ed as a high mifdcmcanor agolnft Miv trlcare and mylltiinu.-j but he believed rlist 
Kaftings ; that lie, as G -vernor Gencial, Mr. M utin -^s meant to confound the two 
whofe duly It was to fupLT.nrcnd ihe coo- Pn ihnts, in order to keep both, if podiblej, 
du£t of the infei ior olfici j s, believing fucli or, at lead, the one undei covered’ the other, 
a cliarge to be true, difmifll'd it without One chairtcur ran through all his tranf* 
eiupury; that he never ex.imimd Mr. ai’-iioiiF r d’yeciirg money ; and, as Cicero 
Middleton, who was tlien lU Calcutta, faid of 1 ‘o.up. ^ 

and could have proved thy clnaige, if 1 1 ue 5 tuM, r.ihil huu'ftum — ihtie was nothing 
and ihathe had lu his poflMiIou a letter fioiu c!e:u, roti..Pg oi-.cu, nothing honourable 
the Vizier, which daitd tint the t? ii P-cks in h;* Cwndud. 

had been dtinanded as a d It due to the Ivlr. Foe came next to the allegations 
Companyt which he did not pnxluce, and of the S-vcnih Aiticle, lefpeflingthe mal- 
whicn appeared among the c^tbcial papers admu.i'tKiiion oi i.ic Revenue. " The ad- 
till Mr. Haftings left India, but was now mimlliation of the Revenue was clofdy 
in evidence on theii Loiddiips table. ' In conne^led with the Prcfenis, many o£ 
this letter the Vizier, with great humility, which wne not received fiom Piincc* 
reprefented that he w'as ojlon'jltcd and ton- and yUv O oi hi h rank, but from coUtftors 
founded find liimlyit io l.ai rafiVil and ard fanners of hud. J'heir Lordlhips 
dillrcfl’ed, conlideung that Mr. Hdhngs had not ior.'.otten lue names of C.ofrs 
was \n^ frit nd» Well might lie lb, aialAiuieMorijandofiliaigreataiKldluf- 
whenhehadpurchafcdhisiiit vid’hipvviilia liious nauu-, Ciongo Govind Sing, vt^iiich 
bi'ibeof looicool. and ilic crier of another almcfi alvva)s appeared when Mr. Had- 
fo the lame amount ! Aiicr ail, itdld not iui^s uceiv'td money. The cliarges on 
appear that llic Vi;iv.r had been difTuaded tins head wcie, l.'ic iidtituiioii of the 
by any per fon from poifii ting in the offv.* Amneens, and the aholiiion of tiiePro- 
made, iledidptrl It in it j lo that v.ncial Councih. 
the charge againtt Mr. Jolr.ilon was as it was in evidence, that the Court of 
Iblle, in fedf, as h.s acquittal was cmtd'uU I^iredoisconfKicud ineGcve.'nor-gencral 
He was not only acquli^ed, hut luon inter and (-'oimcil .is i.jvcfied witn full power 
appo'nied to an v iiicc of great liiiH and over the ^levenucby the A'^iof j^73 5 and 
emolument, by tlic pcrioiv who was nio- t>M they were not to give that jjow’cr out ■ 
rally ceitam of his guilt. Such excel* t.f ihcirown hands. It was in evadcncc that 
candour could only be accounted for, by jMr. Hritmgs unJeiitood tiie At\ in the 
luppofing that Jolmfon had a^iunlly got lair.c mannei ; and ilidt, when \l fuitcd 
the nior.ty, that tlie cliaigc againlt him Ins pui pole?, he did in 1 776 delegate that 
was nicieiy an exp^^dient to obtain piompt powci by rppoiniiug Auiikciis, with au- 
payment ; and ilial, a fetthmeut naving tl.oiiiy nu!e,.tndeiu of the Council, tb 
taken place to the faii<la6Vion of Mj*. into il.c value of the lands, to call. 

Haflings, the inquiry was immediately *«i itcords and documents, and to comp%^ 
tiropped. Such coiuiui'l as he liad Haled ihtir produition bycoiporai pudilhixieitt’ 
was utterly inexplicable, but on the flip- and loiiuro. V/ho v/ere th?; depdfitanes 
pofition or a fiuider umlei (landing be- oi ilus e.^liaordinary comnVilK'ju ? Mr. 
tween the acculer and the accufed. Andeilbn and (ruugo Qovind Sing- 

On thole grounds the cvimniality of the Gv.ugo Guvii.d Suig, who had Inendif- 
tranfaflioO was apparent. Much might iniifcd liom the office of Dewan 10 the 
be added in aggravation, of which he Cilciuta Commlticvi ’ on proof and con- 
Ihoiild notice only one cr two poinu. Mi. feirion of a coniiderabie delinquency, the 
‘Middleton's letter, containing the offer of inltiummt of receiving money for Mr, 
SiiM^Prtfent, was never produced at all} and llallir.gs. This Itigmaiized delinquent, 
it was almoff ceitain that Mr. Haftings this noioi ions bribe. in oker, he thau|^bt fit 
icceived the offer of the forond picicnt to employ as inquijjior-gcneral iota the 
.before he wrote his letter tbihcDiie^lois, propcity, with power oyer the perfpn 

^ W»y 
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n^itive, . Such an appointment was 
in itltlf an a£i: of dclinq\ieiicy» on 
’ v^hicb might boldly call for judg- 
ment. ^nd, to take away all pretence 
that it was an cnor in judgment, a decla- 
ration of Mr. Uaftings was in evidenre, 
that the value (,f the lands was afccr- 
tainedy and tint tlic appointment of Au- 
meens was ui'elefs and nugatory. 'Vas it 
then poilihle to fuppofe dtai it couhl have 
been made but for corrupt purpoles ? 
Could a mcaiuie fo ^^np^ect'lIen^d, .'o .m- 
bitrary,' fo oppielfivc, he jiiftlmd upon 
any giound but that of the moft cogent 
uccelfity? Was necefTiiy die plea of Mr. 
Hiiftings ? Na— he dilclaimed ail necel- 
jBty, by dedal ing the value of the lands 
to be properly ai'certaincd ; and no reaibn 
could bealligncdfor doing it, but a reafon 
of guilt and criminality, '^i'hc Diiedcis 
hcaid of this appointment with all the 
I'urprlze which their Lordihtps inigh: 
imagine. Their rtmaiks on itwtic in 
evidence, difapproving, in the firong«.ft 
terms, botli of ihe meafure and the per- 
fons appointed to cairy it into execution. 
To thcic he fhould add nothing. Let Mr. 
Hadings atone tor his condud, not to his 
Ac^ufers tilt CoiTiinons, but !o his Maf- 
ters the Court of Diuaor*. In all dif- 
tant GovtinmcntP, however wiidy and 
cnuiioufiv guarded by lavas, much mult 
be confided to the imrgnty of liie 
Governors. If their Loidfinps fufrVrtd 
an a6l of difobedicnce fo fl»gi'ant, with 
corruption on the face of it fo glaring, to 
par8unpuiii0'.e({,thty migiudcvife fylum?, 
they might tiuiil laws for the good go- 
vernmem of India j but they would do 
moie mifehief by a /ingle* ad ol diiaji- 
poinled jufiice, than any fyfUm of gc- 
vernmtni| than any code of Uws could 
do good. 

He came next to the abolition of the 
Provincial Council^. It would haidiy he 
denied, that it was the duty of the C( m- 
pany's lervanis to obey the Diiedois. 
‘On no tuojed liad their orders been more 
explicit, than on the colUclion of the Ke- 
veriue. Thi y liadexprelsly dirsded Mr. 
Ha lings, if he found .he fyftviTi of Pio- 
vincial Councils inadequAte, to draw t p a 
new pi in, and iranfmit it to tlum lur 
iheir approbation ; but to m.ike no al- 
teration without their concurrence. In a 
fobreqiient Letter they infilled on his ad« 
bering to the letter an<| the fpirii of this 
order. When Mr, Fiancis left India, 
Mr. Haft me s meditated a total alien* ion. 
•1/ he looked at the Ad of Pairuincnt, if 
lie if>0'ked at the oidrrs of the Diic^lors, 
jic to dtipife and inlult ihcin. 


He aboliflied at one ftrokr tbe Provinrial 
Councils, and gave' to a new Committee of 
Kevenue the whole management of the 
Revinue. This was indifpntably contraiy 
to the A £1 of Parliament, and contrary to^ 
theoideis of the D.ieftoisj and on this* 
alrtnc he might call for judgment : but 
beyond the crime, there was ciicumlianre 
on cirtutnftanct to prove corruption of 
the Aa. ^ 

In tlie lirft place, it was contraiy -to 
his own opinion of right, a ftiong pre- 
lumption of guilt, as appeared by his 
own leitci of Maich 171^5, in wdiich he 
ftattd the danger of innovations ir\, the 
inanagemeni of tiie Revenue, and exprefted 
himfelf fo well fatijfied with the fyltem of 
Provinci'al Council, that he advifed the 
Diieflors to apply to Piull.tiiKiil to get 
it elbblidied by law. This IvIKmu, fo 
approved of in 1775, in 1776 he de- 
ftioyed, root and bs.iiKh, agaudl law, 
agair.ft ordeis, ngainii his owui Ibkimi 
Ofjiiv.or. llo luii^ed found a icjfun latil- 
fdHory tv) hinilclf, .is he was always veiy 
eullly iatisfted ul the propriety of his own 
a£U, vi?. that the Piovincial CounciU 
were only pidimmaiy to a better lylitni 
to be g.adually iiUioduccd. Was this 
leifon conliltciit with a loud al.uliiion ? 
Jiiil he had anoihei renfon in idlivc, 
'The meniheis ol thole Councils w’cie be- 
come fadtoiis, and incapable of exec at* 
ing the duties ol their itfpe«Sive oinces ; 
and ihneio e l.e divelted them of their 
truil, and gave pcnfions tc* lbm£,. and 
luw apnoi .tmcnts to the r. fl, 

dijmijftd J',i ho fuult oj their ovfn j as 
ir ta Jion iiacl been a ti.ii luic to a penlion, 
niid incnpacjiy tlie belt qua'ificaiion for 
Jtn 'J heir Lord .hips Itad htfaid 

from iVir, Moon, Mi. Ycune, and even 
f:om Ml. Andjilon and Mr. bhorc, that 
biibes uctivcd lioin Ke.Urtm and otheis 
had been matter of public lum ur befuic 
Mr, Haliirgs thought piopoi to make any 
diiclofi'i'e of ilum. I* rout the luonif.t 
the Jkovir.clal: Coti.icils diJtoV'.rc’d 
that biibcs liiut been diawii from their 
rel, edlive provinces, they became fac- 
tious and incap.ib;e. borne w'cre io 
weak as to believe, others lb fadtious as 
to propagate what they bdityed. All 
wcie tainted — iheie was no remedy to be 
found, and he decided at once, away iunh 
them aiugetter, 

^ Next the mode in which the gencrpl 
Coini/tittee of Revenue was conitituted 
was equally ohjeilibnable. It confided of 
four Membci s, wdih falaries to the amdliiiit 
of 50tOOol. Uirec of whom were Mr. 
Ai'dcrlpn, Mr, Shoie, 'and Mr. Cix>fi«, 

whom 
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their Lordlhips wouM recolleft 
Mr. Haftings had detefVed in an error cf 
t 50 tOcol. in dating the Nabob's ac> 
count* as Accountant. The ofRce nt^au- 
P^rintendant of the Chancery Records, an 
lolfice of truft and contn iil, was abolidi- 
cd, and its powers tian*-'fciTfd to the 
new Committee; anr! it was well woiih 
obferving, that the ofilce at that time was 
filled by Mr. Dncarcl, a man, hv all 
accounts, of eminent integrity, ability, 
arrJ experience. A majority of ihrs 
Committee was to decide in all c.iJ*e<:, the 
Prelident having the cafting vote when all 
the Members were prei'ent. l‘he Gover* 
rior-geneial and Ccnincil were rwt to in- 
ter Icre, except when expref'ly appealed 
to i and it was Ipecially providLil, that it 
was not iKCcff.rry to itcoul every ditler- 
ence of opinion that might ariTe. The 
whole power of the Revenue was tlms 
transferred from ihc Supreme Comxrl 
to the Committte, and caie was uken 
tliat no means lirould be left of invdli- 
gaiing its (ranlhttions. To this Com- 
iniltce Gungo Gewind Sing was appoint- 
ecT Dewan by Mr. H.'ftrngs and Mr. 
Whehr in Council. Heie appealed the 
tiue caufe of the wliole change. The 
Provincial Councils had been aho- 
lilhed, and the new Committee cie6Ud, 
that this creature of Mr. Kaltings, this 
indrument of peculation, might have the 
whole Revenue in his power. A lubor- 
dinate office was abohOied, becaufe the 
peiTon who held it might be a check on 
.iJv: i7;ndu£l of the Dewan, to prevtni Ji/~ 
pules. To dtftroy controul, wi»s indeed .1 
good method to prevent dit'putes, but ill 
calculated to retrain pecniaiion. The 
new Commitue was thus wholly inde- 
pendent of the Supreme Council, and 
compoftd of n. embers wholly unfit. But 
it fignified little svho were the members; 
by a paper in evidence, written by Mr. 
Shore, and confirmed by him now, it was 
proved, that they were mre tooii in iht 
hands of ibeit Dewan, I'he Oovernor- 
General and Council diveded ihendUves 
of power, nor lo veft it in Mr. Andeifon 
and Mr. Shore,' but in Gungo Govind 
Sing, ill whole hands ihey weve me»e toob-. 
The Commiriee, by the evidence of Mu 
Shore, the friend of M*. Haltings, ami a 
riemb^r of the Cominitiee, •’Mcnt tbtougb 
the bujinefs ; but to pretend that they did really 
vcecult iti would be foUy and fuifebood, 1 O 

attempt to add any thing to cheie and the 
other proofs contained in Mr. Shore’s 
indie, would be wafte of lime. From 
what he had pioved, he had a right to 
tfTumci chat Mr, Hadings conltituted 


1 

Gungo Govind Sing pai*amotint over all 
the Revenues of Bengal, with Iris own foi) 
fur his Deputy, (b cqifeful and curious Was 
he to remove every obdacic to his mea. 
fares, every polTibility ot detecting his pe- 
cuiatioMH, contiary to law, contiaiy to his 
ciders ; and tiiis after the DirctSlois had 
cxpielf d their indignation at the appoint- 
ment of Giingu Govind Sing to the office 
of Aiinieei’.. 

'fheic was only, he faid, one fort of 
dtfence v\hich could be f&t up by the piu 
foner to which he iiwxild be at a lofs fur 
an arfwer, and it was theiefoie a -defence 
which he mud deprecalc.— If might be 
aigued for him^ that it was unfair to 
chaw a criminal inference from his dif- 
obedience ot the orders of the Cjurt'oF 
Dirtifors, becaufe difobetlience of their 
oidcis was his lyftcm— his condantj rogui 
Jar, and uniffani coi:rle of govermntmt— 
the fouiidaiiv^n on which he had built hi,s 
adiuinidi aiion— and fioni which to draw 
panicular inferences would be unfair.— 
'Phat no inicrence could be drawn from 
a man’s rifmg iu the uioriiir.g and going 
to bed at night, or from his taking hU 
rrp^ds ill ihe couife of the day at his 
ulual houis.— **Do not.” they might fay, 

dtaw conclufions fiom that wnicli was 
uniform and regular — It you can find any 
deviations fiom his ufua) couife, any in - 
dance in which he paid obedience to the 
orders of the Coiiit of Direftore, or in 
which he leguUted hiir.ielf by the laws 
of his counriy, any inference (hat you can 
dtaw fiom thence will be fair, becaufe the 
caie will be particular ; but you muft not 
fay, that tbi> abufe was committed, or this 
misfoitunc was incut red, becaufe IVIr. 
H.t (tings difobeyedtheinft)ii£tion8 lent out 
for his government ; he always diloheyed 
his initru^ions ; — lie difolieyed fiequeiuly 
wiihoul a motive —When he had two 
wa)5»)f o'oiaiiung the fame end, he ne- 
ver chofe the courfc which lluy Ivad pre- 
fciibed. mertly bccaule they bad pre- 
fcribcd it. I: was the principle, Ipirir, 
and I iile of bis govcrniiiem ; ami llwief'ore, 
to draw inferences horn it would be un- 
handlome and unfair.”— “ I fakl Mr. 
Fox, “ IViir.H'allmgs’s Counfcl fhould think 
proper to let up this defence, I muft fa-rly 
coiitcis mjfril unable to refute it."* — It is 
uiiaril'weiable ; it is a tiuth which every 
one who crnLcinplau s ll.e Admmiftranon 
of the Detendani muft implicitly acknow- 
ledge. He certainly did not deviate fiom 
that couife,— and thertf are this is the only 
Defence which I dread, and which I 
tion only for the lake of dep: renting,” 

A Member of the Councii (he tliouc h , 

he 
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lleialdt^hwat Mr. Macpilcrfon), had ca^- upon earth, and winch he gave to the? 

Gui^o Goviiid Sing the native Chan- worft. 
edtor ofthe Exchcqifbr of Indi.% Thin Mr. Good I ad indeed was the Biitiih 
would give their Lordfhips fbine idea of Refiflent ; and Devi Sing was the Sub 
the extent of the power and influence of Collr^tor. Of tlic foimer, they had , 
this perfoii. Tiiey well knew what was anthoritv of the Defendant himfelf for 
tticant in this country l>y the Cnancellor faying, that he was utterly unable c^hcr 
of theExcluqucr. Ilewasagicat public to ditcover or to cor.troul the enormities 
officer, pofTcflintj; the confidence of his of the latter. Mi. Fox read a paflage to 
Sovereign, and who ougiv, ai lf‘ad, to fl^ew this, where lie De!e»;dant had fiid, ^ 
enjoy -the good opinion of' the cf)untry } that fucli were the tnlems for cinuilng 
hut Mci, Sdacplicrlon meant not l>y ih.; and conccdnicm of Devi Sing, that it 
that Gnug!) Govir.d Sing was impo/rihle for Mr. Goodlad to pe- 
was any dc>:i'cc to he coinpai*^ I to 'he netiatc through his artifices and detect 
Chanc^Tlor of rl'.e Exc! equer of Euglaml, his enormities. 1 he enorinitiel^ of Devi 
orrothcFinance MiiiiiC.Tof any tCinopean S*ng their Lordihips hatl prevented them 
Goiernment. In England, ilunk Hi-a* fiom introducing jnto the proof,^ and ap- 
ven ! tl.e Chancellor of the Exenequer plying to the Defendant. However he 
was a refjionfiblc Minllb.r, fubjv.*6f to the migiit lament their being denied this 
ir.rp'^ilioii, check, controul, and cenrure proof, it was not his hulinefs tlien to dif- 
of Pailiament. He had in It ly gr^ at rank, )*iue the Refolution of the High Court. 
hig!i ftation, and pov/e.Ivd influence iu Tho Counfel for the Defendant had, upon 
thccoiintiy} hut he had not the povv. r this fnbjcft, Invoked the judgment of their 
ofextoition and rap ne, nor thi prni!;ge Lirdfliips,and the vengc.ance of Almighty 
of irrcrponfibility. Ytt, liniiiod as he was, God, not on their own heads, but on the 
what would be faid in England, if lus head of their cHeit, if the enorinities of 
Majei'ty were to appoint a ptil'on to the Devi Sing, as Rated by his Right Hon. 
office of Chancellor of the Exchequci, EVienJ, fhouid be proved and brought 
who had been convict d of |xciiiii.\iy lion u to him. lie knew net how the De- 
fraud— who hud been removed from of- fer.dant might leldh Ids part in this iiu- 
iice for peculation and pioved didionefly. piecat on which the Coiinfel had made ^ 
In the word times of this country, ib but in anfwer to it, if the time fliould 
glaring and fo bold a thing bad never come when they were fairly permitted to 
been done. Bur .indeed no M.niftcr of ' Ctune to the pioof of thofe enormities, he 
Finance in any one oftlie Tvnropean Go- would, in his turn, invoke the molt li- 
vernments could, fioni the extent cf his gorctis jiiRicc of the Noble Lordjj-and 
power, give us any adequate id a of the the full vengeance of Almighty GodTTOt 
office of Gungo. — In every one of the li- on the head of his Right Hon. EMciid, 
mited governments of l>ncvvj, mvmar- but on his own, if he did not prove thele 
chiral, democratical, or mixed, iliecflicer enoimities, and bring them home to the 
f who had the management oi the Revenues Defendant, in the way in which his Right 
was rerpoiifible to foine pover or other Hon. Friend had charged them vpon him j 
for the execution of his cHice. Hie m- and iliis he pledged himfelf to do, under 
five Chancellor of the Kxebequerof India, an ir.ipiecation on himfelf, as folemii as 
on the coiuiary, ha«l no lefponflbility, no the Courdl.1 had invoked on their client, 
'check; no coiitmuJ. Sixty provinces In the mean time, though they were 
weie dclivcK'd over to him, to pillage, debaricd troin detailing thele enoitnities, 
plurder, ai.d opprefs as he thci^ght fit, it was free for them to argue generally 
He was a tyrant of the moil comp'etc fiom their known and acknowledged 
and pcrl'e^l kind. — Unlike the fume ofiicer exigence. It was ' fair for him to con- 
in Europe, who had to colleft the Reve- tend, that the fyllenn for the collc^lion qf 
'Hues by prtferihed mc;ans, it w'as his bu- the Revenues adopted by the Deftnd.int, 
finefs to extort money by every poflible and p it into fuch hands, was neceifai iJy 
' ait, and in every yoiriblc way. — He was a fyUem of opprelfion and tyranny, The 
to feize upon money wherever he could unhappy people had a triple rent to pay, 
' find it.— He waste force the mimabte They had lo pay a ie..nt to the Company— 
p^pk by torture to open their rtcefTrs, a rent to Mr. H:iflingsj and a rent 
sirld to deliver up their Ir.ft pittance — Gungo Govind Sing j— the latter, havilJjJ 
Nvas the fort of offlee which the this to obtain from them by means 
l^i^Jant created— arming it wfith an which lie was not accountable, was hlf** 
of power which ought hc-i to have t<i pra^ife every toriuie which ingenJ^' 
|p^.<ti‘uiled.in the hands uf the belt man coutd mwm, ui rembrfclefs cruelty inflilk 

Ac. 





Accox^jngly, they found lliat enonnitict 
were com Jiitc(ed» which EngliHi ears would 
abhor to bear, , and Englim hearts' (hrinl^ 
lofwffer. It.wqujd natijrally be believed* 
that the Cefendahtl . having laboiiied to 
hard, to accomplith bis. purpofc in fettling 
Gungo Govind Sing in thi$.iectj|repo^»did 
not fail to profit from thje dtabljfliment he 
had made. It was lair to conclude that 
he had taken bribes, after ibis irreiponfi- 
bility was created, becaufe be had taken 
bribes before, where he was ,fu.bje« to de- 
te^ion. to cenfure, and punihiniept. It 
was proved on him. that he had received 
a bribe from Dinagepure through Gitpgo 
Govind Sing— -ihat he had received a bribe 
front Nudeah through the hands of Gungo 
Govind Sing — that he had received a bribe 
from Kel Lera m through the hands of Gungo 
Govind Sing. Thdewtre proved, becauib 
•thefc ilirec provinces wer^ fold, and the 
bribes recti ved, before tfic Committee 
of Revenue was appointed, and which; 
ilierefore, He had it not in his power 
to conceal. He had taken ihefe when 
all the cheques were in force. V^Tas it 
to be believed tfiat tlie moment he had 
broke down all the dykes that prevented 
the full torrent of his rapacity, that he 
from that moment ceafed to be rapacious f 
Would it be bilieved, that buying fold 
three provinces out of the fixty bielore he 
bad broken down thofe dykes, and re- 
ceived the .bribes from the hands of hi| 
favourite Gungo Govind Sing; that he did 
ndt fell the fifty- levcn that remained, and 
'which be had delivered oVer in f ull prd- 
prty to Gungo, to be treated by him as 
be pieafed ? No one bribe was dilcovered 
fubfeouentto this appointment (except, 
indeed, that of Nbbkifien, which fiood on 
difiinA gibunds)j and indeed none could 
be difeovered, for he had. cbhipletcly de- 
ftroytd theineaos of dete£lion. 

Would it be faid, that there was 
fpmething in the frame and tempera- 
tnent of the Defendant peculiar to hiin- 
felf, and of which wc could form no 
judgment from cur knowledge of the 
quality of human haturt! in general 
Would It be faid, that he was guilty of 
crimes to obtain power which he did not 
mean to abule Would it be faid; that 
be plyndered, peculated, and was coifupt, 
|*^***K®^' cqmmit- 
thefe ciijnes 5. and that the moment 
M cuiild pra^ife plunder, and ptculaiiofi 
r diidained to do fo ?--^Would. all 

tite crimes of the Defendant he alcnbfd 
Wi)<y*to his^delperatc bravery fr-^That he 
^poVetc 4 , bribes only for the riflt which be 
run in accepting tbem^ and that the IqVc 
wtilth, and the uvarice bf ‘gsin# Had 

Part III. 


no^fb^re in the fyfiem of bis government ? 
Sudi realbning as this mu If be reforted 
to, before it could be l>clieyed that fie 
ceafed, to< take bribes,' tlie jmoment that he ■ 
fettled his infirument in a ftation 
which enabled him to take iHern with iin- 
pimityl Let us obferve his fituafion be- 
fore ilus, appointment; and itfter it. He 
was, previous to this .apboihtment, in a 
itate of continual cmbarrafsinent and 
atarinl . He was fubjecl to fufpicion and 
dhteftion of every .terip. He wt^s teazed 
with quefiions by the Court of 
which he .was perplexed to an^qrapC^ 
** Vou call upon me (lays he) to^wount 
for io,eool. received hcre^ and 30,000!. 
rcccivetj there, -^and it is Lo long ago, 
that 1 do not remeinber wHy t took the 
fums, or why 1 concealed them ; hut I, 
n.o doiibt; had a rcafon fit the time hot it 
for taking- and for concealing them .** He , 
was pefiered with thefe enquiries. His 
own letters involved hi n Itill further ^ 
for, what he wrote at one time, he forgot 
wd contradi6le(i at another ; he could 
not bear to be fo teazed and piovoked-^ 
he was too much of a gcntleihuh to keep 
accounts in the cietir methodical way it? 
quiied by bis plodding employers; and 
therefore, to get rid .at once of quei-^ 
tions; fufpicions, and deteHion, he let up' 
this new ly^cm. Then, ail at once, he 
became moderate, jufi, and extipi^haiy i 
1)10*6, was no longer any power that could 
enquire into his condi.^, and his conduH 
was no longer coirupt 1 It was not in la- 
tionaf men to believe, tbHt he who bad 
been guilty of fuch fcandaious and dircA 
peculation , at a time vvhen his crimes 
were fiibjc^ ’OL’fcrutiny and pumfhment; 
/houjd, in the very inltanc tliat he had 
cOnlbiuted a lyltem Ibr peculating in 
farety, have cealVi to profit from the bicia 
expedient. 

Mr. Fox here drew to a conclpfion. 

And; he had many apologies to make to 
their Lordihip^ for having occupied (a 
much of th^ir time} but the ncccttiiy 
reading fp roach of the eVidcnce«^fofl 
qigairig it in fo many pafiT^ts-^haJ 
di^n turn into length. At^he Lml 
time} tbat.bc nii^hVoiorten their laboil 
. and his pWn, be. Had in many patts rm 
ferred only to the eyide;w:e* He iruM 
to their jufiice; ttHdt tbty thbJ 

^ive^ him Credit for having ^or.reAl 
quoted what be had referred tnem tb, I 
that iliey would tkitmfelves refef to 
plaCes, and (he tfiat; conclufions he fin 
drawn were fairly deduced from the pr| 
miles. . He alfo noped, from their juiuti 
that they would be anxious to fupply a J 
point which he might have omitted, n 
1. trul 
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ti'ufited' they would carefully pefufe the 
evidetfcif^ ^lid enlighten their underftatid- 
inW, where he htd failed fVom ^ant of 
diligence or from w^iit of memory to (h> it. 

He would liriefly enumerate what had 
I'ceh ^oved in this part of the Charged 
rgainit the Defendant. 

They had ))royed; that the defendant 
had received ,fi6m the Munny Beguna a 
lack and a half, and that it was ftrongljr 
fiifpefled he had received two lacks more^ 
ptior to the Ait of 1773. 

They had proved, that he had appoint- 
ed the Mnnny Begum to the guardianfhip 
cf the infant Nabob, cpnirary to the 
ivprcl's initruftions and orders of the 
Court of Diuitors, and that be had per- 
tfi^ed in keeping lier in the faid office. 

They had pioved, that he had d, clayed 
to reduce the eiiablifhment of the Nal^b 
when ordered fo to do j— -and that he had 
llimfelf confeiTed, that hit poftponing fuch 
j eduction for a time would hkVe been 
purehafed by large Prefents. 

* They had proved, that he had received 
340,900!. in bribes of different kinds 
. Aib&quent to the A 6 i of 1773, and before 
ihe appointment of a Committee of Re* 
vraue. That the defence which he had 
fet up for the receiving of tjhefe bribes^ 
namely, that they were received for the 
l^ompanp, was no juftification of him, 
,, was i'alfe in ra 51 . That in the only 
i^tbnee tn which he had refiifed a bribe, 
cbndirQ' in declining the offer was 
perplexed, and trandulent 1 and 
. {lie 'r^roMO‘«Mhi«h,he had allrgned, incon- 
' fifbrnt with the defence he had fet up for 
hit accepting of all the 'other hi ibes . 

^ They had proved, that, he had iJlegafly 
Aumeens g and that the cir- 
h'uib^hces uhder which lu had appointed 
pm, and particularly the perfbns whom 
halt appomred,weiti highly Riipiciotis, 
indicated a ddtropt inteniron. 
fhey hadproyedi'tliathe bad aholifhed 
povliiciaf Councils, Of; which he bad 
Kerty approved, and againft' thedireft 
tne Court qf pii^ors. 

'"ley. hdd ' proved, thit he ifitro- 
. 9 Aidden and entire change into the 

^imide of eolIe£f ing the Revenue, alth'imgh 
be h4d*^f ehired it as liis opintun, that the 
‘ 3II, du^t' lo be 

ethi - bV flaw and gradual degrees, 
this by ercSfirtg a new Com- 
vibom Tie g^i 4 p^ers’i^ricon- 
the Aft ot Parliament 3 and 
be notnin'ally , Invedtd In Ibur 
po^rs, hefeally Appointed 
Gtiri^ GoWd .J^ewan, with the 
lift flti^fl^ 'hot* 


whhflandihk 
tors ekptdsiy declared' agsihifbtuHK^ apd: 
qptwithdandltig that he had birei)' pre- 
vibully cohviftH of fraud Ih ap 
ftAtion* 

'If thh^eoncurrfhg force of alt tbolk 
proofs did hot convince their Idrdfhips of 
the Charge which they had made agahiil 
the Defbndatit— that he v^as aifuated by 
a corrupt principle in the government of 
Bengal, aijld that he was guilty of nOtO- 
ripuH bribery and peculation^ the profk- 
cudon of which lea him to the commif- 
fibn or to the countenance of the great'eft 
enoftilhijM, not onC of which could beac- 
comued for by the principles which would 
have guided the rational cohdUft of an 
innocent man— he was Aire that no words 
of his— no energyof language— no powers 
of perAialion, hovi ever ftrong, coM||have 
the inAueiKe. He would, thereraBptv i * 
left the whole here to their Lord^^R but 
that he thought he fbopld take'fl^e of 
ibme tilings which had been urgeoln the 
defence of Mr. HaAings, and which be 
hAd opitted to animadvert on in the re- 
vkw of the Evidence. 

It h^l been faid, that by the appoint- 
ment of the Committee of Revenue, there 
had been an increafe of the revenue. If thih 
were true, it certainly Would be no juftiA- 
cation— the faft was not lb. But he 
wopld examine the alTertioii fairly. The 
year in which the Comitiinee was ap« 

S limed was a bad year, And it migh^-pf . 

id that the mfluente of the Gbmmitfee 
Was not felt. Compare the three next 
years of the Revenue with the three yeJrre 
imm^iately preceding the appointment, 
and it will be found that they came three 
Jacks dtort— Take an avera^ of four 
years, and it vras nineteen lanes Aroit^ 
JSstn here then the defence Was felfc j 
but it was ftill more^Wtsk wbkh wetamn 
to conAder that ihisVas a cdinparifdn of 
one bad inAitutibn of theDefehdant, badlV 
edndufted— with another woj-fe inAitiition 
'Of hthy worfe conduftd. tike* thO 
tveraige of the three years of ihc Reifenufe 
uhder the Committee, and compare ft 
With the feme average when there whs k 
ma^Hy ^aihft tite XlefepdfeM fo the 
'Supreme f^iicd, a^d the amoUiit fiJ^ 
fhort forty lacks a year. 

** Thus; (cdBtinned’Mr. Fbx) Wd 
defence is ‘ falfef blit, if it were lti _ 
‘contend that it is . ^ )uftiidcatkjR'|t 
would be fthHdalotie^^ ali^thaflvMlf 
, means by which Revenue cbuld 'be mc- 
torted from 'the tkopb wee juAithblek 
provided that an 
thenfoy pructitbdf** 
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up for ihe De- 
tWat afi«i[ tbe apf^mtmem 
9f tte Coounittjec of Hcvenut thjc lex * 
Kettm YfUrt gr^Hur, ^hich accopnced for 
.110 more coming into the £xche<|Udi* of 
lihe Company, tliougk much im)Fe wa« 
hy fbelpeople, ‘ ‘ .Go.4<7ud !” ex- 
ojfibiined Mr.Foic, *^1$ it polfibU* thatrucli 
I (kfcHce can Ue frt in to« prei«nc« of 
^ ComiBpps Houi'c of Padiamefu 
, it poiitble th.it any m tn ()v>ald (land up 
twa jUiy, ** Thfi prifonei is no» ti> biame for : 
^ having filled the colfiers of the publni 
4-«-thai arojfe from tlie number of pl^cmejfi 
Ihot he had to pay f but though he did 
not fill the Company'^ £xcbe<)uer, he 
completely emptied ttie pockets of the 
people.*'— It was'anunheardlo* it 

yrae ^ beaft that deferved the execratiion 
0f every £ood man. Let it be under (food 
whalua t^ principle of Indian finance* 
Let vmy Member go down ai)d tell hit 
jcop^tliAits rhe new dcifbine* The per* 
/cQion pf financiering confide not in fiie 
iquantityioT Revenue which goes into the 
ptiplic l&xcbequerj but in the quanfity 
svhich is taken out of the private pockets 
of the people. We mud go back to fchool 
^gain^ .and unlearn afi that has .been 
us. We have ever been mad^ to 
jbeheve, that that only is the true mode of 
, financiering which brings^ the greattft 
.pofi^ble proportion of what is taken from 
4he pitvate into public pprie i ^d that 
jRevent^ is not the end of goodgovernmenty 
•Jhut the means* .One would imagine that 
iheb a dofencefor (he Pefeodant mud have 
Coine from the Managers, and not from 
hie ow|i,(kHi|ifel. ' 8y aJIrange ioverfion 
all European reafiming^dtey think that 
we arc not to form any eftima^cn^ rbe 
value of a fyitem of .finance fcom the 
../{uantky of money bvought into the Trea- 
sury., mit from the Aim fqupeaed from the 
jpeoplc* Tliey ai^ only anifious to prove 
ihat tlie.cKHferahle people w^ weU fietced ; 
,for, accoKling to tbem| Revenue it not 
Vhe meefts of government, but ,tlie end. 
I cnaft tb^ wili.be taught better^ . ( truft 


they .Wkill be taugfit the Hfccefliry-and 
iitp<hole(bme truth, that if .this.ab*. 
ford defence of ^theirsCwere true, it is 
no jufiifi^atipp ; that though moremoney 
mighl be procured by the appointment 
of Gungp Qovind Sing, it was no good 
reafon for tlie enorniitirs he committed $ 
for no ppwer on eanh ha'^ alight to take 
m u)ey horn the people without giviug to 
that people protection; ahd where, in. 
dead of the true and mutual relaiiou that 
ought Co foofid between the governor and 
t>:e governed, the latjter are delivered oyer 
t<. rtve poweir of fopli a tyrant, a breach is 
made in tl)e fitd piinciples of fociety; 
and the Governor who fo abiifes his tjuit 
commits a icandalous outrage and a high 
crime. The very aclt of. fucli appoint- 
ment indicates a corrupt inientlun, and 
fiutws a predetermined iltfigu of abetting 
the horrors that are likely to follow/' 

Mr. Fox faid, he would not longer de- 
tain the High Com t. He was confidenc 
that he had only to luppUcate their Lord- 
(liips to an attentive peiufal of ihe evi* 
dencc} for on that review their ihdigna« 
tion mufi he aroufed, and their jufiice in- 
duce them not only to find the Defendant 
guilty, but to infii6t on him as fev^e a 
punimment as they ever had on any 
per ion convi6led before them of High 
Crimes and Mifilemtanors *• ' 

As foon as Mr. Fox concluded, thq 
Counlei for Mr. Hafiings informed 
Court, that Colonel Polieri whom. 'l^ 
conieiu of the Managers, they propol^ to 
ej;auiine qUr ^ oiv behalf of theik 
client, after waiting in town twoyekrS] 
hp4 departed ‘ 

Tjie Qopijt rofe at had paft teur, 

Tl(eir Lordfiiips then adjourned | andj 
the Lord Chancellor having 'relimu; 5 i tig 
Woolfaqk ill the Houle of (^fdh'!|il 
further copfida'^tion o'f the Tru^‘ . 
Warren i^afilugs, Efq. was upon m^ ^ 
put off until the yiRftT Tvjf spaX vlij 
NEXT S;ESsioi^of Parliauent, a|^; 
mefijiige fent to the Cqb^.mqns tQ '%c<g[ta(/3 
thepA^h^ewi^h. 


fReMiNXNT’PASSAcBS In Mr. Fex^ ^aRRctr^ 

* PediaAl pQ bther man than Mr, ?ox could have rendered io Istigujog as l| 

‘"'Itnktt Up this evid«tqe on Mr, HafiingPs' Trial, iii tH&fifis&IA 
,ht £it‘ini{;h|[ chyrm^at^tion, or incite his hirers to/chduhgflice of I 

iFhkt ktAldft this hantn walle foifis happy wanderings of the fancy might cheer apd^tl 
knew Fbk vrUf eafily btdieye. Such ^ toidld never purfiie 
f qnjlt^'d^y'thddRmfcencenftdat^ pi^od%aiitybi 

. that miift iUttminamandeinbeUilh wherever men phUofoplaze and feeh, 

own lafit wfthvhoK pf‘hi!i h| hMA 

;very ^i^ lB^ ' - ' 
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•f Jhp expuJfion of Princes, the deftruflion of Ktngcfoms, the d^otatioh of Provln^Wi 
|hehi( iUtUbIc tlisilt of Ambition drying up the fountains of Fertility, and withering all the 
gfowing bencjticcnct of Nature — while at its lioirid march the very foil Dckened with accu'-. 
niulating difaiter and difmay— tiiefe weie fuhjbfts which, fpringing ‘from a fe^id mind^ 
clung about the l^eart, and riveited attention in horror* 

* '* I (fat'd Mr" /ox) have no fuch C^ucements for captivation*^ All 1 can hope for is 
the fair iciiuenoe of Fa£t, and the relirtlcfs majefty of Tiuth—fuperior to all ornament^ 
where Integrity anJ Honour decide upon the caufe. Yes, my Lords, |i am ambitious only 
to difplay all that 1 am prepared to prove. I anvanxioiis only left omlffton (hould injure } 
ifll forgetfuinefs deprive me of thole arguments whi^ one memory is, after all, perhaps in* 
fiiilseient to retain.'^ ' ^ 

Upon the argument for Divine fnterpofition todifeoyer Murder paft all human expedfa* 
tion, beveryercquently quoted Judge Qullcr'^s add refs tp Donnellan. — Such a fentimCftt 
(exclaimed Mr. Fox) added a jjslendour nearly holy to le^ light, that every one acknow* 
Ldge*.. Yes, my Lords, happy U it for the world, that tiBu'enara ting gaze of Providence 
fearches after man, and, in the dark den where he has fnried the renion Frances ot Con- 
feience, darts his compulfatory ray, that, burfling the fecrecy of guilt, driyes the criminal 
frantic to confelTion and expiation.^' 

He was notlefs (uccefsful in r^erringto the confufion of Accounts $ feme of which were 
In one tongue and Tome in another — ** Verhan, Hindoo, and Lngliih*^ B abcl. like com- 
mixture, where eveiy thing, even to l^lanagers, was 

“ Invifible, or diiply fccn.** 

“ L'kc a remark of Homer, the robber fought' out the preferable obfeurity of mift and 
fog-^tlie utter daiknefs of night was more eafily perforated than fuch an artificial opacity 
—the light of difeovery pieiced with greater certainty through the one than the other. But 
(ij^d Mr* Fox) does the honeft man delight In involution and a night pf fhade ?- 
f i^lo^and apparent, his purpofes arc direfl, his liacements oovious.— Integrity can have" 
nothing linear, where even Malice can never inifconftrue.** 

Mr. Shore (he qbferved) had compared the office held by Gunga Govind Sing to ^ 
Britilh Chaneeiidrfhip of the Exchequer—** But, my Lords (exclaimed Mr, Fox), the power 
poffizffhd by the moft enlightened of thofe who have filled that high flatipn— the moft potent 
Minilfer, and, rifing /^ill higtier, the Monarch whoft* confidence he has enjoyed, has heer^ 
rly unequal, and Ihrinks into nothing in the cotnparifon of the authority of this man, 
t Be Cod for it (cried ^he Orator), hcib every fpccies of power is amenable to the Re- 
nta^ive Body.— H^torcion here cannot ravine unieproved, and Cruelty can never come 
i Terror to the aid of mercilefs Rapacity. Here, Revenue infurcs Protefficn— 'fecure 
that, what is giv^n is returned with Che bell ufance, ^he vigilance of Government — the Rudict} 
^lory of 'Aq Peo^c*** . ' 

Alluding tp Mr. HaRings's reafons for the abolition of the Provincial Councils, that they 
■yifefe incapah'le of duty, fadlious and diforderly, he bmke out thus keenly ‘‘Andyet 
chefe were the m^n whom, at another time, this Governor^ General affirm^ were unfuc- 
cefslul, not from their own defeffs, but the' inconvtniencc of their offices, thofe offices top' 
which he'hatf pi:Lviouny applauded— and accordingly he had preferved the inconfilfency to 
a mi^cle^fbr he had, at the abolition of ihcir pods, recemmended fome to gratuities, an<j 
others to fituatlcns— that thus, Fa^ion might be rewarded with a Pcnfioil, and Incapacity 
With' a Placc.— He accordingly nominated Gynga Govincl Sing Dewan,' whofe nature never 
||S|rted at atrocity \ 'and, in complete mockery of reRraint, gave him alfo his own (on as a 
j3%ek tipcat \he fother^s enormities. Thus did this Savage tyrannise oyer the lands and li- 
wty— oyer ilic vciy lives of ‘millions, upon whom his vengeance plight in ^ piqment alight, 
ur whom his tortures Premeditation had prepared,** 

^And now, coming fo the ipiagtnary defences of Mr. Haftings's Copnfel, in a fine vein of 
apd fcverVty — “ Let ine btg pcunlffion to deprecate (faid he) one mode of defence 
* l.f^r, he fee up 1 In Cod’s name, let me not be told that tl is dire£f violatiQit 
('jixjedliop of inllruAions, is only part of a fyRem from which ne has nevep 
f*i>conOanc fcornof a Hr'i^ifh Legifiature ! the (coff of the mercantile diredlidiis 
^ ^ ^ i ! To fuch a olea, ] Rvould t e at a lofs for a replication. If he claim cond- 
difo^diepcc, ^d accu^lomary illegality, Hq will leave me wiUkiuty^ 

VjHe the Coqn(isl (faid Mr. Fox), implicate ofhen in his vepgcance j but if 
t cidjiiiy prove all chefe paftjculars which I have afferted, upon "hji head— may the 
r thdk Ood Ricy have invoked h\\ hjavily upon me, and make me living the fcow of 
'Is'RtlWteX monument of his anger, whofe attribute is Trutli, and from whom the ou3 
i Oi^'F^fthood is aRured/*' *• •nf' 

OF. the third part. 



INTRODUCTION. 


A NTiVV PARLIAMENT (in confcquence 
of - the (I'fTolution of the former by hts 
Majetty’.s Proclamation) having taken place 
fince I he Adjournment of the Mich 
C\)URT of Pa^LIAMHNT on VVhDNE!>UAY 
Junk o, t 790| was fiimmone4|to meet on 
tfie 25M1 of November following, when his 
Majeliy opened rhe Sedlon with a Moll Gia> 
eicMS Speech. 

In tonlcqvience, however, of the time 
taken up in elcihng a Spj a kku .mU fw'e.»r- 
ing in Jie Members, the Hoi s£ pfl\>MviONS 
<1^1 not tak<‘ his Majclty*! Speech itito coii- 
fideration nritil 

Tu ESDAY, Nov. 30, 

when Mr. Burke, pi ci 10 ns 10 t!»e qivf- 
tion of the Addrefs, thouglit it miyht be ►cx- 
peHed that he fliould draw the attention of 
ihe Hiwfc io tliac (acred pledge i f virtue, 
fpirit, and firm pci leverauce, which the late 
Home of Commons ha i* with its dying 
breath, beejueathed Co them, tl^eir fucceilbrs. 
It was cuflomary, he kiurw, and he rriuch 
refpciSled the ufage, that in the beginning of 
a Sedion, the expreflions of the duty and at- 
tachment rtf’ the people to tlieir Sovereign 
^fliould precede any other declarations; but the 
expreflion for which they were now called 
iipon^.wMs that of refp^ft and att ’climenC to 
tlmfepiinciplesof vlrciie and juflice#aiul thofe 

I tips offympathy and humanity, congenial and 
mmon to the feelings ot all good men, 
lich bound them to each ocher, and wete 
t alone miporiant as f ir as Un-y regarded 
5 Hfencdit and policy of this country m par- 
nlar, but the honour and intrrell of luim.m 
ture in general. The late Parluimtiit had 
swn a noble, and wlii c wouKl prove* an 
imorial infiance of honour, feeling, and 
nerous patriotifm, in the Impcachm«*n' i::- 
tuted agaiuft a ChicL Governor, w lio had 
iifed the authority inverted in him. and 
brought reproach upon the Britijh name. 

K ^'w-h of them as were returned uuo the 
Parliament would, be doubted not, per- 
m the fame principles ; and he hoped 
iw ^lembers, w'hi> bad not yet partici- 
in that honour, would not fuffer thein- 
to be furpalfed in duty, honour, or 
tifm. The renewal of that trial was, 
clofe of the lart Seffion, fixed for the 
uefchy in this, It fo- happened that the 
It was the day appointed, bat that (he 
«T IV, 


Commons were unaMe to attend, both from 
there not having been time for fwcaring in all 
the Members, and Chat refpedl and decency 
required tli.ttthe fpeech of the Suvi: reion 
fhoiild be anfwered with an Addref^ anterior 
to their entering upon any other meafore* 
It was on this ground of refpeirt, undoubtedly^ 
that the lubjeitof tiie Addiefs fhould preced* 
Che fmjxtachment ; for, important as it alfur- 
edly wa*:, il 11 ot mure iinportance was thaCi 
vvh <'h involved ihe imereft, the honour, th J 
chaiaifUr, and peih tps the exifteoce of Chcl 
ciMi.iiry, liiul the regard that (hoiild be paiw 
to the welfare of pofterity. Whatever ru-' 
iTuiur or luipicion may fnggeft, he was net 
picpAied to fay whether this circumrtance 
was oKjnt fi-ms another qinrier (the L^rds) 
for rhe piirpofc of inieriupiing or dertroymg 
a f*n'fecution which the people of Great 
Bntau:, by means of thcii Reprefentatives, 
had thouglit it their duty to inftitute. But 
flicntd inch an intention be attempted to bft 
carried into ert'cdl, he would ednfiderthe lio4 
pour, the pr vdeges, and the exiRence of thi 
Houle of Commons, and their importance il 
the fcale of Legiflation, to be for ever ani 
nii.ilaieo. 

It was not his inreniion to fay more upon 
this fubjedt nc prcfi*nr, hut to apply for in« 
formation to the Sp laker, who w.ts in fo 
great a degree rhe repoht jiy of the privilege! 
and jndf'ptnderice of rhe Honfe, and whof« 
opinion, befides his high fituaiion, raurt be qk‘ 
grcut weigtn, from h>y pcrional ^juahties as 
mm, 10 kno.v whi il’.er the pioceedij^i 
thy Houffcof Comm ons in 'he cafe of ChcJhr^.. 
pcachmcnl of Mr. Hastings was to be 
hy any arr iiigemenCj fit lime made by 
ch It i» ihunal hefene which they had carried iu 
IV'f' S.juike:* fexprellcd his fatisfailion at 
h.ivi.;g;<i, oppuiinnity of dccbruig fully, and 
in rhe molt ’wqu. ljfied manner, tint the difi4 
foiwrinn of u Pari, imeni ( ij'ild not, 
Copflitutirm of G'eut Bniant, diffolve yl... 
fa.v.o Cims its m.;afarc;-, or nffr’dl4u|iny ».«*- 
gree the coriiUidl of .n In.rji^ent in 
which they were diipofcd to'p^^ed. He 
hinted at :lic (.ime time aft opirtrw'u, that tjie 
opinions or conduct 01 Hi,iife were 

not adverle to rtiPir renew mg pructeding:: on 
that fuhjedl ; thnuld ii I.owever ho othci wifn, 
it would uncpiettionably hficomo riie fubje^l 
of very terious atcentiun in that ilouftf. 

fi Me 
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Mr. Pitt was not forry that the fuhj»:a 
fhould have been mentioned ; for (hooM the 
fafpicMins ftated by Mr. Burke be realifed, 
the Houfe mull conftder its privileges to be 
very grievoufly uivaded. He could not, 
however, think th.it the otlier H mfe had 
Chat in contemplation ; and, as there was no 
other ground than fu'picum, nonce (houUI lie 
given of the time on winch a motion of liech 
Confequeiice ilieuld, it at all neccirary, be 
made. 

Mr. Burke faid, he was ready to propofe 
his opinions .uid a Motiou on the lubject 
immediately ; bu? as pioceediogsmay in fome 
cafes be taken too late, fo in others they may 
he prerpatuie* fliould theiefoie wait to 

fee whether the rumour was well founded, 
and if fo, give notice of a Motion. 

^ Tvesoay, December 9. 

Mr. Burkecalled the attention of the Houfe 
to a fubjeft of the moA fenbus and impoitant 
•nature, upon which he was about to make a 
propofal for firnre proceedings. — riiat he 
alluded to the irapeochment of Mr. Huft- 
ings was obvious j and the proceedings he 
fhonld piopofe weie wlwt he conceived would 
beft anfwer the ends of public juftice, as 
well as tlie national honour of this kingdom ; 
and he could aCfert that, if the Houfe confi- 
dered his propofal as ncceffaiy to jullicc, and 
the purpofes for which it was intended, he 
Kvas certain, that it would be adhered to with 
Ke firineft refoliuioa, ^nd inoft Heady per- 
Kverance. He had mentioned public j'dtice ; 
K>ut what was even of much moi e couictjuence 
than public jufticc, the vital principles of the 
cenftitution, the fundamental laws, Ihc 
» ufage of ParliamcBt, and the moft valuable 
^ rights and privileges of that Houfe, which 
^'^bught to be held in Che dcareH and moft in- 
cftimablc light by every lover of his country, 
were deeply involved in the fuhjcil, upon the 
inanagcmcnt and moft ample t lamination of 
which he was now to offer his opinion. In 
doing this, he muft recur to the annals of for- 
mer times for precedent, and confider and 
compare what was then pr^ilifed, with w hat 
it was now moft wife and expedient to adopt. 
The time which h« cLofe to deduce his ex- 
ample and his pfocfxding from, was of all 
Others the beft ad.ipieu tor example and for 
pradtice. It wss a time when the laws 
andufages of Parhameut w. re perfeaiy under- 
flood, and a time when ab vc all others the 
Rights and Privileges of the Houfe of Com- 
fifCfO fully difeufled, boldly afferted, and 
completely maintained and fettled ; this pc- 
riod was in 1678 ; and he would ftate to the 
Houfe the proceedings then followed upon the 
imoMdiiiMM of th« Lords War^d, flela-. 
ftt'oiKHl ' 

^ bowever* on wl^ be meauc to (a, tb. 
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principal llrefs, was that of Lord BanhjTf 
which w.is as much in point at prefenC as any. 
cafe could be, and periedlly an* logons in it^ 
circdmftances, as far as related to the effeiSl 
of a diffolution of Parliament^ while a trial 
by impeachment was pending.— Mr. Burke 
here read the vote of the Houfe of Commons 
io 1678 upon Lord Danhy's impeachment, 
w'.iich had been interrupted by a diffoluCiori 
of Parliament, and was continued by tl^s 
voce, w\iicli he meant to lake as a precedent 
and example m coiidu£litig the future pro- 
ceedings 1 dative to the trial ef Warren Haft- 
ings. The vote was, “ That a Committee o( 
this Houfe he appointed to examine andtak^ 
into confideration the proceedings of the laftt 
Sellion of the Ir.ft Parliament, and ihqt tbe!faid 
Committee do report tuthisHoufe to-morrow.** 
Mr. Burke faid, he did not me.an that any 
Committee (hould be appointed to examine 
all the tranfadlioiis of the laft Seffion of the laf^ 
Parliament ; but as far as reluted to the trial of 
Mr. Haftings, he meant to make this vote hisdU 
redtion j and, confidpring the magnitude and the 
importance of the fubje61,ihe fii muefs and pre- 
ciAoii that ought to mark the determination of 
the Houfe upon it, and the feiious conle- 
quences that muft follow that determination, 
he thought it pioper to give timely notice of 
his intention ; for liiough there was a full 
Houfe now, heezpedteda much fuller foon ^ 
and full indeed he wifhed it to be, when fq 
great a quellion was to be difeuffed. He then 
moved, That on to-morrow fe'nnight this 
Houfe dorefolve iifelf into a Committee of the 
whole Houfe, to take into confideration tl^ 
ftate in which the Impeachment of Warren 
Haftingsf^'fq. late Governor General of Bengal, 
was left ay he dilfolution of the laft Parliament.*! 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer- rofe, andj 
expreffed his readincC to concur In the motionl 
made by the Right Hon. Gentleman, becaufl 
it was fo properly and cautiouffy worded as tJ 
merit his entiie approbation; he lil^wKlR 
conceived tiie motion to be abfolutely neceffary,, 
and ihuC it would produce a moftferions ahett 
ample difcuffion, and a folid and unalteralffq 
determination upon one of the greateft points' 
chat could C(;me before that Houfe. What 
particularly pleafed him in the motion was, 
that it went euLii*e'7 to the dcfired purpofe of, 
deciding upon the general queftion, if there 
could be any doubis upon it, fur he h.'^d none, 
concerning the laws and ufage of Parliament 
with regafd to Impeachments, witlx>ut lymR 
down thofe who might expretstneiropiniuubg^ 
either fide, or who might eACertain doubts 
to jiuy acquiefccnce in Che proc^ings that 
be propolcd or adopted in any particular tM 
peachmeiic, both in language' anid feafoatifl||V 

Mr. Pitt ftrengthened the Arguments aS 

opinipn of Mr. Burko. ao4 Was panieulawi[ 
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ikA^efal to*keep the genial queftton perfe^ly 
fliftinA from any particular cafe { he expref- 
fed hit own fcmimeots to be quite decided 
and clear from doubts j and he would, wh«i ^le 
proper time carge, ronke tliem known to the 
Houfe. He approved much of the notice that 
had been given ; and, whatever doubts any 
Gentleman might have upon a fubjedl of fo 
|[reat importance, he thought the Houfe was 
always entitled to have due notice before any 
hiotiqn, that could tend to bring bn ‘la ferious 
difcuflTioni was made. 

Mr. Baflard faid, that before fuch a motion 
had been made, in his opinion, another might 
have been adopted, which would entirely 
preclude the neceflity of that propofed by the 
CtigliC Honourable Gentleman. It went, he 
faid, to bring on, to be fure, a very ferious 
and perhaps dangerous difcufllon, which 
might create diiputes that ought to be avoided, 
and chat he could not fee any neceflity to pro- 
voke. His way would be, to (idle a different 
motion, that certainly ought to come on lirff, 
becaufe upon the refult of his motion de- 
pended the neceflity, or otherwife, of the 
Right Honourable Gentleman’s. It was, 
Chat the Houfe Ihould confider whether they 
ought to go on with the impeacliment of Mr. 
Haftings or not, and by determining on this 
queflion at once, they would either give it 
up, or then it would be time enough to con- 
llder of future proceedings. He faid, he was 
particularly averfe to any proceeding that might 
occafion thofe dangerous difputes which lie 
had alluded to, and which he thought might 
^be very fatal in their confequcnces, and at tbe 
fame time virere eafily to be avoided, by taking 
a direct queflion upon the fubjedt, and not an 
abflradt one that could lead to difigreemenc, 
whatever opinions might be given upon it. 
Mr. Baftard followed this idea for feme time, 
when he fat down. 

Mr. Pitt rofe a fecond time, and flrongly 
enforced what he had before obferved { he was 
much againR the idea (farted by the Hon. 
Gentleman, thar the motion was an abftradf 
queffion ; he confidered it as one of (he great- 
eft that had been ever brought forward in that 
Houfe, and that it involved in the difeuflion 
nnd determination matters of the greateft 
weight, as whatever might be the opinion 
of any Gentleman in particular cafes, that had 
nothing to do with this intereftiiig general 
point ; and whatever determination the Houfe 
came to upon it, and he could not believe that 
there could beany difficulty about that deter- 
mination, it muft be a folid, firm, and unal- 
terable decifion, that is, not only to he entered 
into, but adhered to in the ftriAefl and mo(t 
foleron manner, as a fixed and edablifhedlaw 
of Parliament, that had been deliberately cun- 
fidered and fully difeuffed, and that they had 
determinedand pledged themfelves to abide by. 


i 3 

Mr. Bayard i!lill argued gl before, but fnid# 
that with regard to the effeS of a dilTolutioa 
of Parliament upon afi impeachment, he be- 
lieved, as well as thofe Gentlemen who had 
fpoken before, that there was not .a doubt in 
that Houfe ; however, he did the lefs fee 
any neceility for the^Right Hon. Gentleman^s 
motion. He was and always would beagainft 
Rrong refulutiotis and determinations of that 
Houfe, that were likely to promote difputes, 
and coUid not perhaps be followed up .* for his 
part, if he at any time agreed with the Houfe 
in fuch proceedings, it would be witli a fixed 
determination to keep Co them, and not going 
into them merely for the fake of difeuffing an 
abfiradl queflion en thefe proceedings, which 
they might afterwards find they could noC 
abide by. 

Mr. Mitford feemed to agree with thelalt 
rpe.iker, and refled his argument upon tbe im* 
propriety of referring new Members to th« 
proceedings of lad Parliament, who be 
thought were no ways bound to know whaC 
had happened in that Houfe, when tliey were 
not Members of it. 

Mr. Burke wifhed to give every infoima* 
tion that could be wanted ; and as thofe Gentle- 
men had been alluded to who were new 
Members, he meant to move, that the two 
lad Refolutions of the lad Parliament might 
be read $ which would (hew, in the firft, 
their defire, as fpeedily as poffible, to bring 
tbe obj66ls in view by the impeachment td 
determination agreeable to found judgem^ 
and impartial judice : and in the fei 
their firm and Ready refolution to follow i _ 
that impeachment till the ends of national 
honour and fubdantUl judice were fully fa« 
tisfied. He then adverted to what Mr. 
Badard had faid about the ahdradt quedion, 
and forming Refoluiionsjipon difeuflion that 
they might afterwards recede from. He faid, 
that a general judgement mud be had in all 
cafes, before any particular point could bo 
decided upon ; and he alfured the Hon. Gen- 
tleman that there was no meaning on h'!s 
part, nor he thought on any part of tlic Houfe, 
to bring on difcuiTions for the purpnfe of cre- 
ating difputes, or of|framing Refolutions that, 
if once fandlioned by the wifdom and autho^ 
rity of that Houfe, they would ever recede 
from 5 he knew it to be otherwife, and that 
they would be mod folcmnly ‘;^d dridlly 
adhered to. 

Mr. Burke was going to move, That the 
Refolutions of lad Parliament be read, when 

Mr. Pox got up, and did not mean to op- 
pofe reading thofe papers, but rofe in confe- 
quence of what had fallen from an Hon. Gen- 
tleman refpedling the ignorance of new Mem- 
bers on fubjedls difeufled in fbytirr Parlia- 
ments. He faid, it was underRood that every 
Coglithmao is to be acqiiaioted with the lawt 
Ba of 
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ef Parliament as much as with the laws of 
the land. If he had never been in Farliamtent 
in his life 'time) he woiHd have thought it his 
duty CO know, and ic certainly was the duty 
of evet7 Bricilh<fubjedl to know, the laws 
and the voces of Parliament, which were and 
ought to be as fully promulgated as any laws 
whatever. 

Mr, Mitford faid a few words in expla- 
nation. 

Mr. Pitt faw no neceiFiiy for re.uling the 
RefoluCions, and wiQicd to be clearly um'er- 
ftood when he meiuiontd that the ohje.'h of 
this motion were to dcteritniie, in the moft 
folemn manner, upon the gener:»l qneliiun : 
tielikewife faid, that he Jid notconfider that 
determination as anyway conneiied with a re - 
folution either ui cairy r>n or give up the parti- 
cular trial alliuled to ; or, if loch a thing could 
poffibly be imagined, as that the trial was de- 
termined by the diffolution of the \Mi Parlia- 
ment, he had faid noth ng of how it was to 
be revived ; he avoided all difeuflion of that 
kind, though he repeated that he did not think 
A donbe could cxift upon the fuhjeiSl. 

The Rcfolulions weie read by the Cleik ; 
after which Mr. Burke made a few more ob- 
servations, and his motion w js put and carried 
nnanimouBy. 

Adjourned. 

Fridav, December 17. 

The order of the Hay leaving been read, 

That the Houferefolve ufclf 1 ito aCoromit- 
tee of the whole Hoiift*, to i..ke uito confi- 
deration the State of the Impeachment of 
AVarren Haftmgs, Efq.” 

Mr. Burke faid, he conlJ not fee any 
grounds for refirtlng a motio . for the Speak- 
er to leave the chair, and n*oved it accor- 
dingly. 

Mr. Baftard rofe to oppofe the motion, 
which Gentlemen would nil rca>lle.'=l they 
had been given to uiidcrft.md wns diredec! to 
two purpofes: Firft, todecl.rc the Right of 
that Houfe to proceed in the Impeachment j 
Secondly, to decuse whether the Houfe were 
willing to exercile the right and perfevere in 
tlieprofccution. His reafon for oppofiiig the 
Speaker’s leaving the cl 1 ii, Mr. BaRard (aid, 
was, (hat he had r.itlier the queftion in 
Jhc firft inft Slice than give an inch ‘if ground 
up to a matti i that be did imt :i, piove. He 
did not cvMiccive tint ihe 1^ ir'liilinn of the 
Parliament atfeMcit thr nglit of the Com-* 
mons of Eng.l..iui i‘> J.nfiirm the Impeach- 
luentt he could n> » incgine llieiefort why 
Itwi Queflion wts lied f .r, or thougl.t n«- 
ceiraryiolHi ‘g utto. If the Hcnfc rtionid 
deem it oec«lfai y U' that abftraa quell ion 
on their Journals, he hop-d ihty ivotild per- 
t^yr n »n it aO the I'ft. I«v taic tlic Houfe of 
(ball Ueoy flui right, Ihtjf mightjppt-al 


to the people. If he carried his motion^ he 
meant afterwards to move that Mr. HaR.ng^i 
trial be put off till that day fix months. The 
prefant Pailiament, being a new one, would 
do well to profit by the proceedings of the 
foi mer. They would do well to paufe be- 
fore they confenled to adopt an impeach- 
ment to ivhich, but from report, they muft 
be utter (IrangerR. Let them look into tho 
journal , and they would find falfehoods in 
tlie Rcfolulions of the lad Pariiarnenc j tli y 
would find .Refolutions of one day directly 
contradicting the Refoluttons of anotlicr. h irlt, 
when it was refolvcd to impeach Mr. Haft- 
ing.^, India had been repreleiiCeU as a defert, 
governed upon a corrupt and risinous fyftem, 
which mult necelTirily foon bring on its de- 
ftru^tion. Aker wards, when another object 
was in view, they liad reiulved that India 
'W.'.s in a molt fiounfliing Rate. He confelfed, 
Mr. Rdtard faid, that he had been one of 
thole who voted for the impeachment of 
Mr. Haltings ; but he had given his vote un- 
der thccxpeitaiion that Mr. H iftings»s (yflenx 
of government had been to be done away, 
and a very different fyftem eftablithed in its 
Read. Hut had that been the cafe ? Mull 
certainly not. 'I'he Board of Controul, he 
found, fsndtioned the old fyftem, and con- 
firnied all Mr. Haftings’s meafures. On 
th.ir account, and becaufe he could not re- 
concile fuch concradidtions, he letradled hig 
opinion, and repented that he had been de- 
ceived into fupporting the impeachment. He 
could not look at the impeachment, and for- 
get certain ccnftltuiional principles that wer^i 
impianred in his bread. He recolledled, thaC 
one article of the Great Chai ler of our freedom 
was^ that no Englifhman fliould have excef- 
five fines impofed on him, nor fliould any 
roanundcigo cruel and unheard of punifh- 
ment, be his crime ever fo great j and a 
Rie.it point was, that every man who was 
acciifed (hould liave the molt fpeedy means 
aflntdeci timi of acquittal or condemnanon. 
Ti.ele principles had been all giofly violated 
in the c.^fe of Mr. Hadings. He had been 
for three years tugethei expofed to the eyes of 
hi> fellow-fuljedls as the greitcli villain in 
the woild; comparing the length of time 
thai it would take to go ihr«>ugh the re* 
mainder of the Arcicles, it wonid be cne-and* 
twenty years before Mr, IfaRings could be 
put upon his defence i and, allowing the fame 
time as hisaccufers had taken, forty -two years 
would elapfe befuie they would havo got to 
that period, and then thcie would be .1 reply 
from the Managers of a few years more, be^ 
fore the Lords could conclude the whole and 
give judgment. Let Gentlemen confid«r 
wtnt mutt he the feelings of a man who 
(uuad himieU accufedand hfildup by fo high 



c s 1 


an authority as th<')t Houfe, to public execra- 
tion as Che greateft villain on earth, wiihouC a 
profpedl of an opportunity of clearing himfelf j 
ft>r where was the profpedl of ins having*that 
opportunity, comiud^ed as the trial had been > 
If therefore the impeachiiienc were continu- 
ed, it could not but upeiate as (he moft cruel 
and unheard of torcui u. Mr. Hallard complain- 
ed of the manner in which the Charges had 
been prepired and earned up to the bar of 
' the Iloufc of Lords : voted one d ly, brought 
in the next, adopted almoft without reading, 
and hurried away to the Lord.-. Several of 
them were ad^ually never re.id to the Houfe. 
Could then a new Parliament take upon thein- 
lelves to go on with the impeachment ? 
Should tliey, Mr. Ballaid (aid, reject the 
impeachment, Mr. Haftings would in cou- 
lequcncc have the oppofiir n of one Hviufe 
of Commons againlt tlie conduct of tlic other, 
together with Ciie approbation of his employ- 
ers, and of the former Houle of Commons 
as far as their Refolutions went. When the 
power of Che Houfe, inftead uf being the pi Q. 
teClor of innocence, was made the Cei ror of the 
accufed, Mr. Bifltard faid, away with inch a 
fyltem of juBice j he would have nothing to 
do with it. The Court, he ohferved, had 
undergone a change of no lefs than forty by 
death. He mentioned tlie advantage the pro- 
fecutors had in bringing forw.iid iheir Wit- 
nelTes, whereas by the coiirfe of Natm c many 
of them might drop off before Mr. Hadings 
could be put on his defence It had been 
faid, Chat the impenchmenc ought to be piu- 
%.4:ceded in for the honour of the laft Houle of 
Commons. Mr. Badard faid, he thought but 
little of their honour who had dealt in fuch 
grofs contradictions. The objeCt of all pu- 
nidimenc was the prevention of crimes } but 
the dropping of the impeachment, he obferved, 
could not be amended with any ill confe- 
quences, becaufe, another mode of judicature 
• having been inltiiuted, what had happened 
could not happen again. He complained of 
the impropriety of lending the weight of that 
Houfe to cru^ an individual ; there were 
thofe, he faid, who wifhed the trial at auend 
who would vote for the qnedion, if mixed 
^ up in the privilege? of the Houle, They had 
no right therefore to cake Mr. Hayings to 
their aid. Impeachments, he obferved, had 
received a deep wound, and requu^d'che 
balm of moderation to be poured in to 
heal it. Mr. Ballard made a few more ob- 
fervations, and concluded with oppufiug 
the Speaker's leaving the chair. 

Colonel Macleod, after declaring chat he rofe 
to fecond the motion, faid lomeching fo per- 
fonal to Mr. Burke, that he was called to 
torder, and informed from the Chair, chat per* 
ibiial rclleClions on any Member uot 


allowed. The Colonel apologized to the 
Houfe, and faid, he ^^ilhed not te be difor- 
deriy, but though no man admired the abili. 
ties and the virtues of the Right Hon. Gen- 
tleman more than he did, after what had 
paiTcd rcfpeCling Mr. Haftings, he im.»g''ned 
he had not gone too far. Tiie Right Hon. 
Gentleman had now artfully and lufidioufly 
avoided hringtng forward any arguments for 
his motion, and thereby left the oppufition :o 
it to be made by iiiiticipation. Heconfidered 
the prefent as an attempt to make ufeof the 
privileges of the Houfj to deflroy Mr. Hafl- 
ifigs. The Colonel agreed that the ditrolution 
of the lafl Parliament did not abate the Im- 
peachment. To give up the rights of that 
Houfe would be to put it in the power of a had 
Monaich to impciie the courfe of juBtce, and 
pui a period lo tl e jull pnifecutiun of anyState 
culpntj w'c ceitaiulyhad not that to dread 
m»rn our mild Soveieign, but a Charles the 
F irll or a James the Second might reign here- 
after, and therefore they could pot be cqo 
jealous of their nglus and privileges. But he 
aiked, Was the Houfe of Commons under the 
neccflity of fciz'ng on a prior individual, to 
affid them ia alFerting their privileges ? The 
Houfe might, uitliout that, go into a Conn* 
miccee after the Impenrhment was difpoled 
of, and liold a conference with the Lords oa 
the Quedion of Right ; at any rate, Judice, 
Honour, and Humanity, forbad the pro* 
ceedings they wiilied to go into. They 
ought not CO dig the foundation of their pri- 
vileges in the bowels of a fellow -citizen; 
and if they f.ud they were bound by the Re» 
folurions of the lad Parliament, they voted 
ihemfelves the Parirnment in effedl. 

Could they not fuppofe Mr. Hadings to have 
died that evening of an apoplexy ^ Why not 
take up their nghr feparatcly from any con- 
nexion They ought tioc to tollow the ad- 
vice of the Right Hon. Gvntluman; Edmund 
Buike was condicucionally de^d, chough 
aiive; Edmund Burke died with die Hit 
Parliament 5 and for a new Houfe of Com- 
mons to think they were bound to follow the 
path that Right Hon. Gentleman had 
taught the Jad Parliament to tread, would be 
jud as abfurd as if he weie to meet a young 
man in the ftrett, who were to fay, “ Sir, 
your father knocKCd my lather down, and 
run him through 1 he body. Pray, Sir, knock 
me down, and tun me through the bo.Jy, 
that 1 may be entitled to iny r^ytnge.'* The 
Colonel then laid, he wiihcd particularly Co 
implore tlicarunrion of the Houie to what 
hefhuuid now odcr.He had had the honour to 
ferve in India < uring the late veiy adive 
war ; and ihcie w^s no part of India which i.c 
had not vifited. He iherelorc trudrd the Hr uft 
would coneci VC him cobL- a competent evi- 
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denceeh ttiemoft material parUV the Arti- 
cles voted by the late ^ouib of CiNiimons ; 
•nd he aflfured the Houfe^ upon the word of 
« foldier and a gentleman, that he never faw 
Mr* Haftings till, to his furprize, he favV 
him appear as a culprit in Weftminfter Hall { 
that lie never had correfponded wltli him in in*- 
diaj tliat he never ,dire6tly or indiredtly, receiv- 
ed the flighted favour from him ; but juilice 
and truth demanded fiom him that teftimony, 
which he would deliver on his confcicnce and 
upon his honour. The Colonel then faid, 
that he had commanded an army in the late 
war on the Malabar Coail ; that fince the 
Peace he had held many and long converfa- 
tions with Tippoo Sultan on the charadlers 
of the difl^rent peifons who had filled high 
ftacions in India; he had often fat up with 
him all night in his tent, and been treated by 
him with the greatefl familiarity ; that this 
Prince, whofe abilities and penetration no 
man couU^irputo, had invariably fpolttin of 
Mr. Haftingl^ in the warmed terms of refpetfl, 
though he deferibed him as tiic greatell ene- 
my he had in the world, having by the afTifl- 
ance he afforded to the Carnatic and Bombay 
during the war enabled thofe Prefidencies 
ID Aop the progrefs of his arms ; that the 
fame fentiments were entertained by the 
principal men of his Court ; that he had been 
all through the Carnatic on Ills way to Bengal, 
and he could alTure the Houfe, that every per- 
(bn he converfed with gave him the fame cha- 
radler of Mr. HaAings ; that he arrived in 
Berigal about three months after Mr. Hafi. 
Ingi; bad lefr it, and travelled through that 
kiK/dom, Bahar, and Benares ; that he had 
bein much in Oude, at the Court ofDelily, 
and with Madajee Sindia in the Maluatra 
country, ahd he declared, upon his hone ur, 
in the moft folemn manner, that he never 
converfed with any one man, of any one 
rank throughout thefc extenfi vckingdoms,who 
did nqt fpeak of Mr. Haftings in the warmelt 
terms of afFe£kicn and regard. He implored 
the Houfe to attend to what he fhould now 
ttaic, and to give him credit for his fincerity, 
for he could not have any intereA in mifleading 
them. He did then foiemnly affure iliem, that 
the countries under Mr. Haf\jngs’s admi ni- 
tration, he meant Bengal, Bahar, and Be- 
nares, were beyond all comparifon the fineA 
Aonrifhing countries in India, in regard to 
population, agriculture, and the happinefs 
and fecurity of the people ; that the next 
molt flouriAiing country was Oude, where 
Mr. Haftings had an influence ; and (hat the 
fountries under the native Princes, 
incdanaor Hindoos, were in a very inferior 
degree indeed of profperity. All the ar- 
Ifengwnents, the Colonel faid, were thofe of 
Mr* HaAings f wliattver he few was the 


. dfodi of Ms riirafufes } and he ^rbngiy af- 
firmed, that the fame fyAems had been con- 
tinued by Sir John Maepherfon and Lonl 
Coftiwallisi the former was, he faid, hia 
moA intimate friend; and to the latter, 
whom he beheld with flliat regard, Ue 
was under infinite obligations. He would noft 
fay, th.it the country under them was not in 
a progreflive AatC of improvement; Un- 
doubtedly it was ; but it did not detra^ 
from their great merit to fay, they followed 
piccifHy the plans of Mr. HaAings. Cer- 
tainly they did — he knew it to be a fa£l, 
“How tlien,”faid the Colonel, «‘was I furpriz- 
ed to read, on my return to England, Arti- 
cles piefented by the late Houlb of Commons, 
attacking the whole fyAem of Mr. HaAings, 
foreign and domeAic, and Aating, 4hat the 
countries under his Government were defo- 
lated and ruined ?** The fallacy and falfehood 
of thefc affertions he well knew, and if that 
Houfe would believe him upon his honour, 
as a foldier and a gentleman, they could not 
adopt what the lalt Parliament had voted. 
Added to this, he knew that Mr. HaAings 
was the Saviour of India during the late war^ 
while lofs of Empire and misfortune had at- 
tended Great Britain in other parts of the 
world, [ The Houfe feemed to pay very 
particular attention to this part of his 
fpeech.] He then entered into a defence of 
the Company's fervice, which he did, hefaid, 
from juAice, not from peifonal regard, for 
he had been very ill ufed by the Company's 
fervants, from the mere ciicumAance of his 
being a King's Oflicer, and enjoying a coi^ 
iiderable command. He faid, they were be- 
loved by the natives; anr: if wc ever Aiould 
be driven into the Tea, which fomc had cha- 
ritably wilhed we ic^ight, it would be a 
nioA unfortunate day indeed for that coun- 
try. The Colonel ag^in, in the moA folemn 
manner, difclaimed all perfonal motives ; 
fpoke highly of the Adminiltration, but 
hoped this was not to be confidered as a 
party queAion, and that the infoimation the 
Houfe poflefll'd would induce them to aban- 
don Articles which were void of foundation. 

Mr. lolins diflered much on the piinciples 
of the ConAitntion from the two Hon. Gen- 
tlemen. He laid, with regard to Mr. Haf- 
tings, he did not know the roan, he only 
knew him to be a State delinquent, and be 
hoped the juAice of his country would foon 
overtake him. InAead of employing his 
ii/t/e capital in building houfes, planting 
Aiiubberier, laying out gardens in Che moft 
extravagant and expenfive manner, and form- 
ing a Irene of Aflatic luxuiy and fpteodour 
in the heart of an EngliAi country, it would 
liavd belter become him to confider himfeil 
as a culprit and to have demeaned himfelf 
accordingly. 
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9^o|:dingly. The tender oiercies of Mr. 
Hadings's t^rlends, Mr. Johns faid> were 
cruelty and feyerity. By putting a (lop to the 
^mpeachmenti as they wifhed to do, jhey 
would leave him half accufed, half innocent, 
half guilty, half execrated. The right of Im- 
peachment, Mr. Johns faid, was the fafe- 
guard of the people, and that Hoafe ought 
to fupport the rights of the Commons of 
England, and r-ot fuff^r them to be done 
away by a dde wind, or l^ladpd by a difTulu- 
tion. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer^ in a 
fpeech fraught with the greateft perfpicuity, 
cleared the w^^y for going into the Conimiuee. 
He faul, he rqfe to fpeak a few words, not 
to the merits of the arguments of tlie Hon. 
Gentlemen, but to the order of their pto- 
ceeding. A motion had been made for the 
Speaker to leave the chair. Th.it he found 
oppofed by two Hon. Gentlemen who wi(hed 
Fo put an cud to the trial, though they both 
allow'ed the Right of the Houfe to go on with 
the Impeachment, and faid there could be no 
call to doubt it ; whereas the very thing the 
Hon. Gentlemen propofed would throw a 
doubt upon it, and yet would not effeAually 
put an end to the trial. There could not, 
Mr. Pitt faid, be two more diftindl quedions 
than they were ; the one, the Qjielhon of 
iRight { the other, the Q^ueRion of Difcretion ^ 
or whether, the Right having been fird re- 
fulved, the Houfe were wilMng to carry it 
into execution .tad effeA ? One of the Hon. 
Gentlemen had been fo good as to favour 
f them with an admonition, and to beg chat it 
nuglit not be confidered as a Party QiieRion. 
So did he. The fubje^l related not to any 
party confideiation, neither hod it any thing 
to do with Mr. HaClings, his merits nor his 
crimes ; he begged therefore it iTiigl;t not be 
made a perfonal quellion by chat Gentleman's 
friends and advocates. It related to the per- 
manent principles of the Conflitution, and 
ought to cake the lead of every other conft- 
deration. The two Hon. Gentlemen, Mr. 
. Pitt obferved, wifhed chat the S|>eaker might 
nut leave the cliair, and were del'irous of put- 
ting an end to the Im^Ksachmeiic. What 
cfMt would that have on the conflicuciooal 
uueflion ? Could they conceal from poflerity 
Sie re.ifons for which they did fo, what fort 
Qf an appearance would it have, if they ear- 
ned the matter as they defired ? One third 
would vote for it becaufe they thought they 
iiad right, another third becaufe they thought 
they had no right, and the other third be- 
caufe they did not with the trial to proceed. 
l*hus would it be a complicated queflion, and 
though one of the Honourable Gentlemen ar- 
againlit an ab(lra6t queltion, he would 
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in fa£l have taken the only means of makinif 
the Quedion of Right, which he propofed tq 
put after putting an end to the Imiieachroent, 
purely ab(lra£l. Some Gentlemen, Mr. Pitt 
faid, wiflied to put an end to the Impeachment 
as cruel tq Mr. Hillings : Mr, HailmgS'S 
hardthips were no reafons againll the S[)eak- 
er's leaving the chair ; but rather for it. I£ 
the Speaker did not leave the chair, wliaC 
fort of an acquittal would tliac be, comparei) 
to the Speaker’s leaving the chair? in which 
ca^c, Ihuultl the Qne/hon of Diferetiun be ne« 
gatived, Mr. Hallings would then Hand ac- 
quitted by the Impeachment dropping afcc|: 
they had been allowed an opportunity of en- 
quiring into the reafons for pioceedingor not* 
If the Gentlemen fenous, and thought 
they could obtain a majoi ity of voces, they 
ought to do fo upon a deliberate enquiry^ 
which could only he gone into by fullering 
the Speaker to leave the chair, and not, by 

ings neither gu lty nor innocent. Mr. Pitt 
therefore faid, he hoped the Gentlemen, for 
the fake of their own objedl, would agreo 
with the motion for the Speakei’s leaving tho 
chair. 

Mr. Badard rofe to explain, and complaiiu 
ed of having been mifrepre fenced* 

Lord William Rulfel faid, there would bo 
danger to the Rights and Privileges of Parlia- 
ment, and to tile coiillitiuion itfelf, if tho 
Impeachment was not fullered to procoeJ. 

Mr. Cator rofe next, and was upon his 
legs a confiderable time. 

Sir William Yonge faid, if he had wanted 
any ground for oppufing the Speaker's leav- 
ing the chair, the Noble Lord under Che 
gallci y, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer^ 
had given him cunllitutional grouiid for dif- 
fencing fiom the Right Hon. Gcntlemaii’a 
motion. Without arguing whether Che dtlib- 
lution did oi did not abate the Impeacliraenc^ 
he declared he was againfl agitating Che quef- 
Cion, and for chat rcalon flnould oppofe the 
Speaker’s leaving the chan*. There were^ 
Sir William obferved, near 170 Members oC 
the piefent Parliament who did not fit in the 
lall; were they ready, he alked, to be 
bound by th^.efulutions of the former Par- 
liament, or would they fuller themfelvei Co 
be fh.ickled by ttie Acts of the lafl Houfe o£ 
Commons ? There were many reafons, Sir 
William declared, that operated in his mind 
againtt going on with the Impeachment : lirR, 
the notoriety of an Englilhman’s having been 
three years on his trial, and not having had an 
opportunity of making his defence yet 1 (hat 
was fuflicienc for him to rejefl the Impeach- 
meac. it was worfe tlvin the levcrelt fen- 
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fence. He faid, he fnw no analogy between 
the lubfitlffncG of this righ t of Impeach - 
tnent and the perman^fnc foundation of the 
Conftiiution. But if there was no oihcnea- 
fon for rcfufing, let the Howftj im.lleft th.‘t 
Mr, Haftiiigs's tribunal was charjged in fe- 
veral of its moft pi eminent fearurt s j many 
of his Judges Were dead, and fevcral of his 
acculers adfually become his Judges: upon 
thefe and feveral other accounts, St Wil- 
liam faid, he Ihould oppufe the Speaker’s 
leaving the chair. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, 
thofe Gentlemen who had expreilt’d fo much 
difinclinatiori to preceed with the Impeach- 
ment might confcientionfly d.ifcliarge what 
they ll’onght their duty by moving, when- 
ever rli' y pleafed, in the C<'<mmittee, that 
Che Chairman leave* he cliair. 

Mr. Fox faid, he (hould not trouble the 
Houfe long, as die hue of ptu<;e<'dipg had 
be. 
the 

th:it he thought no man could object to the 
Speaker’s leaving the chnr. Mr. Fox f.iid, 
he ftiould not then fjKak a m ord in favour of 
the ]>mfeciition, becai.fe if it were the moft 
iinjuft |H)lTildc, and tlic u'lidrrt ot tiie Ma- 
nagers had be?n the moft cu p iMe, tliat was 
no roafon agauift the Spe k rs ItMvmg the 
chair ; ncr whether the jmpcai I mu lU abated, 
for that might be co-.ilidrrrd lu flv; Com- 
lii'tr^-c ; and wheiher the two qih lhoos «%Tre 
atiftiacf prop ifiiionsywas a matter as little to 
the purpoft* then as any oth<-r iri'Ulfeient 
•thing, iiiicf tliat ciicumdanc‘- funulhed no 
argument agnaift the motion m.itic by his 
R ght Hon. Friend. Ifitfliould he the ge- 
neral opinion dial the Impeachment dues 
abate, or that there had been any culpable 
piOiCr liiig on the tn.ai, that ccii.unly rn»ghl 
be coi.fidered in the ('ommiuee alfo j the 
rerfon therefore forfo little being (aid by him 
then \v;.s, that chat was not the fit oppm- 
tUMily. 

The Solicitor Gencial (Sir John Scott) 
faid, befhuulo finally give his vo e as- the law 
ol the land and the piivileges of rhaC Houfe 
(hculd require. Sir John f.iid, ho tliought 
the Houfe fh'iuld a^t with great deliberation 
When they wcie fettling leges 

were; as Che bdTway to fecure their privi- 
leges was not by dint of power' to afferc 
what they might deem privileges againft the 
^aw ot the land. 

The itr.uigers were here defired to with- 
draw, and ihcg.^"'iiy was cleared, but the 
Houle did not MtiJe ; Mr, Buike’s Motion 
for the Speakvf's leaving the ciiair being 
carried. 

The Houfe hav.ng rcfolvsd itfelf into a 
Committee, Sii Fctjci BuucU in the chair. 



Mr. Burke rofe, and began a vyry lively 
and mafterly fpeech with one of the nioft 
plcafant and fanciful retorts on Colonel Mac- 
leod- we ever heard. When we had refumad 
our feat, Mr. Burke was faying the Houfe 
had heard arguments worthy of fuch a caufe 
from thofe who had endeavoured to critfh the 
Impeachment ; for his part, he knew not, after 
what was paft, how topuih his argument. His 
fate was fealed, bis doom anticipated, and 
they had heard that he was dead, and buried 
with the laft Parliament ; nay, his name had 
been placed over his grave to tell the world 
that Edmund Burke was gone for ever. Ha 
would tell the Hon Colonel, however, whufe 
merits as a gallant ollicer were well known 
in that Houfe, though Ins perfon was new to ^ 
them, that there was a Play, the feene of 
which was laid in the Colonel's own country, 
that faid, 

8 * the times have been 

That when the brains weie out the man 
would die, 

And there an end j but n''W ’hey rife again, 
With twenty mortal muiuers(>afche''^a'owns, 
And puAi us from our ftools.** 

And liere (faid Mr. Buike) Banrpiois again ^ 
his Gholt (hall always ftand up to maintain 
.111(1 alfei t the honour of the Houfe of Com- 
mons. When he was laid to be gone, he 
dt claied Clint the Hod. Gentleman had hut 
anticipated what would fhortly happen, and 
one ten times more vigorous, more able, but • 
more a^/tive, would then come to lultain the ^ 
honout of that Mouk, and the digxily of itlj 
privileges. The Honourable Gvntieni^a 
who bift dtclait.d lie would op^iofe thd 
Speaker's leaving th'.: chiiir, wiihnut advan- 
cing any one arguipcnr, had fpokeii vyith all 
the zCcd of a couveH, who condemned him- 
fvit merely that he mit'hi condemn others. 
He d:d not think, he faid, when the Hon. 
Gentleman put on a new fuic of clo.iths, chat 
he would fo (oon have appeared in the caft 
cloches of the laft Parlianieiit. The Hon. 
Gentleman who had faidniiey ought to give 
up the Impeachment without enquiry, he 
was a little furpnzed to fee arraying again 
thofe arguments that had been routed and 
drummed out of the regiment laft campaign, /i 
in order Co bring them to the attack again in 
the prefent. They had heard them again 
and again from an Honourable Gentle- 
roan, who, being the known fiiend of Mr. 
Haftings might be excuied for trying to make 
the moft of them ; but they cime v;i:h an ill 
grace from a Gentleman wlio had voted for 
the impeachment, and was a m.in of known 
virtuous ^independence of charadler. With 
regard to the other Hon. ’Gentleman, who 
had been a gteal traveller, and had told them 
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a tale, a kind of Arahxan EntfrtaM^ 

mtnty he owned he (hould have irked to have 
befn prelent at the Mttdo n ^iidrUght Convert 
futhn, which they had heard recited ? Hcimt 
did the Honourhle General addrefsTippoo ? 
D4 he fayi your name is Marcus Aurelius^ or 
any other great hero of antiquity, renowned 
for the mildnefs and liberality o' his charac- 
ter ? If he did, who would dare deny it ? He 
was fme he would not nc3w dare, Mr. Burke 
faid, if lie was iuTippoo's company; non Jtrtbrre 
t9ntra eum qui potrji piojcnbet e. It muft be 
a plenfjiu light, he thought, to behold an Eu- 
ropean General, Tippoo Saih, and one uf his 
MiiiilUis, engaged in a tent at midnight. It 
was but bad logick, however, to bring thete, 
that becaufe Tippoo Saib faid, in a midnight 
eonverfation, that Mr. Haflings was a good 
man, therefore the impeachment brought in 
the name of all the C'ummons of England 
ought to he put an end Lo ; it would ho 
much for Mr. Haftings’s honour for the trial 
to go cm, and for Colonel Macleod to be his 
witnefs j he might then ftate w'hat he knew 
in his favour before the Houfe uf Lords, 
who were to be his judges. Mr. Burke fol- 
lowed up this w'lth a variety of more ferious 
nbrervatioiis and arguments : he faid, be did 
not expert from gcnerofity and juftice the 
chai ge of oppreftion of Mr. HaClings on the 
fcore of lengthening out his trial ; no delay 
had been made by the Managers ; the Loids 
liad never imputed any ; their conduA was in 
the face of day ; tliey had often gone into C' 'Ut i 
with almost the w'hole Houfe, and the Spc.4k- 
sr at their head attending, and they li<id foroe- 
times flayed m ili± Court the whole d.<y,aiid 
witnelfed the Managers mode of proceeding. 
W^iCh regard to the length of time that the 
:nai would take to hnilh it, it never had 
lecn the intention of the Managers to go far- 
:her than the next article, the Charge re- 
ped^ing Contracts ; hut he mull fay, that any 
laidlhip that could be li. ted to h.we arifen 
rom the length of the tri?!, was owong to 
Mr. HaHings himfelf, who might, day after 
lay, have lightened himfelf of chat load of 
njury, <‘But no," faid Mr. Hadings, ‘‘I’ll 
lear all the charges hrd, and then I’ll make 
ny defence.” When his R'ght Hon. Friend 
[Mr. Fox) had clofed the Charge of Be- 
lares, Mr. Burke faid, an option was then 
iiade to Mr. Hallings, of going upon his 
leftnee, but he refufed ; he had himfelf Co 
dame therefore, and no one elfe. But the 
ion. Gentleman had faid, confounding Mr. 
iadings, and their Rights, formed a Com- 
dex quedion. Direful charge 1 Having 
leared the way, they propofed an ahdra^ 
[iiedion, enuphog with it its objeA and its 
xample, which was the only ufeful way of 
iropofing abdradl quedions. That they re- 
Fart lY. 
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ferred to a Committee of the whole Houfe^ 
of which they had four grand Committees a 
Conmiiltee of Privileges, a Cummittee of 
Jultice, a Committee of Trade, and a Com- 
mittee of Religion. That was the grand Com- 
mittee of Privileges and of Judice j and upon 
the fulled confideratiou, the refiilt had been 
to take the fubje^ up in that manner, asthert 
was no doubt m that Houfe as to the exid- 
cncc of their Privileges, nor an idea of their 
being iloub;ed by any other branch of the le. 
giflatir e. Indeed they propofed only what 
had been admitted five hundred years. Mr. 
Burke, after a few more obfervations,, faid, 
it was neverthclefs natural for them to enter- 
tain fome fmall j^aloufy of the Houfe of 
Lords' fileiice; and not to ha ve done fomething 
upon It, wf>uld have been to have connmiCted 
a fclf' murder on the honour of the 
Houfe. Bjfides, the Houfe of Lords 
p dfiUly expcdled they ftiould make Che 
Under that impreffion it 
was, tliat he had prepared the MDtiQn he 
meant lo conclude with moving. The Pre- 
cedent he had followed, had been that of the 
Earl of Danby’seafo in 1678. Mr. Burke af- 
figned his rcafons for this, and then burft into 
a moft animated eulogium on the glorious and 
facred rights and privileges which it was the 
duty of the Houfe of Commons never to 
ab.andon, and thereby put it in the power of a 
bad MinilUrtofnatch a State culprit out of 
the haiuis of juRice, but always to preferve 
them inviolate 5 and as thc7 been h..nded 
down from their aiiceftors, he hoped they 
would tranfmit them to polleiity. He de- 
clared, that in times of the mod turbulent 
Demociacy, there had been one way of 
bringing State criminals to jiiftice, and chat 
was certain, coultant, and immoveable, via. 
by Impeaclimenrs of the Houfe of Com- 
mons. In >'o place h.id ic been afferted, that 
the profeciitions of that Houfe had been aban* 
doued, and if they h.ul 10 way of preferving 
any coiiltitutional privilege for tlie publie 
gooif, they were bound not to fuffer any other 
Court whatever to do that, which they could 
do for ihemfelves j they wtie to keep firm 
to it, and not betray their truft. The Hon. 
Gentleman, Mi . Burke faid, feemed afraid of 
^^Imilll^he Houfe of Lords. He de- 

with the 

other Houfe. a 

conteft. But if they gave up their right for 
fear of having ic refifted, they would by and 
by have no right left. They muft not only 
bunt Hares and Partridges, but provoke the 
Tiger in his foreft. They who feared to af- 
ffit their rights would lofe their rights, and 
by fuch conuuift make that Houfe the Have 
of the Houfe uf Lords. ^Vhcncver a Houfe 
of Comment had perfifted in an Impeacbment^ 
C H 
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It had always fuccMded. He believed the according to *he L.iiir of Parliamen*p necef* 

yvifilumpf our confticucion would a(>p^!a^ tjie f<fnly confidered as a part of the L-iW of toe 

more it was examinad. The Houfoof Com- Land, the Impcarhmetic did not ab.ite in 

nions was not judicial, civil; or nmlitary, yet cetjiequence of a diirolutn^n of Parliament, 

it h.td all Functions, becaufe it had none-. U Mr, Addington reaft'iied upon each prece- 

vras the watch of the cQiiltitution, and C(»r- dent as he il/.ted them icfneflivelv. wnli 


redied its errors. Ucautiful m peifedJion, 
or fomething w^orth, the moment it ftnpt 
ilfelf of its power, it vv./..id be inKhing ! fait 
without flavour, ti e off Iconnngs of every 
thing. When the Hniife of LoixMiad at- 
tempted a Jurifdidion uiiktio'.vn to the con- 
ftilution, when they had aimed to excr- 
cif« judicial fundiions in the fii ft mlLircv, Iho 
Houfc of Commons did not fay, Don’t let us 
dilfer with the L''uls;” llie Lomnioiis fought 
a quarrel y they inMfcrcd with fpiiit, they 
fucceeded, and eft ded a great and tiap- 
py conciliation, fear led to piocrall nritlon, 
md where the cafe required it, caulc and 
p?rfon miifl go tog;.ther. it they luftered the 
Koufe of Loii!r< to depart fio.n their piovtoc^, 
that Houle would ablorh all the power:, of 
3 ll the great Couits of junfdiiliuu in the 
lcing<1um, the Court of Common Pleu;., the 
Coutc of King's Keneh, auu all the Couits in 
Weftm’.nfter Hall 1 Aher an additi mal argu* 
tnent or tvi'o, Mr, Burke ccnchided wuli 
moving — <<That it appeals to ihn Committee 
lhat an Impeav-hment by this Houle, in tlie 
name of the Coituvous of Great Hrttain, m 
J*arhamsnt bfTemlJl* d, and of alt the Com- 
mons of Great Jlrit.nn, ag ;mft Wai ren Ilaft- 
ings, Efq. Kite Governor CfMieral of Ber.gnl, 
for fundi y Hit'll Ciimes and MifdeiTjcan->i>, 
now dt pending,” 

Asfoim Wr. Buikc had fat down, and 
Ihfc qiieft'.on li<:d been le.id fiv-ui I'.e o!nir. 
Air. jLrfkirie icK', ■md aftc-r forne \eiy hand- 
fome cooipliinent.-’ to ?Ar. Burke, conveved 
througl^ the mcdiam of an apology fo: nis 
own inadrquacy to ful'ovv an oritor of fo 
much clotpience, experience, .ind ability, 
m all thing': f dative to that Houfe, proue.U 
edy m a moll elaborate argument, to pio,e 
that in law the Impeachment .Mr, 

Lilkme ifirifoi-ed clofely for above an htvUr, 
<:iti.i<A ail the appofite precedents that the 
fruitful fevcntetiuh century afforded. Mid 
applying inferences and dc'du6lions from each 
eafe, as thry were cap^j|||||||g|||xi^ 

taken lU, .inJ 

pbligeci to break off abruptly in the middle 
rfhisfpeedi. Before he fatdoon, how- 
fver, he moved, « That the Chairman leave 
|iie Chair.** 

Mr. Erficine was followed by Mr. Ad- 
^ngton (the Speaker), who .pro.‘nced a 
|blio MS. of Piecedents which lie had care- 
fully colledled fium the befi auilioriiies, and 
yiiikh be brou^ic forward as proofs that 


great ii.geiunty, great f. rtc of a. gument, and 
appareotly fruchiothecoiividtionnt rhellouJe. 

Mr. Hart iuge faid, he Ihould not have in- 
truded himielf upon the canUour f»f the 
Houle after fuch doouence and ab.Iity had 
appeared in the dcb..tv, if iL h .d nm been to 
mnik the weight of pitjuuiLe in Ins mind, 
which iiad b^en countei balanced by weight 
of opinion. 

He w not one of the convert i to whom 
the Right Hon. G('ntleii)ao'’liad alluded, but 
tteadily perfevered in ttie feniimeiu he had 
before exprelfd by a£l as well as by words, 
th.'t It w'oiilil hav'r IKmiped a mark of infa- 
my upon tfe CoiMnoii.s of Lng] tod^ if they 
had net accuud Tvli. ilaltings as a culprit of 
State jpoM the evidence bid betoic them. 
He \ .d m.ike no Iciiiple to ad»l, that if 
the 'h'»uid exempt ifns culprit lu.m any 
fuMher ti i.d upon his rm|)e,.wlim',nt jiiul 
exempt liim by the dilf'»liiri>>n of Jbiliiroent 
alone, he fh nild in a poiir.cal view i«fleCi 
upon It as a (.d.'inv'y nf tlie deepeft impref- 
fion with a rcferrjue lo thai paiiicnlii Im- 
peaciimcr.t. would alfo ndmit and pro- 
fers, wall fo.ne of the Gentlemen w ho h. d 
pncevbd him in the debate, that it would h 
a iH lit'cal tV'l murli m be clcpi esdC'd wii 
rc*‘ercnce to me di. ability lo pnied noon the 
K ng'srght of pardoning an In* [le.a-hnierl 
It piocced.s, if ihr King by a difr.ilutu.ii 
can leim.n.itf this n ode of inai aimed at a 
f ivountc Miinftti by tfie pnbhc fjiiiit of the 
kingdom. Yet he W'oubl emhi ace liie cala- 
mity in both tbefe vitws, tie.oir be wond 
buy iliemoffat ilic cxpcme of tliofc riKhtj 
and hhertic: whicn he could uevei (eparaie 
fiom a GovJiniiient b> bw, au<t wlnctihe 
was bound with as ranch tn n n ‘fs U) lupport 
as *hu im|;e.ichinei)t of lv‘i. H .ftmgs, or of 
other Inch del:nquer.t«;, w litre it could he 
legally purfued. Ke was awaie ol the 
je l'>ufy entei cained in ih..t Honfe againft 
legal anal ^gies, and had no w'llli to reprels 
it. No man could be more aveife to them 
than himirif in ParliamenUiy dt-bate, if they 
were technical, or ad vcifc the genius and 

fpiiit of Che Confticiition.— 'He would .'.pp«.al 
tom> fuch lelt, but icfcr the Committee and 
himfelf to the law andcufiom 0 / Parliaments 
by which he uiidciftood cue general nature 
of Us powers in a liber;*! view of th.m-^ 
(he riglits ir has aflirmed, and the duties it 
has confeff.'d, by the tenor of its condudl, 
as well as by its mere authorities of decifion. 
It would be mat<.riitl to deliucatsy fliartJyf 

&iie 
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ihe cbara^^r which this ConHitutlon had 
given to the Huofe ‘of Commonj, ,!ul LortlSf 
and it wou:d help to chu-id^ie the pniiit h 
dchare. He was eager to difownthc ideil 
given of Che Commons by Su Franeis Win- 
ningcon upon Lord Stafford's trial, and 
which the Right Hon. Gentleman (whoni 
iIkt had juR heard with fo m'ich pleafuie) 
had read with an cmpli 'fis that iTi‘i*ked 
approbation, in ivhich the fenfe of the 
’Honfe had apparently followed him. lie 
refufed that humiliating as well as f^iKe image, 
that procecdinj[3 in Fail lament of this nature 
were kept alive bccaufe the Commons were 
the fame, though wiMianew rcpiefentation. 
This idea infill uated, tint the people out of 
doors were the C'lmmons of England, and 
the Reprefeniatives of the People weie their 
Alton les or Agnus. — It was the peculiar 
bra'ity and piide, as he ilaught, of the Fug- 
liQi Gtivernnient in the popular fcale of it, 
that all filth Rcprcfentaiivcs weie pcrfedFly 
independent of the people, and were them- 
?clves, during the h gal continuance of their 
poweis, tl;e Commons of .the Lard. It 
followed fiom this principle, that the Com- 
mons of one Parliament were unfettered by 
their predectlTois, and would never give 
them credit for pnceedings which had not 
^received the landtion of law. It followed 
equally, that when the Parliament w:ts at 
I an end, their controul over the lights of the 
‘ fubjedl, and tlieir fupport of ihefe rights was 
equally at an end. The idea of taking tip 
an old proceeding in fatu ^uo, as it is called, 
i»as refuted by a fair defciiption of all their 
powers, and of the limits to which they 
were confined. If a day was given for attend* 
ance, .and the day arrived in a new Parlia- 
ment, the next lloufe of Commons could 
not aft upon ii. If the Commons impnfoned 
for a contempt, the door of their prifon was 
opened, wdien ihofe who ‘impnfoned were 
no more. If the Commons, as a part of the 
LegiHaCure, had framed a Bill, and their Mef- 
fenger was carrying it up to the Lords, when 
the King diflblvcdthe Parliament — no future 
Houfe could proceed upon that (lage of the 
Bill, but the whole was to be taken up again. 
If iudi a bill was in .he nature of a public 
charge againft a Culprit of State, as in attain- 
der and bills of penalty^ the fame rule attach- 
ed upon it ; and die Culprit (in effeft) though 
in a different (hape) would efcape, utilefs the 
Whole proceeding fhould be taken up de novo, 
as if it had never been moved one tiep. In 
Impeachments, the Common^ Had a very pe- 
culiar charafter as actufers-^they bad no 
judgment either to acqiiit or condemn any 
Snore than other parties who profecuted. 
They had no judgment of direftion as to the 
mode of proceeding, or the nktent of judiciai 
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powers in the Court at wbofe bar they ap- 
peared, but they had a jndgmtnt of difibliug, 
at any period, by their own difcrction, all fur* 
Iher fteps in i’mc Couit, and couM ruiku it 
wait for flieir fi.it. wli' 2 therthcjiidice they had 
invoked fhould t.i Ihould not be carried into 
effeft. The HorR' of Lords fell under the 
fame disability, and enjoyed the fr.meinde- 
pend.ince in its legiputive chanidter. In its 
judicial. It could nor iinprifon for a d.ay, or 
a miniire, beyond tli it which clofed the Par- 
liameiil ; and he would licre deny, that even 
in Treafon, where the commitment was by 
the lloufe of Lords upon an Impeachmenr, 
the cuftody which remained, orthedifcretioii 
of bail upon it in the Courts of Bivv, prpved 
.'III indefinite power to extr-nd imprifonment 
for the ends of ju.'^ice, beyond the duration 
of a Parliament ( is it had been argued), and 
Hated, that in his view they proved the direft 
reverfe. He conceived that the Habeas Cor- 
pus Aft met the cafe of High Treafon, b/ 
coniidering the original commitment, and the 
original caufe of it as legal or illegal ; and 
tint remand, bail, ordifeharge, had no refe- 
rence to any fuppofed controul of Che Lords 
over their Culprit after the Parliament was at 
an end, by virtue of their inherent powers. 
He at leaH contended, that if the commit* 
menc remained by virtue of fuch powers, it 
applied fingly to tliofe cafes t and he would 
alk one quefiion, which in two or three 
words explained their want of power, to 
make tiu’ir own culprit amenable after a Par- 
liament was clofed. He would afk what pe- 
prifonment redrained Mr. Iladlngs, or kept 
him even in the kingdom ? He would afk 
what penalty of bail was a guard over him, 
or his friends ? He would alk it any lawyer 
(Parliamentary or in VVeHrfiinHer-hall) 
would alTcit, that Mr. Haflings and his bail 
could, upod Impeachment for High Crimes 
and Mifdemeanors, be touched between Par* 
liament and Farliamenr, by an order of the 
Lords ? Indeed, if they could it would follow, 
that anciently, impntonment would or might 
have been indefinite at the mercy of tlie King, 
in all cafes of Impeachmeut for High Crimes 
and Mifdemeanors. If it be faid No ; the 
Courts may remand the culprit or not by 
9btir drfccftion,^ as it is admitted they can 
upon Impeachments for High Treafon :** he 
anfwcred, ** Sliew me firit thelmpeachmcnC 
upon a charge for High Crimes arid Mifde- 
m&anors, or even the bail exiHtng after the 
Parliament ; and we ihall fee what the 
Courts of Law have done with it.” He would 
Hate ot:e d'demma very difficult, if not im- 
poffiblcj to be lefoived. If the Lords cau* 
not imprifon at all, or ball for a time beyond 
the Parliament, upon Impeachment for High 
Crimes, and may yet proceed ia/atu quo ac 
C a a new 
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1 n«w I’arliaineat ; the power is a mockery 
ofjuftice, for they have tio prifoner. If they 
could on the other h:#id imprirou liirn till the 
next Parliament, they could have done Ic in* 
definitely as long as it pleafed the King to dif- 
continue Parliament. If the Courts of Law 
eould interfere in Treafoni ic proves a dif- 
cretion of thofe Courts which might break in 
upon the fecurity intended by the commit* 
ment, as the aft of the Lords. He would 
fay a few words upon two other judicial 
powers fxcrcifcd by the Loids — Tlie power of 
trying Appeals — and the power of tiying 
Peers by removal of Indiftment, Uptin 
Writs of Error they could not (lir in the 
next Parliament by the Common Law, if 
Che Error was not reverfed or affirmed in the 
former Parliament. This difabtlity had ex* 
tended itfelf even to the cafe of prorogation 
in early times. Lu'd Hale fays, in a manu- 
feript written with his own hand (and which 
Mr. H. had fecn), that he was prefent 
when the Lords determined that in proroga- 
tion Writs of Error abated (unlefs hy fpe- 
ci.il order continued) ; but in 1673 ic was firft 
otherwife determined. He affirms, how'* 
ever, that hy dilTolution of Parliament, the 
Writ of Error completely abates, and he 
wrote before 1678. He adds, that he has 
known it fu determined. It is true, that 
now Writs of Error do not abate, and chat in 
that refpeft the order of 1678 has been af- 
fiimed by ufage; but if the law w'as oiigu 
n.iliy different, it proves the idea with gioac 
force, that “ in Jiatu quti"* w^as out of fight, 
even upon Writs of Error, and the analogy 
would in chat view of ic apply to Im peach < 
mencs. But he denied the analogy beiu'ceii 
them, if it is contended, that becaufe Wins 
of Error do not abate, Impeachments can be 
takcji up /« Jiatu quo. In Wiits of Error 
ihe recf^nl remains, and fo in Impeacliments j 
but in Writs of Error there is no evidence. 
And he would alk, If there ever was an in- 
fiance in the Houfe of Lords, or in the other 
Courts of julhee, where the new Houfe of 
Lords, or the new Court, if the original re* 
cord was before them, enrried on the evi- 
ikucc in jiatu quo npon crirriinal proceedings f 
This queliion led him coanoiher, which he 
addre^ed to the Right Hon. Gentleman over 
againii him — Does lie mean by the term “rftf- 
fUrtJingj* that the Record is in Couit, fo that 
Mr Mailings may be called again to plead ? 
or does he me.in, that the evidence is to go 
on where it left off ? Ambiguity was to be 
avoideci in ru(.h a Refolution ; and he might 
be of opinion, th.it in one fenfe of the w'ord 
an Impeachment w'as “ depending" ftiil, and 
that in the other it was not. 

Upon the topic of precedent!^ the firft im- 
perMDt faft that (truck him was thu From 


the time that Impeachments began, dowrt Ct 
the year 1678, not one inltance was to be 
found of an Impeachment continued by the 
nf'XC Parli.iineiic.^It was probable, he ad* 
mitted, that fome of thefe earlier Impeach* 
ments were clofed within Che Parliament 
that firft adopted them, but the Committee 
would recolleft how very (hort the continu- 
ance of each Parliament ufed to be in thofe pe- 
iiuds.— It might therefore be fairly fuppofed,, 
that many of thefe proceedings died a luddeii 'y 
death by the King’s power in terminating the 
Court. — It would as little be forgotten, that 
moft of the intervals between one Parliament 
and aiioiher, were extremely tedious, which 
is a faft that would account 'for the policy of 
the conftitution in liberating the viftim from 
cuftody, if tlie other alternative fhjuUl have 
been to keep him in pnfoii for an indefimie 
period. 

However, the c.ife did not reft there j for 
inftances before 1678 occur, wMthin the 
reigns of Charles the Firft and Charles the Se- 
cond, where Impeachments in faft were at 
an end, IF not in Law, after the Parliament 
w'as diffirlved before judgment. — He would 
here have the candour to admit that fuch an 
aftual end of an Impeachment, thus inter- 
lupted by an end of Che Parliament itfelf, 
miglu have arifen from the inexpediency of 
can yingon the old profecution.— Yet he would 
mention two cafes in winch it ftruck his 
mind forcibly, as if the Lords and Commons ' 
had fuppofed the Impeachment legally at 
an end upon tho diffulution of the Parlia- 
ment. 

One of them was the cafe of the Duke of 
Buckingham in the fecond year of Charles the 
Firft. When that minion was the juft objeft 
of popular indignation, the Commons im- 
peached him, and pending the Impeachment 
the King difiblvcd that Parliament, evidently 
for the nurpofe of defeating this challenge 
upon the jufticc of the Lords. — In the mean 
time Che King extrafted the Articles of this 
Impeachment, made them Articles of an In- 
formation againft the Duke in the Court of 
Star Chamber, and ft«»pped that proceeding, 
npon the colour of being facisfied by the evi- 
dence Chat he was innoceiic.-^This conduft 
was clear notice to the Commons, chat the " 
King looked upon the Impeachment after a , 
DilTolution as a nullity.— The next Parlia- 
ment was convened in a very little time after 
Chat mnneeuvre, and we hear no more of the 
Impeachment, nor is any complaint fuggefted 
agiinfi the infult upon the Commons, chough 
in that light it would have been viewed if 
the Impeachment had been depending.— Was 
the Duke lefs execrated by the Commons f 
Had he corrupted them ? Had the King en- 
flaved tliem t Wera they ignorant, or cold 

ill 
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in the fcent ? — The Duke wag more delefted 
fhan ever — tlie King was at their mercy— 
atitl cliey were as great men as any that ever 
lived — But nothing more needs be 
them than thu, in that very yeai ,thcy ohuiii* 
cdthefecohd Magna Charta of i;mi;iand in 
the Petition of Right \ above all, it ftiould not 
be fat gotten that Sir £dwaid Coke was in 
that Pcirhamtnt converted by difappointmvnt 
into an adlive Patriot, and enabled, by his 
deep knowledge of the law, to put the molt 
effedtual ctieiks upon every ufurpatuMi. 

Anoiher inltance occurred in 1665, of 
Drake impeached for a libtL The Lords di- 
rect, that in cafe of a ditfolution, he (hould 
be the objedt of profccniion by the Attorney 
General in the K.ng*s Bench — Why? — 
Could not Imprifoiiment for the interval have 
fatiated their tpleen ? and woi.ld not it have 
enfored '.he Culprit wh -n the next Parliament 
ihoold meet? The order f.ir proleciuiiig by 
the Attorney General a*'[er a diffilution was 
illegal i but the to'picion ch^c gave birth to 
it appears to have been chat he would e'fe have 
efcaped— ind that neither impnfonmenc of 
'him, no*- bail, w'ould have been legal between 
mac P.'-rliann’.it and the next. The Right 
Hon. Gentlemen who had fpokeii laft had f id, 
thic prior to lUefe periods, inftanccs were to 
be found of proceedings in Pailiament agrunli 
CiiminalsofState, though nut in the form of 
Impeachments, extended, in hdt, from one 
P'idiameiU into ilic next. But as f.ir as Chefe 
obloiete precedeuib went, this at le^R appeared: 
lii. That fpecial 01 tiers were deemed necef- 
fai y fo to continue Che charge which neceflity 
admitted, that without Ipecial orders it 
would have abated; and, atliy, That iinlefs 
it appeared the charge was a^ed upon in 
fiutu quo after evidence heard, it would not 
leatdi what he fuppofed (lieobje« 5 i of the Re- 
folutiori at pieieuc in debate — namely, the 
power to go on againft Mr. Haltings jult 
where the Miiiagerb had left oft, — Mr. Har- 
dinge then took up die cdebiated cafe of 
Lord Danby in 1678, which, according to the 
Right Hon. Gentleman, had matured the 
feeds of this continuing Impeachment, and 
had rooted 'that ftrong plant of the con- 
Ritucion by a l.iw chat never could be lliaken. 
—He wou'd firB, prefuming to differ with 
him as to the charadter of thofe cinnes, re- 
prefent them to be what every found Hido* 
rian had called them, times of popular fury 
and perfecution. It had been faid, ** Yes, but 
the Lords and Commons were quarrelling 
when chat Parliament began, which re- 
foWed that Impeachments were in Jfatu quo. 
It was therefore a reludlanc evidence wrung 
from the Lords by the public fpirit of the 
Commons, in favour of their coafiiCutioajyi 


Right,*' The anfwer ?s, that at this critical 
period the Lord» and Commons were united, 
and equally violent aga-jift the PitpiHi Plot, 
or againd the MiuiRer, then dirgraetd ; lh.it 
Lord Sh.iltefbuiy and the mal-comenis of 
the day had forced themfelves upon the Cc.'bi. 
net, and governed this very Committee, 
whofe Chairman was Lord liift^x : , i'lieCa 
being the adh.rsi and the viej\s, the adl wm 
in charaider. It ibould fpe.ik for icfelf, aud 
he would prove to the Committee as a mciO’ 
Ilidorian, that it w'as full of irnk — that iC , 
IhunnM th^ light — and that new Lena 

w ithout leafoii, precedent, or .uialogy, even 
alledged. The Lords were fird lem.iided of 
the Impeachments — and what coiirfe dotJiey 
lake ? They refer to their Committee an en- 
quiry upon two points which aie.dillui^ ; 
one, as to the Law relpflCiing the continu- 
ance or abatement of Appeals and Writs <if 
Error, without apparent occnfion for n ; an- 
other, as to xhefn^i rt-fpeifhiig the pj^ricular 
ftate of the [mpeaclim*4)ls made in the for- 
mer Parliament. Tl.e anlwer given upoo 
the following day is perhaps as cuiious a paf- 
fage as any upon the Ueconts ol Parlia- 
ment, and vitiates the whole pi oceeding en- 
grafted upon It. They rtpoi t, th. t upon the:r 
view of a Judgment by liic Lunds 111 1C73, 
Petitions of Appeal and Writs of Error weic 
in force to be a€led upon : they add (^s 1 L 
appears by Sir 1 homas Raymond’s Report), 
that the Papers concaincd in that JiulgmenC 
of 1673 are Coo voluminous. In a diBind 
feiitence, after Rating the Impeachments to 
be upon fpec'al matter afBgned, they givo 
the.r opinion to a point of Law as to whicti 
they h.td never been interrogated, and at one 
Rroke aBiim that opinirn to be, chat all thofe 
Impeachments weie in ftatu quo ; not in re- 
ference to the Judgment of 1673, nor witii 
a fingle ground of any kind, either Bated or 
infinu.ited. Both jiartsof the report are thea 
adopted by the Houfe, who never appear to 
have looked at this Judgment in 1673; but 
give their Committee ample cicJit fora can- 
did Ratcmcnt of its cllcdts upon Writs of 
Error. Who would have entertained a doubt, 
upon this report, that in 1673 the Lords 
judicially had aflirmed the Law by wh<cft 
Wilts of Enor were to conrftine after a dif- 
fo»ulion ? But when the Judgmintf as it is 
called (which is only a Reloluiion ol the 
Lords upon a reference to their Committee), 
is brought forward it appeal s, that no quef* 
tion was put or imagined refpeff ing dijjoluthn 
of Parliament, with a reference to Writs of 
Error ; but th« point had been raifed, whe- 
ther if pi'orogatien had , intervened, ihofo 
Writs wrre at an end. If he (hould b'? tnjd 
p o'ogation was Uie fame as dijJoUttion of 
Pirliament 
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P^rtiament In principle/* he w'-nitl refute as 
well as deny th;»t pmpofKion to he Law, un- 
der the Wings of Lnrc^ Hale, who died after 
167 3, and before 1678. In the Manulmpr 
of his which Mr. Haidinge had before men- 
tioned, that great man alludes to the lefoln- 
lion of 1 1)7 3, ascorredV.iig and ctveifirTg the 
Imw of a foimer Judgm nt (made by the 
Lords in his hearing, and ir. that fame P.idta- 
meni), that even upon prorogition N^'rits 
of Errnr abilc’d : but was be (Lord H ! ) of 
opinion, that pro'cgation and a <t>,,ohiion of 
P.Tliamcnt wore the fame as to \\ ■ its of Ei - 
roi ? bo far from it, that after feeni.ng to 
adopt the dccifion of 1673 as good Law, he 
proceeds to afliim, as a point clear of doubt, 
ih ir after a ti>ir'>/unon of Parliament, the 
Wilt of Error .aid l^etition of Appeal was 
at an end; add.ng, that he his himielf known 
it fo ruled, ifeie hen wc detect an infulioiia 
conre il.nent rf the fait by ihefc Lords in 
1O78, as to the import of that Jivlgmenr in 
1673, and at liifc belt a peiverted an.-lcuy 
h'-tween two caits which the exilting L-'iw 
had completely dill mgu.fhed, — But the opi- 
nion a1 felted in the next hreath by thefe 
Loids asm Irnp'McMinen s could not he jnfti- 
lied ev'-n by that Judgment, if the firff ana- 
logy between a prorogation and a difTolution 
bad been coi'rei 5 t, becaufe there is no f.iir 
analogy between Writs of Enoi and Im- 
p*'3chments after a difloluCion of Pauumenc, 
one of them ctnitamiii'; m^re points c-f law 
upon Che face of the lecord, the other con- 
taining an accufation upon faci. In one of 
them, the public accufer, who h is a dircietion 
tomterpole befoie jmigment, is dead, and in 
the otli^r no Plaintiff is cha iged, bat the Liriie 
paicies appear. The Right Gentleman 
had <^a'.d, ‘‘Clint in fnme of the lefercrjecs 
by tlie Commaiee in 176?* ihougli it cer- 
Uiii'.v w is not in ill litncb Che point before 
them, precedents appeared of ParlumnMiiaiy 
accuiacions uhtch onginar«d in the Houle of 
Petrs, and were continue 1 hy ord.r from 
one Pailiament to the next.'* He would not 
again anfwer that obferv.iiioii, but alk, ll it 
wis clear of doubt that fuch preceiieni.s' weie 
decifive toeltabhlh the legal continuance of 
Impeachments in ftatu yt/9, without fpacial 
orders, and where the evidence had proceed- 
ed > In charaifer with fuch a mode of de- 
claring or making law .<s ihar in 1678, was 
Che lobicqueiit conduit of tliofe times : no- 
thing could he more bale or infamous than 
what happened in Che cafe of m.>ny pei feciited 
Catholic?, whom the Judges, and Scr»gg8 
at their head, executed ag iinft all the rules 
of Uw .md principles of juihce. In charac- 
ter with fmeh a law, and h» mide, w'as the 

fitdrfi gf ftn Impeachment againlt Lord Staf- 


ford. Here, indeed, the humanity of the 
Right Hon. Gentleman and bis candour unit- 
ing. he had conceded that notliing could be 
woffe j but it was the fame Houfe of Peers, 
with little variation, and at the diRance 
only of two years. Th«" Right Hon. Gentle- 
man had faid, “ thefe were abufes of a wife 
and conft'iiitional Judgment in 1678/’ m^ide 
by th- fame Judges however, and with an 
equal fpnr to thiit pcifeciuion of the C'atho- . 
I'cs in which LnrJ Dauby was implicated 
(by a fide wniid) as well as the Popifh Lords 
thtn under Impejchment ; — but this tiiil 
of Loid Si. fford IS of extreme importance 
in iTi.ii king what lhame was felt upon the 
judgment III 1678, and in wiiat manner the 
ex ..-a-;. nation of it Was eluded. Jones, May- 
ii.T-d, .and Winnir.gtnn fay, “ The Lords have 
pilLd a JiT’giTi:'it. It is too clc-.ir be dif- 
pmed. Wo are 10 liiopnic they had good 
reafon for it ; we are 10 fuppofe th ’y iiad 
precedents : t lu li they had none, it is pro- 
per ii» m ike a new precedent that is, 
proper to make it l>y<^aking away Lord Si if- 
fcid's life. Tne EanS'f Dinhy^ in 168 a, 
3Ci ufes the Peers of hlowirtg own 

o».L*, b/ refufnl of a Dill that would have 
c.’Mcled it into a law. Then comes the re- 
veilal i.i iG^5 or this Refolution ; fo tfiat 
authori^ againit authority, the latl prevail', | 
and it is now the l.aw of that Court, tint Im- 
peac'm-iits ah.ite after a diffolution of Pm- 
iinment. This period of 1^85, the fiiH 
year of a fiiort and wiiked reign, deferved 
ail the odium a more enlightened ago lud 
thrown upon it. The rcveifal was imltcmt, 
in the mode of it, partial ui the ohjf£f, and 
hurried through ihe Honfe. But there was 
a remarkable difti i-Vion taken by this revc r- 
fal between Wiis of Rnor and Impeach- 
ments, and th.it put of the order wdncli re- 
lates to Writs of Error has bc'. n fir.ce receiv- 
ed as the Uw of the land. 11 \ would prove 
l he other pait rerpeiting rhe Impeachments 
had been r»‘Cug<iiz-^d and adopti.d by fubfe- 
quent autiioritics in the Lords, without a 
hint of difapprobatton by CheCommons. It wai 
not, hovvever, quite corredt, that the Commons 
were thi.n complotriv ciiflaved j Sf^rjeant May- 
nard ‘A.'tb a hull in favour of hbeity, and then 
a Mtmbcr of Parliament, He b.ad been a 
chimpicn for thc'»rdcr of 1678 againft Lord 
StMford : but in 1685, though in the habit 
of pioteiting againll many encreachments, 
he Uys not one fyllable againfl this order of 
reverfal, whi^kiegatives the continuance of 
Im peachmencs after a dilTolution orParliameoU 
In 1690'the times were excellent, and per- 
haps a better oeia for the liberty of the fubje^l 
could not be fo ind than in that idencical 
y<dir« Maynard was Ifi the Houfe of Com- 
mons^ 
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mons, and Somers then Solicitor General, 
the beft and gic.v.clt nia:i that [teiiiaps ever 
bieaitied in EngLuJ, or in the world. A 
quei^ioii is dircttJy put by the Loids, 
iher impeachments connnued, or abated) 
upon a diifolution ? All the old prccedu)rs aie 
examined, and many othcib that weie not 
pioduLcd in’ <9 are bnm^lii from liie 
Tower, '1 hey are nor concealed , 

as in 1678. The Co:iunicue int'rnaic then* 
1‘cnfc of the law to be, that Impeachments 
aic at ahead apon a view of ilMflepiecedcm^, 
and upon a view of thofc precedents 
the queftion of uifchargiiig the Peeisi. ix- 
preflly put. It is true, that politics h..d r .e>t' 
Ihaie in a debate which this report pi educed, 
aud that the Loids had not raifed the point 
themfelvtts, but had ftaiCed another in their 
i'avour. It is, however, certain that a de- 
bate arofe upon </iS report, and he deCpaired 
of all attempts to rcafun in future, if he 
fhould be a^cufed of an unfair inference 
from the dilhui ?s m.ukcd in a famous pio- 
teit againit the Refclution of the Lords to 
dilcharga the Peers. But fiift he would afk, 
What became of Mie Houfe of Commons, 
when they faw the rep ircaflirming Impeach* 
meius to be at an end, and when they leati 
knew it had been a point in the debate ? And 
when there was at lull ambiguity in the 
quctlion, VVlieiher the nifcharge was upon 
this ground 01 the other of the pardon ? they 
urge Hoihing in famir of the order in 1678. 
— But uliac fays this famous prolcll? Is it 
filent upon the report? No, it condemns 
the intiooiidtioii of it into the debate, but 
not the dudnne which it imported, and it 
imputes a deiign beyond that of relieving the 
Peers wild had. petitioned. This defigti is 
explained in JJornet a» having been to uve 
Lotd Carniaithcn, againltwhuni his enemies 
had raifed the quertion again for tiie purpofe 
of expofing him to an old Impeachment that 
hung over his licad, unlefs the dilTolution had 
made an end of it. The enemies of that 
Peer were bufy ag<iinfl him in the Commons, 
and it was propolcd at this very time ti> vote, 
that upon account of the Impeachments in a 
former Pai hament, he (houid be no longer 
one of the K'ug's Cabinet Mmificrs. Vet 
his enemies, aware of their own purpofe 111 
the Lords, and await* of the meature by 
whtcli it had been met liiei c, make no com* 
plaint agahiff the dangei, at lealf of tlic order 
in 1678 9 if it could have beenlwppoiedti.at it 
was not Chen done away by the oider in 1685* 
In 1 71'’, Lord Oxlord was made fubjf.d> by 
a Refolution of the Lords to an Impeachment 
after prorogation, and he 6ouJd not imagine 
it poliible to read the dilfeuiing Lords in tlicir 
ProteJf, without a iKceJTary infeience, ibat 
the point of the qucftiou had been, Whetlicr 
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if difToIucion abated, prorogation had or futf 
not a fimilar elfedt i This queftion aflumed 
the law of abatement, <*as refultaig from diL 
lo!ution,aiid tlie Jxnds m their procelt, never 
controverting that law, but affirming and 
commending it, exprefs their fears that it 
may be w'eakned by this judgment upon the 
cafe of prorogation, which they reprefeiit 
as the fame thing : but the majority thought 
otherwife, and it is impoflible to conceive 
tliat judgment either fuppiuied 111 aigumciU, 
ui in aigiimenC arraigutd, unlefs upon this 
point cui.ceded, tliat a dilTolution of Parlia- 
ment WA‘ (he teiiiiinatioi) of an Impeach- 
nicnt. Upon this vitw of the fcvtial pie.- 
ctuencs, he exprelfed a very fenuus doubr, 
at lealt, whether Impeachments could be 
taken up tn ftatu yuu by a new Paihamcnt; 
aud he could nut help .lOding, tlintif .'tllihefe 
preceaents were till own into the file, a fate 
wMiich upon the mvie cUaiacUr of tiie times 
two of them deteived, he fhonid have a 
dimbt at nxiil, and Ih uild' incline to the opi- 
nion he had already inliinaied, as refulting 
from the conltitutional powers refiding in 
both Houfes of Parliament, by ndmuced 
pradiiceand general illultration. He adjur- 
ed the Houle 10 adt up« n the recommen- 
dation of the Right Muo. Gentleman wfio 
fpokc bit, as Will as to admire it j in other 
words, to be deliberate and waiy in examio^ 
iiig all the materials which could enlighten 
their judgment, before they atlirmed m the 
foim ot an aflerted privilege a judicial duty 
of the Crurc, \vl\)ftt juindidlion they couid 
not change, and whole judgmMic they coolil 
not force. He intimated a diflike to Utit 
mode of afleriing the nglit, even if iliey be- 
lieved It wiscb 3 r,but recom mended tint if iJiat 
Jlsouldhn their opinion, they fliviiild lacV u^pon 
it III a mode of ajftrtiug it iqually efiedtuab 
blit lefs irregulai ; nrioie U mperate and nioie 
conltuutional. T hinking however .is he tiieii 
(lid, he fhould ccitainiy give Ins vote, in 
fupport of the Motion, that Sir Peter Burrell 
fliuiild leave thech.'ir, in older to (he appoint- 
ment of a Comraitiee (by the Houle i;%hen 
relumed) for the puipofeof examining pre- 
cedents. 

Mr. Yorke recommended great del ibera- 
tion on a conRitutional qucliion oC fucfi 
magnitude, andadvifed thatmoic time fhould 
be given, that Gentlemen mighs be the 
better enabled to fearcli for preetden t, and j* 
make Chemfelves nialters of the lubjed L ? 

Mr. Anltruther with inhoice abilit;^, in an 
argument of an hour’s length, I'ultai oed the !• 
ptipular fide of the queftion, viz. hat an ^ 
impeachment did not abate on the Piifolu- 4 
lion of a Parliament. It wns.ickiu wlrdged ^ 
by men higheli in the piofeii on, ui.it Mr. J 9 l 
AnRtuiher's was a mgi^ excellcoc l] 
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As foonas Mr. Anftnithcrratflow»n, Mr. 
P.tt rofe .'md faid,^ie did not rife lo rn'er 
into ibQdehnie, but to make a propof..! tiiac 
b-i flattered himfelf wou'd pri>ve cciur.dly 
acceptable. If he were to ftale hi«i *>pinH<ri 
tlien, Mr, Pile declared, he fhnuld lay, that 
it was ff» cle.iras not :o make it fit to love 
V ent'-red on their JuurnaK, that they 
thought It neceffary to api«)iiu a Committee 
to f«aic!i for precedents, from whence an 
inference rni^ht be drawn, tliat they h,*d 
entertained doubts, of ilie probabi- 

lity of w'hiLh llicy ouglit carefully lo avoid 
ihs ?.p,)f*.uaiicf. 1 hr (|n*-Ulon hefoic t'le 
Committee, Mr. P.lt laid, was of (uch 
magnitude and impoitanc^, it rela''ed to a 
right ihai finnv-d fo «’(TenMal a part of their 
privileges, and invtdved confideiations fo 
intim<,re!y mterwoven with the p^rmaiient 
foundation of our Conf^.tution, that ail miift 
be defii OIK to h ive an oppni tunity to give 
it a full anil ample dilcuirion. When he 
rccolled^d the namher of Gentlemen who 
would ipeak ii|>on the fuhjc/f, and w ho had 
not ytl had an opporliiniiy of being hcaid ; 
it was alfo well known that Ihoie who 
were confidered as the arft legal authorities 
in that Houfe meant to deliver their fenti- 
iDcnts, and as the time of night would not 
then allow a fuificicMU npiini tunny for them 
to enter at laige into the diicuflion, he 
thought the moll convtnitnt method llvy 
©juld purfue, v. ould he to adjourn the do- 
b<ieti!l a future d y; they would by rh.it 
irirt.ins have the advantage of aff.»rding thofe 
Gentlemen whi^ w'iflved to fcarcli for piece- 
dents, time to ermruU the oecefT.iiy docu- 
mentSi and compare the vanetyof calesciit-d 
by his Right Hon. Friend that day, with the 
hifloiy and ciicunil^.iiices of the times in 
winch they had occurred. When th«»y flioujd 
came again to the difewflion, the Hun. 
Genclcm.in oppofite to him, he hoped, would 
alfo be able to refume the ihre.id ol that 
learned Speech, which for a leafou that they 
all pimented Ind been abruptly broken off 
before it was fin'flicd ; .and in every point 
of view' the debate would benefit by the 
dchy. Mr. pJtt conchidrd with Jccl.irinp» 
llut he flattered himlVlf that after the fnbjt^l 
had K'cn fully difculfi;J, they fliouUi come 
loan unanimous vote on the tjucrtion belore 
then. 1 . In order locairv hi> proporuion into 
effedt, he moved an Amentuvenl to Mr, 
Eilkkie’s motion, to add to the queflion, 
•* That the Chairman do le.nve the Chair," 
the words report progitfii and alk leaic 
to fit again. " 

Mr. fliukc rofe and faid, he peifedlly 
agreed wuli the Right Hon. O -ntienrida, 
and thanked h:m for the fugi^eflion. 

bir John Scott begged to alk the Right 


Hon. Gentleman a queftion rel.aflv* to tbe 
u'otding of Ins Motion. The Ri;,hr Hor*. 
Gcntlem**n had ftitedin it tli.it the Impeach- 
niAt w'?s notv ikpcrjirg : ilid he wiean chat 
it was df.pend'ing; in all .'ts^foim*-, or in other 
txoids in Jlatu ^n9j as it dtpsnded he* Wire the 
dilfolution of tlie lafl Pailwnicnl ? If fo, Sir 
John faid, chec|ar'flion leemtd to him to be 
fubflantially iliflerent from the mere conli- 
deiation whether the Impeachment ab.^ced, 
ami mufl he rM^fW. ted by a p.ii '.iculai pro- 
ceff rlfevvhere, not necclfary to be then 
dtferibed. 

Mr. Burke faid, he fhonld entertain a 
very gnat ie;pe£l tor every thing tiiar fell 
from the learned Gentteai'Ui, .*md would 
cheerfully have given an r'nfwer to the quef- 
tion he had before afleed to the fame point, 
but that he was unwilling to keep i! e ,lIoule 
from tnjo/ing the fatisfaCt.On the> mull have 
felt from |i:iv*ng he.ird the ;'ble fpecch from 
the iLMrned Gentleman nerii* him, one of the 
mofl able, Mr. Huike faid, thar he li.id ever 
wiiuefffcil. With regard to the word depend^ 
introduced in the Motion, he could 
athgii no other reafon than that it was the 
very word ufed in the RvfoUifion fent up to 
the Houfe of Louis m the caie of the Kail nf 
D.inby, and therefore lie thought it the 
proper word to ule on llie prefenr occifion. 

Sir |i hn Scott faul a few words in reply. 

Th- M.Ulerol the Rt.llb thought the word 
tkptndiff^ wanted tome rxpl.inatiriii, and 
luggclltd iii.erting after it in the Motion, 
« in all the forms in vrhuh ii ex ited in the 
laft Pailiameni.*' 

Mr. Fox faid, they had got into a mofl 
C'lrious converfation j that the explanation 
fuggefted by the Matter of the Rolls would 
go a great deal fartlier than would be proper, 
whereas the word depending was (ufheient to 
denote their fenfe ot their own nglvs, and 
it would be fin' the Houfe of Lords to put a 
conftiu«5\ion i.pun it. 

Mr. Buil'e (aid, confideriiig this was tho 
firft ftep the Houfe of Commons was about 
to take in defence of their Privileges, the 
wold d^pendw^ was enough for them to ufc 
at prefent, not thinking they were ripe 
enough to go farther as yet ; but that if he 
weie afleed what he meant, he had no 
fcruple to declare, that his meaning was, that 
the Impeachment was in Jiatu fuo, for that 
he believed was the proper phi ale. When 
they had earned up the (^dlion to the 
Lords, fuppofing that the maiority of that 
Hi'ufe Ihouid agiee'to vote it, the next ftep 
the Mi'ufo would bavt? to take, mutt depend 
altogether on the conduitt of their Luuifhips. 

The Q^icllion was at length put, and ear- 
ned. 

Adjourned, 


WsoHEt 
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WROtffs^ATi Beeembar n. 

As foon as the order of the. day for faking 
into fnnlier confideration the aatc in which 
tl)c Impeachment of Waneii Haftings, Efq. 
flood at the diflTolution of the laft Parliament, 
had been read, and Sir Peter Burrell had 
taken his feat at the table, 

Mr, Erlkine rofc, and after an apology for 
haying attempted to deliver his fentiments 
lart Friday without having been able toaccom* 
plifti Ir.s purpofe, faid,he did not wifh IhcHoufe 
to begin with him Je ttov^^ but (liould as well 
as he could recoiled purfue his argument, 
refuming it wheie he had unfortunately 
been obliged to leave off ; and as he happily 
Wt ftrength of body as well as of* mind, he 
traded he fbnuld be able to bring it to a con- 
clufioni to the con vision of the Houfe, that 
Impeachments abated upon the dilTolution of 
P.trliament. ^r. Erlkine paid many com* 
pliments to Mr. Addington, for his ingenious 
argument on the great variety of Precedents 
he had cited lad Friday ; and profelTed much 
refpeA for his talents and his motives, 
fliice nothing could be more praife- worthy 
than to fee him gratefully returning the dif- 
t iiiguifhed favours with which the Houfe had 
honoured him, by dandjng up, in an able 
and manly way, the advocate and fupporter 
of their privileges, and the cudoms and ufages 
of the Houfe which condituted the Law of 
Parliament $ but he mud be permitte<l to 
(ay, chat powerfully as the Right Hon. Gen- 
tleman had put the cafes he had quoted, they 
had not convinced his mind that an Impcach- 
foent did exid in ftatu notwitliftand- 
ing a difToIurion of Parliament. Mr. Erlkine 
dated a variety of Precedents from the Lords* 
Journals, in order to edabliOa the truth of 
his aderiion, and to prove that the Houfe had 
never conceived that a Writ of Error con- 
tinued over even after a Prorogation, much 
mure a Dilfolution. Mr. Erlkine dwelt on 
the force of each Precedent fora confiderable 
time, and faid, one of the rood important he 
had heard of from a learned friend fince he came 
into the Houfe, and which he had not liefore 
met with. It had, he faid, adonjlhed him, 
and he doqbted not it would adonilh the 
Houfe, as it had adonilhed him. The pre- 
cedents Mr. Erlkine cited were thofe of 
Che year 1673, 1678, 1685, 1690, 17019 
and 1717. He pathetically deferibed the 
trial, defence, convidlion, and execution of 
Lord Stafford 1 and after a variety of reafoning 
upon each, and all the relative circumdances, 
he took a more immediate view of the cafe 
of an Impeachment dtuate^ like that of Mr* 
Hadings at prefent, with many of the accu- 
fers become Judges. He alked how they 
would get at ths ornl eTidqic^ kj wM 
Past lY, 


meaosarcertain tbeteftinumy of various kinds 
which the Managers of the late Houfe of 
Commons had pruducid, and which had been 
admitted by the Houfe of Lords. Having 
ufed .many arguments in Hludration of hit 
poTition, to prove the injudicc of continuing 
atrial fe circumdanced, he at length conclud- 
ed with a repetition of his former motion. 

Mr. Pitt defired the attention of the Com- 
mittee while he dated his opinion upon a. 
fubjedt which involved in it confiderationa 
elfential to the very exidence^f our conditu. 
tion. The drd thing chat naturally prefented 
itfclf as proper to be fought after, in ex* 
amlning the grounds upon which fuch a 
Q^edinn mud danil, was the afeertaining 
whether there had exided one uniform ufaga 
and pra^ice which had been purfued by tha 
two Houfes in refpedl to Impeachments, and 
which would in that cafe have condituted tha 
law of Parliament ; but if it fhould appear 
that the precedents to be found did not al* 
ways apply, it mud be remembered that 
there were principles that were paramount 
to all precedents, vi*. the principles of tha 
conditution. If he fhould have found that 
the uniform ufage and practice of Parliament 
clearly was, that Impeachments did abate on 
the diffolinion of Parliament, he mud bow 
to the authority, and had only to look to an 
early remedy for a pradlice fo dangerous to 
the privileges of that Houfe, and to the li* 
berties of the ^untry. After an exordium 
fomewhat to this effeid, Mr. Pitt proceeded 
to examine the feveral precedents alluded to 
by Mr. Erfkine, and aflerted, that there wert 
to be found a variety of others in our hidosy 
which warranted the doidrine that Impeach- 
ments did exid in fiaiu yurt, notwithdanding 
the dilfolution of I’arliament. Mr, Pitt in^ 
danced Che cafe of the Duke of Suffolk in ch« 
reign of Henry the Sixth, and faid, others 
occurred in the time of Richard the Second^ 
am| in other reigns. He dilated on the Re^ 
ftdution of the Houfe ef Lords in 1673 
wherein they ordered that all Writs of Error 
and ntbrr bujtnefs 0/ a judicial nature (hall ga 
over from Parliament to Parliament, nm- 
withftanding a dilfolution. He next adverted 
to the precedent of 1678, the authority of 
which he charged Mr. Erlkine wirh liaviog 
endeavoured to overturn by eloquence, and 
by his artful appeal to the paffions in the de- 
feription he had given of the conviftion and 
execution of Lord Stafford | but that unfor* 
tunate nobleman*$ hard fate was certainly no 
proof of the nen-continuance of Impeach- 
ments, as theabufe of an inflitution was 00 ar- 
gument of its inutility. He afterwards went 
to the counter-decifion of idSg, which had 
taken pUce in bM times, when a Popifh 

^ Meorreii 



I Monarch was on the throne, and Uie object 
[ had been ti> fcreen th<t Popi(h Louis from 
I jii(hce« M . P»U fticwed the diflindf on be- 
tween a jadkial and a leg'.llative pvbcccd'.n ;, 
; maintaining that Impcacliinnents clcaily came 
f wuhin the Older rf 1673. Having fh'* wed 
f that the weight of the Precede its 19 t ivour 
' of ihe Motion, iti .t the Impeachment was 
i depending ami dul not :d>aie, pre.iimueraicd 
when h . I need ag-Moli fnch wee of a con- 
trary tenJerK;\ he ic*‘.ri ed to fewral Cafes 
inCarlhcw’b Repor s, to prove that it had been 


b>ng fiiice Ir th*t Innieachments were not 
aff-kle l by the chilolufon ol Pai Iistimu. He 
tntjlc nonce of Mi . I'h ikuve’s li.uiag call d 
that Mouie the Ah .iMcs or Ag .nls fi»r the 
people, ar;i laid, sn one lenfc ihcy cn*taioly 
were !o, viz. r.s deputed by th^m .md aifu'.g 
in .11*1 ill ih.:<i c.iok, according ;*» 'hnr own 
judging' It a id witho'U any refpnnfr'ihty what- 
ever. li it vi-^s meant, that they were to be 
nhv.ivs at the diroiflion of the People, h.e 
fiiould fiy, tlivy v/ere not in that fenfe the 
Attorni's of ttic people. 'I'hc ILin. ai-.d 
Learned Gin'deman fcemed to confuler the 
Impeaclrnient as the particular d 6 \ of the 
l.dt Paih iment, forgetting tint they had im- 
peached a btrttf Crimin il in tliMr name, and 
10 the name of aU the Cjwwa/n n/ Ea^hnJ j 
thri proceeding therefore hav ug once alf imc*! 
a j'ulici.d Ihijre, its exdlenco mud contnuv, 
without rtgaid totbofe who had immediately 
inflituted it. To illuflrate this, he put the 
cafe, lliat Ins Mojelfy’s Attorney Gencnil 
were ti) file an information iv o'Kcij ngainfl 
any mriii in iIk; K.ing'ii nam. , weiepre- 
jr 0.1s to the tiKi! to g ) out of that cafe, 

W' 3 s It to be imagined Mi’.t th'i infoimation 
would no' be ined ? The King was the 

public Profecuior, and the Attorney General 
only the legal org. n of inftituting iho pro- 
cefi, in like ip inner as the Hoiife of Com- 
mon3 WMS the Ugal organ of inftirntiiig an 
Impeachment : but all I'.ic Commons of 
JE ngl and were tlvi Pu’fcculors. If our Ao- 
ced^rs had forefeen fuch attempts to overturn 
the prjvileges of that Houi'e refoeding Im- 
peochm Jilts, they could not have a£fed with 
more c.auiini> thrtn they had done, to l?y 
jilown diOintWy wliat ihofe prvileges w< le. 
Lord H'le, hj fa.d, had dated the diftinJt 
difforence betvve-jn proceedings of pur,*, judi- 
cature 10 Ih^ Houle of Loid^, ai'd 'iroce^clipg’j 
in thif bloufe when they , were ohl ged to aft 
in cciyccrt with the Hoof? ot Commons. Hs 
rcpd the paiTiga to .the Houfe. He al o re- 
ferred to Lord Chief Jultice Coniyns, whom 
he I'fated to be not omy a diligent compiler 
^ut a great authority. He read what Lord 
"Chief Judice Cumyns faid on a diflblution of 
P.irliaiAent, .froip whence it was evident Chat 
an Impeachment by the Houfe of Commons 
lyas not py a diirolt^cioi^^ Mr. Pit; 


therefore faid, he trufted he had proved that 
the weight of Precedents on the Lords Jour- 
nals was{ ckarly in their favour, that all ihe ^ 
great Law authorities wcie in their favour j } 
and that the c.mrie of proceeding in the ^ 
Coui ts of Juftice w.is likevvife in then favour. ' 
Ifc dwelt tor tome tirn'; on ih<; ufeof In^- 
peachments, as the only ni id - of purnlliiMg 
St3te DHinqiieMls who h-d abolcd l*Mue pub- 
lic office, and whufe crimes could not he 
ie.iche} by .'ny o:her proceis) and be alfj 
faid, It ouill be clfc.'ir to ev* ry one tint Im- 
P'sachments were in"v*r*; :it ns n cheik on 
bad mir. ltcrs, and ihofe \\ ho enjoyed rffic ts 
under theCuiwn. At h iij» b, afier an iu- 
fiuiie dt'.d of flirewd l^;:'(on!■lg .iiJtl powiiitul 
argnment, Mr. Ibrt cj v.- t.) tint part ot his 
fpeech vvhei 'j he thousrli! it neceirniy to notice 
vvlo'tMi. I'.i Ik ne 1. id -.ud of the ^lieiaiions 
thatotcurrLd in iin Imp* continued for 

years, .anvl the duii.uMit.s rli.'.t thrnr«« uofe. 
He faid, the c.rcomlt.i*'Ce •'he a«'cuiers occa- 
lionally becoming tli.^ Ciimpmieiir jMit of 
tho e whov^ere the juilgts, vi not i mat- 
ter of objedtion rgaiult mi JiSftacbrmnt tint 
continue 1 tor ye.uN, any uu.re Ch.in it was 
m ntrr of ohj.’ft’on .ijviinit .m Tiop«*.'>chfnent 
ihit connnued only for a tingle h.iion. It 
W..S r.i f.icl a ciiciimilance incident <l to the 
na'uie of ail Impochmenis, nor was any 
danger •r injuO.icc to be dreaded horn if. He 
afivcd whit was the foundation of the Houle 
of Loids itklf ? It was a Couit of Ju- 
d'C.Kure ch.migirg i*s .Members, as death took 
off loi »e, v*,Ii ch na’ii #'lv produced olheis ns 
tlicir fuccelibrs. Wi'^h leg-ird to tin- evidence, 
llic Lords, he faid, h'ld ordered copies ot the 
evidence to he printed, ar.cl fuoh as wcie new 
jVen'beis of liinr cwn Htmft* would only 
h.iv- l*> rcler to the Jnuinals of the Houfe of 
Lords, fuppofing it to hr* rioe that they 
\veiera..lly ignor.uic of any of the proceed, 
ings a’riady had upon thedcprnc'ing Impeach- 
mtiu. It w.as, hefji'I, i.i.pi^fllble for the 
Ho'ifc In he goveined by iIkj ruL*s of the 
Courts b 1 ,w', fince thi fniindat’ori of Im- 
pe.’Clim^-m*< was to bi iog off-ndois to juftice, 
who would tifeape it fubmi'teil to the ordi- 
nary 1 ulus «»f Cnurts of Jurifprudence } the 
rulis r,f tlie Ccuiis being the proteftion 
of individuals, and Impeachments for the -- 
pr*»te6loii of the public. After cle.iring 
•iw^-y Mr. Fifk'nc’s objedjons ftited in the 
lauer put nf lii^ Ipeecli, Mr. Pi rt declared 
I.e would, bc.kre he fat down, fay fonnerhingy 
lu.t only to piove i!i„t liiipeachment.s did not 
abate on the dirridntlnn of Pailiamenc, but 
that tisey conriiiu<r(l in ftatu qua^ exaftly as 
they werb before thn^ event took place. He 
tl^cn entered fliorjtly i^tto a difcuflion of Che 
nature of proceedinj^ on an Impeachment { 
and Iwving argued it very clearly, with a 
yieiy tp eUajbliih the do£)nne> that if it vyas 
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t'lken up in any other^ay than in fiatu yu*, 
the c.)n(eqiit:nce would he, the ntod intolcr.u 
ble opprclliun ;ind the mod violent injufiice. 
He cimcludrd With aircr'ing, that ftoni every 
principle of die conditutioo, from the weight 
of precedents, from evtiy an.ihjgy t>f law, 
from the immutrible principles of jndice, 
from the ex[ied'ency of Piihiic tiials, from 
eveiy authority to be found, and from every 
argument that plain fenle could lugged, he 
Was decidedly of rpinion not oniy that the 
Impeachment did notabate^hut that it exided/n 
ftaU fuo ; and therefore he declared, he tie 
ver had given a vote with more confidence 
than he fhould give his vote for the ori- 
ginal Motion moved by the Right Hen. 
Gentlc.man. 

The M:'der of the Rolls * began with con- 
fefliiig himlclf uiteily unable to follow his 
Right Hoii. Fiieiid LliKAigh his argument, 
which had been one of the mod able and 
eloquent that he had ever heard j lie begged 
the Houfe to' know, tlieicfore, that he rofe 
only becaufe it would naturally be expedied, 
thatcvciy Gentleman of his piofciTiun would 
fay lumelhiiig upon a quedion of fuch great 
conO it utionai importance. The Maderofthe 
RolL then (aid, he wiftied that the Right 
Hon Gentleman who had moved the qiicf- 
tivxi had follovi^ed the example of the Houfe 
of Commons in the cafe of Lord Danhy, and 
had defenbed in the motion more particularly 
what was meant by the Impeachment that 
was dated in it to be depending. His Right 
Hon. Friend, it was true, had fairly explain- 
ed hinifelf on that head, and had declared, 
that in his opinion the Impeachment depend- 
ed in ftatu yvo jud as it had done at the con- 
clufion of the lad Parliament. He profefled 
a great edeein for tiic Right Hon. Mover of 
the quedion ; but he mud fay, that according 
to clear -law and every legal analogy, it was 
impofTible that Impeachments could exid 
in ftatu quo after a dillbUition of Parliament ; 
nor till the year 1678 had it ever entered 
into the mind of man, that a d.lfoluCion did 
not put an end to every exiding Parliament- 
ary pioceediiig. — With regard to Evidence, 
there was not, the Mader of the Rolls faid, 
one rule of evidence that did not apply to the 
Houfe of Lords as mucli as to any inferior 
Court in the kingdom. The Mader of the 
Rolls differed from Mr. Pitt in feveral of his 
deduflions ; and as to the cafe of the Duke 
of Suffolk, he faid it was an extraordinary 
one to look to as a precedent. That noble 
Duke had been baniflied, and his enemies, not 
thinking that a fufficient punifhment, moved 
an Impeachment in that Houfe ; but it was 
not true that a trial had begun in one Parlia- 
tfeptf aad continued in the next. Wltile 
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thefe proceedings, however, were go>PS 911 
at home, the noble Duke lay dead in Fran ce 
The Impeachment of Mr. Hadiiig*: v.jss tht 
firrt ind:iuC 5 of an Impcachmen'^ in which the 
trial had lafted beyond the f-lfiou, rul he 
fmceiely hoped it would be the l.d. Si< RicIuriJ 
aigced for fome time on the preccdunts. 

Mr. Yorke wilhed more time had been 
allcw'ed to fe arch for riiiilier prcccvleuis. The 
qiirdion had, he f.iid, bten argoc’d fo ably by 
tlieUiglit lion, the Chancellor of the Elxche- 
quer, that i: would become unneiefl ly for 
him to attempt to go into the difcunion ; it 
was fnfficient for him to declare, that it ap- 
pealed to him fromreafon and common fenfe 
that Impeachments ivcre not difeontinued in 
cotifequencc of a diflulution of Parliament, 
fince it was fiiuiided in principles of juftice 
tliat the accufed fhould have an oppoituiiity 
afforded him of clearing his chara^Her and 
making his deTtnce, whicli lie could not havcy 
if the Impeachment were to abate Mr. 
Yoike replied to feveral of the .11 guments of 
Mr. Erlkine and the Mafter of the Rolls, 
controverting them fep3i ately,and Rating why 
he differed in opinion from them upon th« 
points in qneftion. He faid, he thought the 
Houfe of I«rds could not proceed to judg- 
ment unicfs the Houfe of Commons prayed 
it 3 in like manner as the Court of King's 
Bench, on a convi£lion of a criminal Infer* 
mation or Indidlmeht preferred by the At- 
KH'ney General, would not give judgment un- 
til the Attorney General came into Court and 
prayed it. The Right Hon. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had (hewn, Mr. Yorke obferved, 
that Writs of Error had continued from time 
to lime, iiotwithRanding a new Parliament. 
In ancient days the Parliament xvas djlfolvecl, 
or expired, at the end of a fingle SelRon ; but 
as Election Petitions and other public bufi- 
nefs increafed, it had been found neceffary 
to increafe the term of the duration of Par- 
liaments. Mr. Yoike defined thediRimflion 
of the rules of proceeding in the Courts of 
Law and the Court of Parliament ; in tho 
former, the whole power of the Court was 
derived from the Crown ; in the Court of 
Parliament, all the power was derived from 
the people and not from the Crown. Mr. 
Yorke made fome other pertinent remarks. 

The Attorney General f reafonedvery aWy 
in fupport of Mr. Erfkine's Motion, and 
contended, that if oppofing the original 
quedion was to abandon the Privileges of that 
Houfe, iTure he was, it was to aft agreeable 
to the law of the land. Mr. Attorney en- 
tered into a difculHon of the cafe of Lord 
Stafford, and gave an account of the conduft 
and arguments of Seijeaiit Maynard and Sir 
William Jones tfi ttiat memorable occafion. 

t Sir Arch, Macdonald. 
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Sir ArchibftU, after dweUing on thofe topics 
fbr fome time, faid, ha could not but be of 
opinion^ that a farther enquiry was necelfary, 
and therefore he (hould think it his duty to 
abdain from giving his voter for the origin.*!- 
qoeftion. When precedents fhould be foand, 
they ought then to f»ft the fubjeit to the bot- 
tom, and afeertain what was the mode moft 
expedient and proper for that Houfc to 
purfne. 

Mr. Robinfon made a Ihort fpeech, but 
sire did not hear what he faid diftni^lly 
enough to learn on which fide he meant to 
five his vote. 

Mr. Pybus, in a fpeech of great perfpicuity 
and appofitenefs, fupi'iorced the oiiginal quef- 
ti'on, for which he declared he felt himfelf 
bound in honour to vote. tiord Danby's 
cafe in 1678, Mr. Pybus faid, was peculi- 
arly that fort of cafe that beft of all elucidated 
the great advantage of Impeachments by way 
of fecurity to the conClitution. Charles the 
Second, upon the Commons proceeding to 
impeach Lord Danby, then Che Lord Trea- 
furer, came down to Parliament and faid,*^n 
plain and direct terms, that he was refolved 
io protedt Lord Danby, who had adied uni- 
formly by his dirediions atid orden, and Lord 
Danby afterwards pleaded the King’s pardon, 
|o which his Majefty had himfelf put the 
Great Seal. Tlie Houfe, with a becoming 
fjpirit, refufed to admit the plea, being con- 
foiout that the King could do no Adi of Go- 
vernment himfelf, becaufe there was no re- 
fponfibility annexed to the royal charadler ; 
nicy therefore perfiAed in their Impeachment ; 
when the King, finding he had no other re- 
fource, had recourfeto his Royal Prerogative 
and diflblved the Parliament. Mr. Pybus alkcd. 
Of what life was the privilege of Impeach- 
ment, if the Monarch could thus uncunfti- 
tut'ionally interpofe his prerogative, and fecure 
from juftice his corrupt and abombable fa- 
vourite f Tic thanked God the prefent time 
was not Che d^ys of Charles the lid, but that 
Huufe were not to be fo felf-interefled at to 
look to themfelves only ; they were to adl 
upon a more extenfive fcale, Co look Co futu- 
rity, and take care to preferve poftenCy fromir! 
the danger of being deprived of the blefiings 
wf a free confticutiun. He menciened, that 
the noble Hand made by the Commons in the 
cafe of the Earl of Danhy had fince received 
the folemn fandlion of an Adl of Parliament. 
He need fcarcely fay, he alluded to the Adl 
of the lath and igtb of William, by which 
the King was deprived of the power of grant- 
ing a pardon to any perfon impeached by the 
Houfe of Commons* 

Mr. Adam roTe nexr^-and faid, wbac he had 
heard was fufiicient not to leave a doubt in his 
mind, that then and at no other time ought 
make their flaad and afeertgin the 


clear principles of the confticutiaii. His Righd 
Hon. Friend, Mr. Adam declared, had truly 
faid^ that they were a Grand Committee of ' 
Privileges and of Jullice. He did not then 
mean to detain them by entering into a difeuf. 
firon of Che precedents, which had been fo well 
difeuifed already j h« would only obferve to 
them, that in the RefoluCion which was 
entered into by liic Lords in 1673, they 
would find the foundacton of all the 
precedents that came afterwards. Mr* 
Adam faid a few words on the precedent in 
the reign of Henry IVth, and the prece- 
dent of 1673, and argued from Lord Halo 
and from Forfler's Reports, declaringithat if iC 
were not fo late an hour he ihould 'haVO 
gone more at large into their confideration^ 
but at prefent he would only fay a very few 
words. Mr* Adam then commented for fome 
time on different pans of the fubjcA, and aC 
length concluded with declaring he fhould 
give his vote for the original quedion. 

Mr. Serjeant Watfon, in a fhoit fpeech, 
faid, he had lidened attentively to all that had 
fallen from the different Gentlemen, in tho 
hopes of being able to have the doubts he en- 
tertained refpedling the original quedion re- 
moved ; but though he had earnedly endea. 
voured to be convinced, he could not get over 
bis doubts, which obliged him to chink that 
the idea of an Impeachment not abating 
with a diflblution, was contrary Co Che kw 
of the land* The Serjeant adverted to the 
precedent of 1701, and made feveral obfer* 
yations rcfpefliDg it. He concluded with ex«* 
prefling* a wifhthat a Committee (hould b« 
appointed to examine into the Journals of the 
Houfe of Lords, and report precedents more 
at large. 

Mr. Pitt propofed to adjourn as before, but 
to afk leave to fit again next day, az feveral 
Gentlemen had not yet liad an opportunity of 
being heard. 

Ac nearly three in the morning, the Com- 
mittee adjourned, and the Houfe alfb adjourn* 
ed immediately. 

Tmvrsday, December X3* 

As foon as the order of the day for takidg 
into further coofideration the Rate in which 
the Impeachment of Warren HaRings, Erq* 
Rood at the diifohition of thelaR ParliaAienk 
bad been read, and Sir Peter Burrell had taken 
his feat at the table. 

Colonel Simcoe rofe, and fpdke at firft 1* 
fo low a tone, that we could not colledl What 
he (aid ; in a few fentences, however, be 
raifed his voice, and we underRood him then 
to fay, that he had formed his opinion rather- 
from reafon than from precedents j that he 
had liRened with great pleafure to the very 
able and eloquent fpeech that the Committee 
had heard (he preceding day from the Right 

Hon,^ 
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flon. CfuNcellor of the Exchequer, ind felt 
conviAion from the force of his arg'unienU» 
and the additional light he had thrown upon 
Che whole fubje^t. He had no fcruple to 
declare, therefore, he was of op'nioii that 
the ImiMachmenc either was, or ought to be 
depending. He faid he gave this opinion in- 
dependent of any predilection for our Afiatic 
territories : he had over turned from them 
w.fli an averted eye, and uniformly confi- 
dered our poireffing them, at befl;, but as a 
precarious ufiirpation« He added a few other 
emphatic fentences on the fubjeCt, and then 
took notice of Che manner in which the 
Right Hon. mover of the queftion under the 
oonfuleration of the Committee, and for which 
be meant to vote, had thought proper to 
treat a worthy fiiend of his on the fiifl day 
that the fubjeCt of the Impeachment came 
regularly before the Houfe. Without giving 
any anfwer to the arguments of the Hon* 
Gentleman, or faying a fyllable relative to 
the Journals on the table, which the Hon. 
Gentleman had charged with containing Re* 
folutions contradictory to each other, and 
which the Hon. Gentleman had darted to be 
the reafon that had induced him to alter the 
opinion he once had entertained of the Im- 
peachment of Mr. Haftings, and to oppofe 
the Chairm.m's leaving the chair, the Right 
Hon, Gentleman had chofen to hold out inti- 
inidacing language to the Hon. Gentleman 
and CO the Houfe in general, to charge the 
Hon. Gentleman with having put on a fuit 
of caft-off cloaihs, and to have become a rw- 
wt. If his Hon. Friend was a convert, 
the Colenel faid, he would tell Che Right Hoo. 
Gentleman the reafon. It was, becaufe of 
that Right Hon. Gentleman’s own converfion ; 
it was becaufc he had thrown off the cloaths 
that he had (o long moved in, and at length 
put on the true couftiiutional drefs. He 
wilhed the Right Hon. Gentleman joy of 
his new garb, fince the robe of truth became 
him better than the raiment of Rome or of 
Crccej might the mantle long continue to 
cover him ! After purfuing this metaphorical 
allufionas far as it would go, Colonel Simcoe 
repeated his admonition, and hoped the Right 
Hon. Gentleman would not again hold the 
language of menace to refpe^able Gentle- 
men, who aCled upon the moft difintereftcd 
motives in that Houfe, and, without pretend- 
ing to vie with men of fuperior abilities, 
^ere contented to do their duly honeftly and 
eonfclenlioufly to the heft of their judgement. 

Mr. Burke began a very long, entertain- 
tfig, witty, and yet in many parts of ic an 
nrgomenutive fpeech,, with replying |o the 
alhifxons of Colonel Simcoe, relative to his 
liaviogi on « toimv day, charged Mr. Baft- 


ard with turning his coat, and becomiag a 
convert. Mr. Buike .^furedche Hon, Colo- 
nel, no man was lefs IkiUed in drefs tlian fm 
was; he knew fcaicely any thing of the 
colour, fliape, quality, faflxion, and goodhefe 
of the cloth of the coat to which the Hoii. 
Colonel alluded; if, however, the Hoii. 
Gentleman, or his fnend, could produce i 
pattern, and willied for any thing out of his 
ward-robe, they were welcome, though h« 
feared they would ftnd it hut poorly Rocked. 
After playing for foaie little lime upon ideal 
which a fanciful imagination can eafily fug- 
geff, and making free with the cut of whaC| 
he had termeil the Colonel’s CTniform, Mr« i 
Burke faid, there was noconverfion in him; 
bi!t if any man (aid, that Impeachments wm 
in the power of the Crown, he would fay, 
that fuch a man was fubverting the CiniliiCu- 
tion. Tliat, Mr. Burke faid, was his me- 
nace ; and what was more, it w^as a menace 
that he (hoiild perfiil in. Nor did he imagine 
that by fuggefflng fiicli an optnion it was pof- 
fible to give oBbnee to any rkie Member 
of that Houfe ; on the contrary, he Oiuuld 
have thought they would have liecn pleafed 
with a declaration in which the Members oC 
the Houfe lud fo great an intereff, and 
were fo immediately concerned. The Crown, 
he was happy and proud to repeat, had not 
the power of nonfuiting all the Commons of 
Cre.it Britain ( thefafetyof Che ConlliCiiCioa 
depended effeatiallyon the Law of Parliament, 
which was the primary law of the land, and 
reafon dictated that no law fhould exiR con- 
trary to it. He faid he had attentively liRsnei 
to every thing that had been advanced for and 
againR the qoeRion, and he owned, he was 
aRonilhed to find, that the lawyers had not 
brought a fingle inRruflion with them for 
the life of chofe who were laymen. He com- 
plimented Che Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for the fpeech he had made the preceding day, 
which, he declaiv'd, had never been exceed- 
ed for eloquence and conviction within thofe 
waflls ; but he was amazed and grieved at the 
fpeech of an Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Erfldnel 
wiio fat on the fame bench near him, but 
Avho in conRitutional opinion and fentimenCs 
^vas as far diRanC from him as from pole to 
■pole. His Hon. and Learned Friend had, 
^however, given the iblution s he had on a 
former day declared, that he was not at borne 
In that Houfe; the fame might by appearance 
be faid of moR of the Gmllemen of his Hon» 
and Learned Friend’s profefTiun ; their mind» 
ami thoughts were fixed on other things ; 
they confidcred themfclves but half at boxne 
within thofe walls; they were birds of a 
different tlafs, and only perclusd on chat Houfe 
in their Bight towards another ; here they 
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iWir ten^r pmion< 4 ^ flnrterinj; to 
begone^ with Coronets befoit their eyes^ 
bere ttv-y took their^arly exiiicifes to unable 
ihecnlelvcs to tight jig unit them in another 
pldce ; for which te.ilon tlicy wore uev'cr 
fotw.ird CO alfert aiul mainttin the Pnvileges 
ot the Coin n ions ; they hail irieir belt btnver 
anchor call m the Houle Lor'Jsj ^otl 
ii»cieftn'e were perp^tiicilly urging th*^; Com- 
mons to go there lO leajch ol their I’rivilfgt^s. 
Tliey lookeil on liKit i 'ou/e as a an'rc ihip of 
coiiveyaiii e,aiid like chflrilhtiMn, who thought, 
being a piideugei ih-iC 1*0 haii wo ccnceio ui 
the fnrety ot the v Ifi!, they cared iitrlewhit 
KKks and Iho.iis lha run on ; CoMfider:n‘g 
llienn'dves as mere fnjiAiiwers there, they 
l«Kkcd uo then .I'aili ic-’’, and kept every in- 
fiit mallow lO iridke a more hnllianC dtlplay 
in the w v<^n to \4n1ch they were failiog, 
leavii.K thelti'ugi;le there to poor, iininlotm- 
td Lairni;:it. ‘i lie H'MI. and Le.tinedG'auIe- 
iAian,\Ii . i'ui ka 'aio^ had vxhihiCed mncti ihi* 
qwerice, biu ttd eom.iiiurttium benitvaUnhant au- 
d^toi 'tm Leooi-U and tion. Gentle- 
m.wi s maxim, roi he tnilted to his eli qnewctt 
onl>— he had not illuminated the li »ufe, 
ho hac! not even d,*i 6 ZlcU ic. i he Uon. and 
Li-arncd Gciitlriuaii had f/jjd them, that he 
had iitil<" atiewUed to tl'.e «un|act, that he 
Came Arith Pamphlets m hand, aiul then prxi- 
4 uccd a I r codent— fii oppoitune ! “A iriend 
111 need is a trtend iiicieed.'* Since lie came 
down to the Houfe, a nictid had toM him of a 
KmglU armed c.ip-a-jiiu as a champion tor 
the Lords, and ready to bieak a lancc agai.ilt 
tile privileges of thy Cornmono. At tiio tiilt 
nicnttoii of ihia Kii.ghi, iMi. Uaikcfaid, he 
tciC fwnoe alaiiii, anu wnu u<ik to lee ho-v he 
vr«s arnud, and whclhei he !j.id any c:,cljanU 
■runts about Inn's, to render tins K iudit m- 
\ u.neiabK', and if 10, perhaps he (houlu have 
eoioi'ceu the itjCvKe or Henry Che Fourdi 
ag.iii.ii him \ but he focwd ihaC unnecelf iv, 
and hail tiiotik olf much of ms dr<^ad, when he 
dOcovei.'‘d this renowned and chivairuna 
K'light to be no othei c^jii Sir Adam Iflair, 
who, he b-Iievcvl, wouul turn out a Kuiguc 
El rant, :.nd break his lance agamtt'^lhe party 
that brought lum forward to i.Utck the Coio^ 
mons. Mr* I*uikj, alter tins (ally, enterlV 
ferioutiy u»co Che precedent (o much depeniff 
ed upon by Mr. bilkine, of Sir Adam ulai^, 
who liail been dilcharged in 1690 by tne 
Lords, Sir Ad.im, he laid, was impeached 
in the clofe oI tPe year 1(1^9 by die Cam^ 
nons, and w' as committed to Newgate; be- 
orc the Impeaclimeot was proceeded in co 
n:U, a dillt iution took pl.ice ; and ni Match 
.690, Sr Ad:^m petitioned me Lords to be 
luught toCri*il, or ciihugcd ; fo far, how-- 
iront tlie Lt^ds' cuncciving they had a 


right to diftnifs hint in confeqnence of tin* 
diltihuioij, he was twice lent back Co New- 
gate, where he was confined eight m>>n>hs be- 
fore ue was again brought up, wlicii no no- 
tice having been taken bv the Commons in 
the whole of ih.o time, he Lords difcbarged 
turn on that vety ground : this precedent 
therefore made >gaiiitt thoie who conrended 
that a diirointion ibaccil an Impe^climenC ; 
for Ini thithren ihe cafe, the Lords wxhjIiI 
uoqiiid'^ionably have dn'ch.irgcd hioi on his '' 
pcniu.n j iiiltcacl of w'hich, however, tlicy 
coiicinued him a pnioner for a fnlticieiii time 
to learn whetli'ji the Commons wouM pioccedj 
they not pnv ceding, he was at length with 
pioonetv’ din li irged. He laid, he was charmed 
with and /tilroiruj ready wit and extemp na- 
iit nc* Mo pience ailo, flowing with noble mat- 
tta and puiiiLod ditfLoii, and 110 man enjoyed 
them ai a Int^her degiee than the Hon. and 
Learned Gentleman ; hut he w'as no admirer 
of rxt«mpor.inoou'’ judgement. The reafon of 
rhii Houle nav.ng received nothing fiom his 
Hon. riicnd but fucii judgement he attribut- 
ed entitcly 'to hif. not being at home; for had 
he confide l td lii;rif«,lf ?C home, however 
hi niftly litime might be, lie would have 
Ibcwu moie aff-clion toiliat Houfe, tbrm in 
the iiitreihiciiig a Knight to attack their Privi- 
leges, It was remarked, he faid, of Louis 
the Pouucntli, that he had fine, Pout, »o- 
bufi chiUh en by his Miftrefs, but that his 
chdoten by Ills Queen were fickly, weak, and 
puny. The King afltingFaboniie, his Phyfi- 
cuijjthe c.mre of this diflft itticp^w’as anfwi-ied, 
that the reafon was, the Qjnen had or.ly t'''e 
nufingi rif the bottl'-S. The Houfe of Com - 
moils In confidered to be in a fimilar ft.-te 
With the Queen of Louis the Fouitecnth j flie 
\v.is the It'g Innate wife to the Lawyeis of that 
lioule, but, unfortunately for her, ihiy had 
a nr»i{\iels in another place ; if they were at 
home ill th \i Houfe, they would give the 
viitues as well as the faults of dornelhcity, 
W5(laid Mr. Enike;“have their bodies, 
they their hnils} uti'ch has the Setter bargain?'* 
He liuicuieu th^ idea of going into a Com- 
lUitise to leaich for precedents to afeertain 
lltvii Rights ; .ind faid, no man, except thofe 
who were not at home, if he had been in the 
uninterrupted polfefllon of an eft^te for 200 
years, would employ all the lawyers, all the 
aitornies, all the hunters of records, all the 
old fcraichersof parchment, alUlie refufeitators- 
of dead ink, to difeover a fl^w in the lille of 
their own polTeHion. According to the Learned 
Gentleman, from the carlicft origin of things, 
they mua feek diligently to find a rule againft 
tbemfelves. A Right Hon. and Learned 
Gentleman (the Mafter of the Roils) had ob- 
jcdled to ihc length of the Impeachmenty 
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and fugffefted the prc^sricty of bringjng in a 
Bill t'l the Tirrue, and prevent ih?ir 
rnnnitjR :/i 'uUutti to fu;U kriptli ; lie was 
glad, hefiiid, for ili.- lirft tinif-, lo hear fnJIn 
a great Chancery Ju 'rc ohieCtions ’o delay ; 
he h<d never exp«.i^icd Jn Imvi* Vtii tadglit 
expedition from a Cl tannery Conit ; it 
w'as, however, to him a ti' cum''t''nce 
of gre.iitr n(foninim'‘nt, lii.t rhe Ru,ht Hon. 
Gcntlf-man (liould h vi- nhj 'Cied to tlie 
^ proceetlifijr on wiittcii evidcuce, when 
that wa*^ the only eviuence t.’>en in Chancery 
canffs. Mr Hu. ka faid, the Hon. Guii'icman 
who had contcndMl h^r the King's piiuci to 
put an end t<» iTopeacltm-rnis by a dilVoUition, 
had not attempted to pinve m^vhialiway 
fucli u pri loginve I oidd tend to the fnrthe- 
lance of jidhce, to ‘he conv.itAioii o* guilt, to 
clear innc’cenct-, and to make viitiie apparent* 
Ko fuch atlemi't had been niatie j the alTei tors 
of an impeacliment ab.ting with a dtiroluCion, 
knowing .well, that its only tendency was 
to make a way for the guilty to cfc.ipe : it 
W'tmld be IvMig, liowever, before he Ihuuld be 
convinced that fiich w'as tiie law of the land, 
or confillcnt with the principles of the con- 
ftituiion, fie w'onld not take djfenfe for a 
commodify, nor w'ould he mtn'e re.idi!y admit 
a de^edl to be a part of the conftitu ion of 
llie country, than he would allow the leprofy, 
the ftone, tha gout, plcunfy or confumption, 
to be parrs of the conitiiutio.i of the bo<iy, on 
account of thofe difeafes at‘achirg to man* 
Ife contended, th.'^t tl.e law of P.iihamcni was 
fupcitor to all defeat, and was iheparamouftt 
law of the land, Mr, Buike faid, the right 
of the Commons to continue Impeachment 
from one Parliament to another had been ad- 
irmttd by e.itli branch of the Lcgiflatnre. 
Charles the Second and his Chanccllcn*. die 
Earl of Nottingham, admitted it m 1C78 ; 
it had been recognized by the Lords, as an 
adjudged cafe, on the trial of Loid Stafford, 
wnofe counfei weie not even permitted to 
difpuce it ; a folemn judgment w^as the con- 
{equcncf*, and a Peer loft his lilc, bis ho- 
nours, and eftates. In the firft year of the 
reign of James the Second, i 63 5, an attempt, 
M-*. Burke faid, had been made to refeind 
the Precedent of 1678, by emering on the 
Loids’ Jourii.ds a refolution that Impeach- 
ments did abate by diffolutioii ; but fuch 
an arbitrary order of the Lords tould not re- 
feind an Adi of the whole LcgiPiaiure and a 
folemn judgment, Mr, Burke jultified tlie 
heat of the Commons againlt Lonl Dauby, 
who had fold the dignity and honour of the 
Crown to France 5 fuch crimes he hoped 
aver would occafion great heat : he faid, he 
never knew a more fair or a more conftitu- 
tional trial than Lord Danby’s. He declared 
f}9 had enc|uii«»l much llie fubjedt before 
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the Committee, and defied any Ccnrk'maa 
to Ihcvv htm, fiiMti ilic fnn v iiiuiie uf ihur 
Ji>uiii.iU to the; l.nt, a fingle decUiatioa 
.igaii it '.he KighL new cLuned. He was 
ei|ua!ly clear that the Law Coutts and tl^ 
greateft Law Auihoiiur.s were with him, 
and tneie vi:.s a itgulir -.biMn •'! PiccirdeuLS 
decidedly concluriv& that Im peaclimf. i.ts did 
niit abate \vith diliolbtv n. He .Ikid if a'li 
the Piecedenis that iiad been ftated, and 
efprcMlIy the latter me*;, did not b^ar iri.iiks 
of the fpur of ix^cafion ; the whole rent’s of 
them vv.*s, tohisfighi, obvioufly ff>ur ^alieJ 
horn ftjtik to fh'jiiUlers. 

Col.' iicl Simv,oe rofe to explain. The Colo- 
nel Ta id, he ftiou’.d I'ave dih "gaidt'd the b.'ill 
or an ithema of ili'; Ri^ht Hoi.. CeiUlcmnn, 
hiO he ccnccivid oliiciw.ft’ than he d.d of the 
ImpeachuiMU ; bi.t h .d he been a ne.v jMem- 
ber, he Hiouid hwe hceii loi.ruidaied from 
gwing his Opinion, in c.'nL quince of tlic 
Right lion. Gtnikmairs menace on a for- 
mer n gin, ol confideiing cvi,ty man an ene- 
my to his couiitiy uho voted agaitift tlie 
motion. The Right iion. Genth'man, the 
Cnicncl oblcrvcd, h.ul, wocn the fubj^dl 
cime under confideiation laft week, tlalecl 
th..t there weie Umr Grand Ccmn.utee'., tlie 
Grand Comm.ttce of TraeV, the Cr.md Cora ] 
mittce of Religion, the Grind Comminee of 
Juftice, .md the Grand Coramittee of Privi- 
Ikges; and that they were tliea ririnig in 
the Grind Committee of PriviLges anu the 
Grand Committee of Jultice. Up m reflec- 
tion, the Colourl faid, he had rtcollci^Vd that 
the ComaiiUec of I'rivileg'iS w.ib a fnbaidi- 
iiaie Uoinmittf'c ; there was ai .other Grand 
Ci^nimitlee indteu, and il'.jt the C(»ni- 
iiiittee of Grievance', and w hen th :t Com- 
mittee far, he would iLite a gruvsnee to it. 

Mr, Paulet (a new M*:nihcr) faid, the (pief- 
tion was divifible into two paits, thv.t relat- 
ing to die Conftitution, and that relating to 
the Law ; the formei , he f.ud. Teemed to 
balance. Mr. i’aulet thought thofe who had 
fat m the laft Parliament fliould have palfcd 
an AiSl of Parliament to have Lived tlie pre- 
fent Houfc fiom the trouble and difficulty 
^tlie Huufe found itfelf inviilved iu. Mr, 
^aulet took notice of an expreflion ufed by 
Mr. Burke laft Friday, relative to the old and 
new Members adh.ering to the Mace, and fnp- 
porting the dignity and privileges of the tloufe. 
He declared, he had no doubt but the new 
Members would ftick as ft'fly by it, as tlie old 
ones ever had done. 

Mr. Grant (Son of Sir J, Grant) exprtf- 
fed a with that all fuch queftions were cut 
into one or tW0 points, as they, would then 
Ae more ealy to be argued. He (aid, the Houfe 
feemed to him Co be going nut uf their w.iy, 
9Dd, uTtder pretence of finding Precedents, in. 
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Mining thfmfielve» in rcnfoning npnn thfm,nn<! 
making a fele^^lon r« their own option. He 
f^id, he fnfpe£)ed that the phrafes Parli'im^^t- 
9 ryhikw and Conftitiitioaal Law wen* aJonfcd 
the better to coaceal a defigo to aewa- 
Wetoarbicrarv tvill and rcfifllf ff power. Tfilirv 
were to go by Precedent, they were bound f •> f*l ' 
low the laft, without reafoninc: upon »r ; if they 
it»K>k another line and a^te<ld!iVrctiorally,mcan- 
ing to makea Precedent for rhsmf^lves,tbat was 
another matter, and in that cafe the cxifting 
iPrccetViits wiJl be out of the (jneftionj but 
iiitet affguis in herba feerned to he a true mot- 

of »he life imde n( the terms Parliament- 
ary Low and Con^itiitional Law. When 
they t^lkeil ofthi. L?wof the Land they talk- 
ed intt-llieihlv, and every h' dy knew where 
to look for if. Mr. Grant faid, he was him- 
felf Advocate at the Bar of the Court of Sef- 
IVon, where the Civil Law was pra6lifed, 
whence lie dated a principle, and rerd an 
extraifl or two from Judinian to prove that 
Ihe principle wis founded. After mucli legal 
reafoning, Mr. Grant dated why he thought 
•he Precedent of i ym was fufficient to over- 
tlirnw the Precedent of 168^, and therefore 
•he former ought to he deemed the lad Pre- 
cedent, upon which jrround, he declared, he 
fhoidd vote for the Right Hon. Gentleman’s 
ptef .lution. 

Sir Charles Gould fnid, he fhouldnot detain 
•he Houfe h .t a very few minutes, and would 
fwonaife to fpeak clofcly to the quedinn. Sir 
Charles then produced a paper, on which he 
had copied fevcrnl Pxtra^s of Rcfolntions, 
Ice. from the Journals of the Houfe of Lords, 
which he dated to the Committee, and gave 
liM reafons why he thought fom« of them 
were in point te the prefent quedinn. Sir 
Charles fpoke fo low that we could not liear 
enough of what he faid to follow him with 
any degree tyf certainty. 

Mr, Mitfordfin a very clear and able H^eech, 
Hated that the honed prejudices of Lawyers 
had often proved mod fahitary in tlicir confo- 
quencestothe prefervaiinn of the ennditution. 
Mr, Mitford faid, he tonk it to be a principle 
inherent in the condirnrlnn, lha* all power 
fakes its origin from the Crown The Crown^ 
ft was univcrCdlv agrecil, rnlled power inro 
adtion in a variety of d-fferent ways. To 
flludrato this, he date’ d>at the. four Courts of 
Wed minder H.nll could not open for the ad- 
yninidration of judice unlefs the Crown fird 
gave the proper authority, nor could the vari- 
ons Commifiions of Oyer and Tei mtnerf and 
9II the other Comtnidions that were neredary 
fnrfo many different occ.'ifions, ilTue but at 
the direftion of the Crown. H.-ving tHua 
de/cribed the firft originating principle of ac- 
tion in the adminidration of judice, Mr. 
|f kfbrd flUltd the nalere of the ftift pr^ 


cefs of fuits, from the iffuing of the Writ 
till the appearing to it, and the various forms ( 
which, being wifely provided »orhy the equal 
didribution of judice between party and party* 
were neceffary to he complied with dridlly* 
becaufe, in cafe of yn fa lure of compliance 
with any one dage of the procefs, the whole 
would ceafe, and mud he commenced dr wove* 
In tracing this, Mr. Mitford made himfelf perv 
fetdty intelligible to every man in the Houfe, 
profeHional or not. By (he datement 
cieaily appeared, Chat there was a diredt and 
palpable analogy between a procefs of the 
kind deferibed in the Courts bvlow, and the 
procefs of an Impeachment in the Houfe of 
Commons. The latter, though the fingle 
judicial procefs that did not ^gr ft orj)^inace 
fronn the Crown, hut w.is completely .popu- 
lar, Mr. Mitford proved Co abate wheneyeir 
a dilfolutinn of Farliament took place. He 
defined the didindlion between a prorogation 
and adiflolution ; the latter implying that after 
a given time Parliament would re aflemble, 
and confequently that iu fundlinns, though 
put into a dace of dormancy for a time*^ 
would he called again into aAion ; diffolu- 
tion, on the contrary, putting an adual and 
immediate period to the exidence of a Parlta^ 
ment. Mr. Mitford, faid, he was ready to 
admit, that during the Impeachment, the 
Commons had complete controul over it, 
and that the Lords could not give judgment| 
unlefs the Commons prayed it. According, 
however, to the principle.s of theconftitntion, 
Che Houfe of Commons had an end, and there 
was nothing in the Conditution that could 
be condrised to give the Houfe a power of 
revifing in a hew Parliament the pro- 
ceedings of the old one. With regard te. 
the implied quedinn. Whether the Im- 
peachment was depending in Jimtit 
to enable him to give an ^nfwer to that* 
Mr. Mitford faid, be needed no exami- 
nation of principle, no application of pre« 
cedent; Che matter required no oiher guide 
but h's coufeience and his feeling ; it was 
imirgllible, however the Impeachment 
might, under fume fort of a condru^lion or 
othrr, he faid to exid at all, that it could 
exid in Jlatu Mr. Mitford added fopn^ 
further reafon.s in proof of this latter port of 
his ai gument. 

Mr. Dundas rofe next, and very ably fup- 
potted the original quedion. Mr. Dundas 
(aid, he had formed his opinion from what hf 
had heard in the Moufe, and that he ftiould 
that day dand in the fingular ficuatton of con- 
curring with the feverad Gentlemen wit^ 
whom he was feldom in the habit of agree- 
ing on Political Quedionr, and didbring frons 
others for whom ho profefled a very fiiicero 
rifpcdti and had long ^ccudomed c«| 
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tonfult on Ibe moft adviftfaMc means ofhiing- 
ing forward l!ie public bufintfs to that IToufe, 
With regaril tothequeflion lU-jlf, Mr. Dun- 
U.is hefuaCed not to dcclaie, th.U it was a qner. 
tion of the greaieft magnirude aud impor- 
tance of any he had ever rilen to fpeak to 
fiiice he had enjoyed tlie honour of a feat in 
that Houfe, as it immediately concerned the 
exifteiicc of that great conftitutional inflru- 
inent of publick fafety, the Right of the 
Honfe of Common^, in their own name and 
that of all the Coiiimoiis of England, to vote 
an Impeachment ngamR any public delin> 
quent, and carry it up to the Bir of the Houfe 
of Lords for trial; a matter I'o important in 
eveiy point of view a;> to fuperfede’ all other 
coiifideratioiis. The Court of Judicature 
before whom Impeachments were to he 
tned^ was the High Court of Failiamrnt, 
depending not upon the cafual termination 
of :i Paihament either by prorogation or 
dilTolution, but pi>lTciring an inherent right ; 
a ligl'.t not revived by the King’s Writ, but 
by their own Power, being adembled in 
Piuliament. The right poirelfed by the 
C'bmmons was to im^^ncii, and that light 
was equally inherent in them, as the reprefen- 
Utives of the Commoosof England, to whom 
file right had ever brlongtd, as in the Lords 
to try and decide upon fucli Impeachments: 
to thefe two bodies, therefore, holding each 
feparately inherent rights and functions, 
belonged the impoi tant conflitutional power 
of Impeachment. Tlie conclufion to be 
drawn fiom fuchpremiles he was warranted 
in declaring to be, that no law or power 
exiiled to impede an Impeachment, and that 
it was reafonabie to fuppofe the Law of the 
Land and the pi incipies of the conRitution 
auchorifed every meafure neceflary to cai ry 
an Impeachment, once commenced, to a 
judicial conclufion. The monarchy of this 
country w.is univerfally and juftly admired ; 
lor it was a Monarchy, tliuugh great, not 
dangerous, as it formed but a pare of a con- 
Ritution well balanced with diAin^ rights 
in each feparatc branch. The Kmg had a 
right to dilfolve his Parliament, but that 
right could not allcdt the inherent rights of 
the other branches of the Government ; the 
•^dilfolntion, therefore, not abating an Im- 
peachment, gave to each the full, free, and 
efFedlive cxercife of their privileges. The 
contrary do£Irine would admit the power of 
the Crown to deHroy tlie privileges of the 
Lords and the Commons. In 1678, he argvied, 
the right of continuing from Parliament to 
Parliament an Impeachment bad been re- 
cognized, afted up to, and fealed with the 
blood of one of the firft families in the king- 
dom. Our anceflors had nobly maintained 
that right, and had ever beea alive Co the 
Part IV. 


IcaB infringement of It. Tn the cafe of Lord 
Danby, it had been yropi'ftd by the Lords 
to have a Lord High Steward appointed ; but 
the Commons, jealous of their rights, inter- 
pofed, demanded a confeience, and fuccefs- 
fuJly refifltd the appointment. The attempt 
on the part of the Lords to have a High 
Steward appointed to prefide at Impeaih- 
ments, might at firfl view appear to be a 
matter of little confequence; but the way 
in which it had been refilled by the Houfe 
of Commons had (hewn it Co be a matter of 
11^ fmall import, and had, at the fameiimt-, 
marked decidedly their opinion of the right 
to carry every Impeachment to a conclufion, 
in which they might hav'r been interrupted 
had thry acquiefced in the appointment, as 
the King might, by refufmg to appoint a 
High Steward, have prevented the profecu- 
tion ofevK?ry Impeachment. Alluding to Che 
attempt of the C: own, in the cafe of Lord 
Danby, to dell toy ihettreiSl of an Impeach- 
ment by a pardon, he quoted the RefbJu* 
tion of the Commons, in conic ijnence of fuch 
attempt, in whicli they had v/ell afTerted, 
That no right cxifted cither in the Crown 
or the Lords incompatible with the ac- 
knowledged privileges of the Houfe in 
legard to Impeachments.** He faid, it had 
been the practice with many to reprobate 
the Long Parliament, for the purpofe of 
adding force to their arguments againlt the 
right now contended for. He would not, 
however, make one to reprobate that Par- 
liament; for, w'batever were tlieir faults, 
Engliflimen ought to revere their manes, for 
in that Parliament Che feeds had been fcat- 
tered for the privileges which the Houfe 
then enjoyed; and to them we owe tlie 
Habeas Corpus Adi, w’hich Englifhmcri julliy 
admired ar the monument of their deareit 
rights. Our anceftors, Mr. Dund.is faid, 
had nobly maintained their rights; he doubt- 
ed not but their fuccslfors would contend 
equally, and hand them down to their poflerity 
as they had received them. If in the prefent 
indance the right was net aireried aud 
niaincamed, tlieie would he an end for ever 
to Impeachments, l^rom the eaiiied page 
of the Journals to the lad, not a fingle 
infinuation would be found of a doubt of the 
right to proceed. He had, he faid, many 
precedents to (hew undeniably the right ; 
but that having b;;en, in his opinion, already 
fully and ably pi oVed by other Gentlemen, 
he would not enter upon them. As, there- 
fore, the right was undifputed on their own 
Journals, as it had been recognized by the 
Lords on a folemn occafion, and as a fingle 
contradi^ory dictum could not be produced 
againd it, where could be the neenflity to go 
into a farther enquiry, and particularly to tba 
E Lorda* 
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JuorJs' Jrrnmals ? He had no objeftioii to look 
for formalities^ but w«uld never fubmit lo 
fearch in any other place than in tiuc Houfe 
for the rights of the Commons of England^ 
enjoyed through their reprefentaiives. 

The Sobcitor General (Sir John Scott) 
having been called upon by Mr, IJandas in 
the courfe of lus fpeecli to anlwer a qnel- 
tii>n or two, rofe to give that Gtutlemao a 
reply, and b grtii a nioft cJabor.ite, le,4rncd 
and able piofdlional ariMimcnt, ivith llatin» 
directly and explicitly, tliat a Dillolutioii of 
Parliament did abate an Impuacliaicnt^ and 
that no more of it remained in exilUnice bat 
Che mere record, which was in the pofrelTion 
of the Houfe of Lords. Sir John proceeded 
to argue the iVeccdciits one after another, 
which he did vei y clearly ; and in order to 
illudraic them more forcibly, Sir John pro- 
duced the application of Lord Danhy to the 
Houfe of L»M ds,'and itkewife the language 
held on Lord Stafford’s I'rial. Sir Jtdui 
declared, that to lay tint the King could not 
pardon a peifnn impeached, inlaw it vv,s 
not ftiidly true, notu ithffanding the A£l 
of I a and 13 William and Mary ; the King 
could notceitainly pardon formally and di* 
redlly; in other wot ds, a pardon wa; not 
pleadable ^0 an Impeachment; but tlie King 
might attempt to pardon with elfeCf, and it 
was muining the Lien of Prerogative wtth a 
Cobweb to endeavour againit it. Sir John 
argued moff clofely through the whole of the 
fiibjed^f and, after ftating many new cafes, 
declared, that the Impeacliment could nut 
depend in Jlntu quo. 

Before he fat down. Sir John appealed 
do Mr. Burke, whether he had not always 
tyeated him with refpciSl ; and whether, in 
return^ he had not a right to expeft 
that the Riglit Hon. G<;nilcm.iri *fIionid 
at leaft keep terms of comnu.n civility 
with him, inffead of letting it go forth 
into the world, that a pert on cf the 
Hon. Gentleman’s high charaiflcr treated 
any argument of his in a m inner that was 
fcarcely tolerable from one Gentleman to 
another. 

Mr. Burke faid, he never meant to treat 
the Hon. Gentleman nth- 1 wile CijSti with 
theutmoff perfonal rtfpcift. 

Mr. Fox rofe about twelve at night, and 
began a very brilliant and able fpcech with 
ohferving, that it was aukward to have to 
trouble Che Houfe at fo late an hour, after 
three days debate, and particularly co have 
CO repeat what had been faid fowell already, 
on a queffiori that had been difeuffed with fb 
much deliberation and ability. His Hon. and 
Ifearned Friend bad taken pains to fupport 


Precedents diredily in the teeth of the pr;« 
vUegesof the Houle of Commons, and imine- 
diatdy inimical to the power of Impeachment, 

0:1 which depended not only the cxillcncc ot 
that Houfe, butuf theConltuuCion itlclf, and 
of all that wai* thougfit dear to htiglilbrncii, 
and to eveiy man who willud to uwuiiiueto 
live under a hue g<»veiniiiciu. Wow great 
hadb-cn ins liuprizs then to find, after his 
Hon. and Leaincd FiiCiui’s fpccdi had been 
fo well anfvvercd in tint exiiaordinary ar- 
giiniunt that they had .>11 Iiitenul to with fo 
miich adm nation the day ocloie, to fee another 
Lttarned Gentleman rile immediately after- 
wards, and, inffead of Caking new ground, 
go over tlie fame lilt of Piecede^ts, and 
endeavour to fuppoiL' them with the fame 
Ion of argument as they had alfo heard be- 
fore, and had that day heard completely con- 
futed and overthrown ! The Le*irned Gdii- 
tieinau had huen followed by other Gentle- 
mtii of the fame profeliion, wiio had likewilo 
contented themfelves with again and again 
holding up the fame Prctedciiis, Mr, Fox 
ftated fume of the features of the fpeeches 
of the M after of the Rolls and the Attorney 
General, and aiiim.ulveittd with fevericy on 
tadi. That day a Gentleman of the Long 
Rube pofttlfing futlirient ability to qualify 
him to treat any fubjcuf with perfpicuuy and 
plainnefs, had led (hem down to the Courts 
below , tq trace there the Pi i vileges of theHoiilo 
of Commons ; and had declared, he could not 
conlcicnlioufly vote for the queftion, if it 
were niiderftuod that the Impeachment 
exifted in Jlatu quo. After arraigning this 
latter declaiation, Mr. Fo^ laid, he could 
no otiitrwife account for the Gentlemen of 
the Law all taking up the fame exploded 
Precedents, and endeavouring to make a 
Itand with them, but by fuppofingthat each of 
them hoped, altliough lus Hon. Friend’® 
Speech hid been fo well anfwered, they 
might ibnd a chance of receiving an anfwef 
lefs able, and tliencc they might have the 
good fiirtune to gam gi*oimd. The Right 
Hon, Gentleman who had fpoken Chat day 
bad- convinced them of their cnoF, and in 
an argument in which the lubje^ had been 
exhibited in as new a point of view, and yec ^ 
as forcilde a one, as it was capable of beiof^ 
placed in, had again put the rallied forces of 
the Learned gentlemen to the rout. After 
thus noticing the courfe that Che debate had 
taken, and promifing to touch upon what 
had fallen from the Learned Gentleman 
who had juft fat down, Mr. Fox faid, it 
was not his intention to dwell on the Prece- 
dents about which they had heard fo mush^ 
but to reft bis argutnenc on the general 

groundi 
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f rautui j before, however, he proceeded to 
difeufs Che niaih point, he ivonld juft f:iy a 
few woids on one or two of the Precedents s 
and, firft, of that Refolation of the year J67K, 
under which Lord Si afford w.is iiied, con- 
vi^ed and executed. If he were .ilkrd, he 
ihould certainly fay that Lord St.df.nd's 
verdidt was a juft one acojrding to the evi- 
dence ; at the fame time he fhi*uid have no 
fcruple Co own, if the were to 

him, Wliether he doubted the evidence of 
Oates .arid Bedlnc ? that lie cerulnly did, 
on account of lh"ii notuniuilly h..d charaifter. 
He declared, that he blamed not the Peers 
who tried Lord Stefford, becaufo, cunfidering 
that the evidence imprefted icfdf on their 
minds as matter of fadt, who could fay that 
llieir verdidf was not a juft one, and their 
condiidl perfedfly coniiftenc and peifedUy 
warrantable ? Mr. Fox took notice of the 
condudt of Ch.irles the Second (refpedtipg 
Lord Danby), whofe obvious wifh it had been 
to fereen his favourite ; and it was no won- 
der, for Lord Danby ’s guilt was generally 
imagined to oe no other guilt than the guilt 
of the King himfelf, who h id commiUioned 
his favourite to fell the Bntifh Incerefts to the 
King of France, and to barter away the 
honour and dignity of the Rritifh Crown for 
Foreign Penfions, It was tiierefore the 
iucereft of Chai les to fave Lord Danby ; and 
in order to a purpofe fo necelfary to 

himfelf, they law him make ule of 
every fh.ft, and reforc to eveiy exercife 
cf his prerogative that the advice of his 
JVIihiftcr or his own ingenuity could 
fuggeft. p-oiiiUKite was it for them that 
ic had fo iiappeiieil, bt-caufe the coiife- 
quencehad b^en, that tliey had a direift Par- 
liamencary Ci>iidcma..ti»n of the illegality of 
cveiy one of liio meafiires on tins memorable 
occ.ifion. WiioM the King endeavonied to 
f jil ihcir Iiiip"achiinenc of Lord D.i'iby, by 
creating a difticnlty relaiive to the appoint- 
JTier.t of a Lt>id High Steward, they had 
voted a Lord High Steward unnecellhry j and 
when lie had proceeded to flop the Impeach- 
ment by a Diftolulion, they had voted that a 
Dilfolution did not abate an Impeachment. 
Mr. Fox dclVanxd on the Refolution of 1 678, 
dcclaiiiig that it did not make Law, what 
was not Law before. He animadverted 
on what had fallen from the Solicitor Gene- 
ral; and faid, he was aftonifhed that the 
Learned Gentleman fhouldhave feiztdon the 
Precedent of 1690, after it had been fo com- 
pletely demolifhed in that day's debate. If 
it had been the Law of Parliament chat Im- 
|>eachments did not abiite, the fulitary Pre- 
cedent of the Duke of Leeds did not alter it. 
He fpoke of the year 1679 as a year ad- 
mitted on all lian^a to he moft favourable ta 


our Liberties. In that year, not only the 
Hal'eas Coipus A€t was made, but reftnAinn^s 
Oil the Prefs expired, and were never rniue 
renewed. In that year alfo was palfed the 
famous Decl.^rato|•y A6f, recognizing our 
freedom and franchifes. That therefore waa 
not only an une.xceptioiiahle, hut a glorious 
a^ra ; and Judge CJackftone, who was as 
diltinguiftied for his paity prejudices as he was 
for Ills legal knowledge, had declared, tliat if 
he were afleed when the Libeiiies of Enghfli- 
men began, he fhnuld f.ty in the year if>79. 
Ml. Foxfaid, Ills Uoii. and Learned Fiiend’s 
amendment had been Inppoited by moft of 
tlie great Lawyers in that Houfe, but luckily 
the luppurr tliey had been able lo give, had 
proved but little, and he trufted tka> the ef- 
fciSt would be piopoitionale. If the lawyers 
to their knowledge* of the bw were to add 
foir.e regal d to the coriftiiupon, he thought 
it would be no great harm. Mr. Fox faid, 
he law the high iicctfiTiiy of Impeaclunents^ 
but not fi> much as* a chepk againft Minifters 
as with regard to the Ctiui tsol Juftice tliem- 
felves. Snppofe oer Judges vveie ascorri.'pc 
and as bad as many of timfe in Che reign of 
Charles the Second, where was our remedy 
but by Impeachment ? If, therefore, that great 
inftrumentof fafety was abolifhed, w^elhould 
have no Law, no Juftice, not even a 
of liberty. Mr. Fox reprobated the Gentle- 
men of the Long Robe for having, as it were, 
united to oppofe the Motion. He faid, whea 
he faw a corps of profeifional people, a knot 
of Lawyers, and a band of .men all animated 
with the Vefprit du fetting themfelves 
ag.iinft the liberty of the fiibje61, and the bell 
means of fupporting the conltituiion, he 
ftiould fay it was w'oiTe than the Popifh Plot 
in Charles the Seconti's time, if any Popifl^ 
Plot there had exi/led. Qiie of thefe Gen- 
tlemen, he obferved, had faid, there were 
cjfeii ill which Impeaciuneois were not ap- 
plicable, and then they b'^^ve recourfe 

to Bills of Pains and Penalties. This wag 
infiJiuus advice, Mr. Fox faid, hecaufe 
they all knew the King could by a diftblutioi^ 
of the Houfe pot an end to fuch Bills when- 
ever he thought proper. Another of thefa 
Gentlemen had gone fo far as to declate, that 
the King might ftilL attempt to pardon tbe ob- 
ject impeached* By attempt to pardiMi^ ^ Cup* 
pofed the Learned Gentleman meant that the 
King might produce the effedt of a pardon by 
a Diilblution } and in that cafe the Learned 
Gentleman had added, tha** the Houfe had a 
remedy^ for they npght impeach the Minifter 
for having advifed a Diilblution. But ir^ 
ferioufnefs Mr. Fox alked, Whsx fprt of 
fecurity was this ? Suppnfe the Houfe diil 
impeach, the King might diilblve the Pari^ 
liamenc agaUi» and thus again render their 
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conftitution^l weapon ofcfefs, anJ To on they 
might proceed, and thcaiaft effort to impeach 
prove as inclfedual as the firlt. An Hon. 
and Learned Gentleman, Mr. Fox faid, had 
flated in his fpeech that he had heard him 
infift «t the Bar of the Houfe of Lords on 
his right, as a Manager, to introduce new 
At tides of Charge many (lage.of the Tii.d. 
He certainly had infifted on it, becaufe it 
was a Conftitutional Right belonging to that 
Hoitfe j but it was tliat fort of Right that ne- 
Vf.r fhould be ufed but on very extract dinar/ 
occafiuns ; nor had he any expedtaiions that 
it would be neceffary for him to exti cile it 
on the prefrnt occafion. With regard to the 
objedion made by the Learned Gentleman 
aga'nft iviiitcn evidence, that it was not fit 
for any perfon to adjudge upon, Mr. Fox 
faid, It was a little exnaordiiiary that he, who 
■was neither a learned nor a protelfional man, 
Ihonld inve to inlhud the Learned Gentle- 
nic ii, that if he fiioulU become a Judge, or 
Chief Jultice of ilie King s Bench for in- 
Ifance, and the King’s Attorney fiiould pray 
a judgment on any man againft whom he 
had obtained a vrrdid, the Learned Geiitia- 
man muft hinuclf pafs the judgment on 
v^rittcn evidence r.nd no other : nay, he 
would not even have any lecolleiSlion of the 
evidence, which he had contended it was 
fo necelfary for hi r.. to charge his memoiy 
with ; becauCe in the King’s Bench the cuf- 
tom w'as, a i'a Cne Judge tiled a caufc often 
out of Term, and wl»en tlic chief or the 
fenior Puifiie came to pronounce judgment 
ill Term time, he had no oilier proof of the 
evidence tlian what might be deemed an 
old-fafhioned fpec.es of evidence — the 

Judge’s Notes who had tried the caufe. Nor 
was that all the written evidence that w'ould 
bo laid befoie him — .irfidavits both of aggia- 
vation .and gf extenuation migliC and were 
frequently produced and rt-.u! in Court. 
Vpon this Ipecies of written evidence might 
depend a fine from one Ihilting up to ten 
thoufand pounds j and y&t his Hon. and 
Learned Friend near him hal faid, he would 
not fee a fparrow fall on written evidence, 
nay mors, not even a feather of its w’ings 
huit ! 'Jhe Hon. and Learned Gentleman, 
Mr. Fox faid, who had fpoken lafi, had 
aiked, if on a DilTolution all their proceed- 
ings did not ceafe ? lie would anfwer, .1 DiC- 
Iblution had precifely the fame as a' 

Prorogation; during the interval occdfioned 
by either, their proceedings certainly ceafevl. 
The High Court of P rluiment could not then 
fit, any more than one of their Committees. 
Mr. Foic faid, if he was to underfland that 
tke .late Parliament had been dinblved under 
|he idea chat the Impeachment abated, he 
the Pifiblution a criminal 
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one, and ought to be condemned as fuch. 
But bad the Right Hon. Gentleman diffolved 
the l^ft Parliament with any fiiih view } tic 
believed moll fnicerely that he nad not. There 
might be others, however, who might have 
.'idvifed his Majefty to loch a meafure. If 
the aft were fo, tliofe others of the King’s 
fervants defervetl to be impeflC.'ied. Mr. Fox 
mentioned the Cill of the year 1773, in which 
feveral of the Rights of ilie Commons were 
declared. At that time tliere had prev.’illed 
an idea of uiferting the Right of Impeach- 
ment; but a Gentleman whom he highly 
eficemed, though he did not always agree 
with him in his politic.d principles, he meant 
Mr. Dyfon, had in his mind vfcry properly 
objeftcd.obftTving that it would enfeeble lh.it 
gicat Right, as it w'o.ild imply fome donbc 
of its being an inherent independent priviKpe 
of the Hoide of Commons on the beh.ilf of 
all the Commons of V:n^>Ia>ui, and thmefnie 
he was happy it had been kept out of it. He 
ohferved, that when the Impeachment had 
been originally reh>U'ed on, a motion h.td 
been made, that it ihovikl he prolecnted with 
vigour. This had been agreed to hy the Leai li- 
ed Gentlemen ; and if iheir doftrine that day 
Ihouki prevail, it would he obvious, tliat at 
that time a feerct poifon lay lurkuig in their 
breads, fmee tht‘y knew tli.it it would 
be hut for a Ihoit period, as the Impevhnient 
would abate as foon as a niifolnci(;n Oiould 
take place. With regard to the advice that 
had betr. given them to look into the Jour- 
n.ds of the othei Houfe, ihat w.»s, he luditv- 
cd, thefiiR lime that .1 Member of the Bntifli 
Houfe of Commons had recommended then) 
to fearch into tlie Journals of the Houfe of 
L.irds to find the priv-h^'^'V of the Houfe of 
Commons. He re,pioh.jred this idea, .and 
condcmni.d it as likely toavcilai d tiunafue 
that Ifre.im of Law and the t-’onftjiutinn, c-n 
the unifuim cunency and clearncfs ol wl.icli 
fo much depencled. With .ill Ir.'i icip* ft tor 
the reigning Family on the 'Fhrone, M.'. Fox 
obferved he w^i'uld fay, thedifcuflion of that 
day, Ihould it end in the lofs of his Right Hon. 
Friend’s original Qjieftion, was .ns gieat a 
violation of the Couliitiition as could be at- 
tempted ; and he had not, he declared, been 
lefs aftonifhed at the foi t of doftrines 
broached that day, ilian he fhould he, if any 
Hon. Gentleman was to rife in that Houfe 
and ptonounce the Aft of Qiieen 'Anne fet- 
tling the fuccelfion in the Hanoverian Line 
a breach of the Corltiiulion, and that the 
defeendants cf James the Second W'ere the 
lawful Heiis to the Throne. Such a deda^ 
ration, extraordinary as it would found n 
that time, would certainly excite great inS 
dignation ; but, natural as that feeling wouldP 
b 4 , Mr, Fox faid, lie (bould endeavour to 

reprefs 
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reprefs his renfatlons, and to procure whac the 
important Queftion before them hail 
edly received, a temperate deliberation the 
Houfe, and a difculTion of the fiibjedt in 
fucli a manner ?s was mofl likely to produce 
a firm and effedfual lepull'e and coiulemna'* 
tion of a do' 5 frine fo ahfurd and extiavagant. 
The Learned Gentleman wlio had lately 
fpoken, iVIr. Fox r bfei ved, had faid, that by 
coming to the qnefiioii prc'pofsd by his Riglit 
Iton. l*r:end, *• they would only muzzle the 
Lion JfiLh a cobweb; he might (lili do them 
n'ore miulnef/' Yes, Parliament migh: be 
dillolved ; hut he woul,! f.iy, they might vote 
the Impu.u'hment with>Mit previous enquiry 
of any kipd. 'I'hsi'c were miny Precedents 
foi It But then it would be ^aid, the King 
rn 7 nri.iki* foity or fifty P«’cr» for tlie purpofe 
of ler^uinga criminal from julhce. That 
indeed might he dune, and wheiitver it W'as, 
he fbouUl lament it j atthelaiue time h^was 
Hiady to confefs, that whenever the King's 
Power of making Peeis (hould drop, it 
would be dnnyerons to the State. Should^ 
luiwcver, fuch a bad and pernicious fyltem 
be begun, there fiill would rende a power in 
the body of the peo)de at large to reform 
abufes (jf fo cnormou > a fiza, Siicli an event, 
how'uver, was what every good man mull 
deprifc.ire, as too rlreadfiil in its probable con- 
fcquences ; and whenever fad neceflily fliould 
uige it oil, every individu.d who had a heatC 
to feel for the calamities of his country roufi; 
deplore the exigency of the times. Never - 
thelefs, tliey were to watch poflibilities 
in that Honfe with on eve of caution and 
jealoufy; and ihnuld tyranny ever be enfur- 
c^d, he had no doubt but the Gentlemen of the 
Long Rohe, whole opinions of Chat day he 
hid felt Inmfelf fibliged to reprob.ice, would 
coiitradidf the tent ments they had chofen to 
dtrl'.vei, by their a6fiuns, and piovc by their 
and .uTivity. dial they were as leady to 
lay down their lives in tlefencc of their free- 
dom, as any defer! ption of men wliatevefr 
He alfnred his Hon. and Learned Friend, that 
lie liad not forfeited any pait of liis regard 
ai.d Lficem by having held an opinion difie- 
lent from Ids own on the fubje<^ of the three 
days debate ; and for the relt of the Learned 
Qeo Icmcn individually,heeiUertaiiiedafincere 
rcrjjeil. Mr. Fox declared, that when he coufi- 
deicd lhecon(li'u£li(*n of any particular Atfl of 
parliament, lie then looked for Precedent and 
] Vinci pte ; but when he examined any thing 
touching the L'uriftituiiun itfelf, he reforred 
reafon and argument rather than to Pre- 
ent or Principle. With that view he had 
nfideu'd the power of voting Impeachments, 
It he begged to be uodeiltood as (landing 
pon the general ground refpe^ing them j 
thought them ike ^rfi| moft e^rential aqU 


paramount excellence of our ConfllttiFiiSTiu^ 
trufted they would b8 able to piefervc ihit 
valuable and inherent n^ht unimpaired, and 
hand it down from liuiire of Coimiions 
to Houfe of Commons, Pailiamcnt after Par- 
liament. 

[Mr. Fox, when difenfling the Precedents 
and the dl.ibliflied tight of the continuance of 
inipeaihnicnts iiotwitlifianding a D (Tolution, 
quoted the authorities of Chief [ultice Holt, 
Mr. lull ice Fuller, and other L.iw Writers 
of acknowledged Lime, impartiality, and wif* 
dom.] 

Ml. Yorkerofe, and complained, in terms 
of lome Wiii-mth, of the attack that had been 
made on tlie Gentlemen of the profeflion to 
which he had the lior.our to belong. Mr, 
Yorke f.iid, in all the ciitical events of our 
hiMory, the Lawyers had difiingutHicd cheni- 
felvcs as th»; friends of fieedom ; and that ac 
the R -vointion, it was matter of notoriety, 
that the gloiious event had been chiefly jiro- 
duced, and the Conftitution fettled, thiDugh 
the patiiotic cffuits and great abililies of the 
fiift gentlemen of the learned profeffioii 
who at that time had feats in the Houfe of 
Commons. 

Mr. Fox faid, he had intended no refledlion 
on the ProftlFion, but had fcR himfelf bound 
to combat opinions which he could not but 
confider as of the moll m’fcliicyous and moft 
unconllitiuional tendency. The manner in 
which he had fjnikcu of Lord Chief 
Jui'iicc Holt, Lord Som-^is, Mr. Jufiioe 
P’oRer, and Scijeant Maynard, w'as a 
fufficieiit proof, tlui he had intended nothing 
l.ke a general and illiberal refledfion upon 
the Gentlemen of the Long Robe, 

Mr.l'.i Ikine faid.among.ili that he might liav'(t 
loll by the condudl he hail held chat day and 
the three prcccdnig, it was fome comfuit 10 
him to think that he had not forfeited the 
efteem of his Right Hon. bneiul [Mr. Fox]. 
He was not a little fiatltred, Mr. hi Acme faid, 
to find liimfelr fupported by a Gentleman 
defeended fiom a Lawyer of fo refpeaable a 
name and char.idler as the great Loid Hard, 
wicke. He muft fay, that he thought the pro. 
fellion had been infulted in the courfe of the 
debate; not by the Right Hon.Gei.tlcman wl.o 
had jult fat down, hut by another Hon. Gen. 
tlemaii, wdio had fpoken more eirly that dayj 
.md he could not help thinking that that Right 
Hon. Gentleman had dealt a little more hard- 
ly with him, than fiom their mutual friend, 
(hip, and the kinJnefs he had ever ex per • 
enced at the Right Hon. Gentleman’s hand., 
he had laid his account with expeding to re- 
,ccive. He had opened the debate, .and pi A- 
pofe the Motion for the Chairman to leave tl e 
Chair, from a fenfeof duty, and uo other im- 
pulse whatever. In fpeaking to the quoRiun, 

* he 



htt had endeavoured to do fo to the heft of 
bis ability $ and if he h|d failed, ihe triumph 
would be greater to thofe who fliould prove 
to be moft fuccefsful in the divifion. He 
was not, he declared, convinced by any thing 
that he had heard, and therefore he would 
not give up his motion. That he had been 
9ui. Hcbiittdf he admitted 3 but lie would not 
admit, that the Gentlemen who had m un- 
tamed arguments oppofite to thofe ivlnoli he 
had humbly oifsred to the fOiifukiafion of the 
Honfe, had proved Ll1.1t tlicy were entitled to 
carry the mijority. With icg.ird to Ins h,..ing 
one of that order of birds who had been 
livhcroufly faid to be buds of palfagc, who 
perched there in tluMi- fl'ght to the Houfe 
ot Lords, nod who did not confider them- 
fclvcs at home in the Honfe of Commons, 
he alfiired the Right Hon, Gentleman he was 
im tuch bird 3 i^ lie had been one, he would not 
iKi'.e perched thcic, but would have chufen 
at hough wliwic the leaves were thick, an^d a 
Inug tieft might have been made. And as to 
fcis giving iha; Houfe the nicie nnfings of his 
bottle, he had fet fuch wine as he h.id before 
them, and they Ihotild have been welcome to 
the beft wine in his cellar ; indeed the heft 
of his abilities fhould be ever at the command 
of the Houfe. Mr. Krlkine added fome far- 
ther arguments to prove that the Lawyers had 
voted difinUTeftedly, and then concluded with 
rt'peaitng liis motion. 

Mr. Burke rofe, thinking htmfelf calked 
ojxin to fay a few words in confeijuence of 
what liad heiai faid by the Hon. Gi:.ntleman 
who had juft fut down. Mr. Burke laid, 
he believed he had fpoken in perfect good 
humour, and he thought he had oblerveci die 
Houfe part;ike of it. He wifhed to hurt the 
feelings of no m^n 3 he efteemed the law 
highly, and approved of the country being 
governed by law, but not by Lawyers. He 
tkad a highrefpedt for the Hon. and Learned 
Gcr.tiemarrs t-ilents, for Ins great eliHiueiice, 
and his uncommon aptitude at argument 3 he 
could not therefore but lament (he lofs of 
thofe talents, that eloquence, and that argu- 
ment, in fupport of the great confticutional 
€aufe,che Impeachment of Mr. Haftings. Tlie 
queftion that had been moved by him was a 
queftion that involved in it their Conftitu- 
tional Privileges, and therefore when he un- 
derftood that the lion, and Learned Gentle<p 
man' had come determined to overwhelm his 
efforts in the greateft and moft im(X)rtantcaiife 
in which* a Houfe of Commons could be 
engaged, and found he brought fuch flight 
luacerials with him, he could not hut think 
that a fine natural flow of words without ar- 
gument and prompt deliher.'uion, rather than 
a ftudied and a lahoriuus endeijvour to make 
bimfelf equal to c|ie great wuik he had io 


rafhly undertaken, merited the fort of animad* 
verfion that he had thrown out on the Hon. 
and Learned Gentleman in common with alt 
otheA who had fought on the fame lide of the 
qu ftion. With regard to frisndlhip, it wa.'. 
Ml. Buike faid, if any thing, fupcrior even 
to .1 love of one’s cuiuury, as it w.ic the 
f urce lud fpiing, the animaLing foul 
wtunce originated every other virtue ; but 
what right the lIoo.G,:nilem.in had to expedt 
any particular friend'bip from him, that Hon. 
and Learned GciiLleman b'ft knew. As to 
the fubjeift of debate, lieihought thofe wlu> 
had cliofirn to defend the Privileges of the 
Houfe of Commons had defended them fo well, 
that they did not want the help of the Hon. 
and />e lined Geutlenuui, who had taken the 
field i.ke David I'v linft Goliah, lightly 
armed with a ftoueand a fling, that could do 
no execution. Mr. Burke mention'’d the 
Pamphlet that Mr. Erikme had reafoncJ 
from, and paid a compliment to Mr. Aduin 
and Mr. Anftrutlier. 

This called up Mr. Rrdcine, who explain- 
ed, that the Pamphlet was nothing mm-e than 
a culledlion of Precedents copied by an hum- 
ble friend of his for his greater conveniencQ 
ill referring to them. 

Mr. Ord (Secretary in Irebnd under tli« 
Duke of Rutland) faid, an Hon. and Learn- 
ed Friend near him had mads fuch an itqpref^ 
fion on his mind, that he would not, till he 
heard more, vote that the Impeachment ex- 
ifted in Jlatu jr.-oj but as to the firft and maiA 
queftiou, his mind was perfedlly ipade up; 
on that, therefore, he could vote with the 
Right Hon. Gentleman. 

Strangers having w’lthvlrawn, the Commits 
tec duided, 

Ayes (for the Speaker’s leaving the 
Chair) - - - - 30 

Noes . - - - 1^3 

The ong’nal Motion was then put, and carried 
without a divifion. 

The Houfe adjourned at a 'quarter before 
THREE o'clock. 

Monday, February 14. 

Mr, Burke beg ui a fpeech of three hours 
continuance with declaring, that he rofe to 
follow up the Refolution of the Houfe on a 
former day, That the trial of Mr, Haftings 
was pending,'* with a motion for proceeding 
therein. But before he did fo, he r.iid he 
muft congratulate the Houfe, that by the Re* 
folulion they had come to, they had main- 
tained their invaluable right, and decided that 
neither the Crown nor any other powea 
could ftop an Impeachment commenced bJ 
them ; like the Sun, they had (hewn, th» 
thoiigh they might fet one day, they could rifl 
the next with greater glory. He cpngratulatej 
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T\e Houfe, that m the Refulution they had 
)dO|)tetl, they IukI proved themfelves the 
champions of law, of juitice, of liberty, and 
jf humanity ; he congratulated tliem on vwhat 
;hey had done, arid looked forward to the 
Future with a full confidence that they had 
IOC declared this facred Right of Impeach- 
ment for the purpofe of abandoning it. He 
aid, he was confident tlie virtue of the Houfe 
would not rtft on profed-ons,' but he (hewn 
ill its adtioiis. He underftuod from rej^ort, 
bat the propiiety of proceeding was to be 
:ontel)ed ; he confidered that fuch refiflance 
:ould only depend upon two gprat ohjeds, 
fiiR, Whether the charges were true? and, 
econdly, Whether the perfon profecuted was 
} fit obiefl for the notice of the Houfe ? He 
:uniended llrenuoufly for the effed of both 
:hefe points, and, having examined them fe* 
p irately, he obferved upon the objediions 
in account of the length to which the Trial 
iiad already been earned. If they were con- 
vinced that the chat ges were rafh, malicious, 
iiconfidei ate, and unfounded, it would be- 
come them to repent of their en or, and con- 
fefs it in the fulleft manner. Repentance 
was the mod amiable of all virtues, and what 
ao man need be afhamed of. Lei them 
;herefore confefs their fault, make the in- 
ured party atonement, pay him all the 
ciiarges he had been put to, and move the 
Crown to beftow honours anti rewards on the 
lefendanc, who had been rafhly, mahciouf- 
ly, and falAly accufed. If, on the contra y, 
hey were fatufied th<tt the charges were ti ue j 
;hat the conduct of the virtuous m.ijonty of 
bhe laft Parliament had been right, and 
they neverihelefs confented to defert and 
ibandoii a juft and ncceflaiy profecu- 
.ion, they would fly in the face of all right 
ind all juftice, and infamy muft neceftarily 
fall fomewhere ; either on Mr. H.iftings if 
convidlcd, or on the Houfe if tliey aban- 
Joned the proceeding, or on the Lords if 
hey unjuftly acquitted him. If liiey had 
leitlier the candour to confe<s tliat the pro- 
ecution was improper, ni r the vigour to 
.airy it on to its concUifion , if after having 
made the charge they flew from it,and did not 
;onfefs it to have been rafli, fliameful and cr- 
oneous, they would difgrace themfelves for 
jver, and abandon the exercife of their dear- 
ift, moft important, and moft ufeful pri- 
rilege ; a condu6l of which he could not bring 
limfelf to believe that the Houfe could ever 
>e guilty. It had been argued, that the 
Trial had lafted a long time, and that the 
i length of it was a fufficient reafon why 
^ould- be perfifted in no longer ; but if 
JraAion was admitted as a fubftantial reafon 
rputting^ end to a trialj he who com- 
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micted the greateft crimes would be the fureft 
of an acquittal ; andby^he Houfe fo deciding, 
mankind would be delivered ovi r to the op- 
picilion of their governors, provinces to iheir 
plunder, and treafuries to their difpofal. Oa 
the contrary, if tliey proceeded in the profe- 
cution, they would hold out to Governors 
this faiutary lelTon, they would teach them 
to be not only above the commiflion, but 
above the fufpicion of a crime : in one cafe 
the people would he faved, in the other 
they would be ruined ; in one, a ufeful cau- 
tion would be taught to future Governors, 
in the other impunity for the commiflie»n of 
any crime. In former debate, an H m. 
and Learned Gentleman had lamented tha^ 
the Trial had lafted three ye?rs ] but he would 
afk that Gentleman, who was an advocate 
for meafuring the length of trials, wliettier 
there were hour-glaflVs in the exchequer for 
the grievances of mankind, and two- foot 
rules for nppreflioii ? or whether thofe who 
confined their ideas to the nairow limit of a 
Prius caufe, were hetUr able to afeer- 
tain what ought to be the length of an Im- 
peachment, than a rabbit, which breeds fix 
times in the year, was capable of judging of 
the time of geltaiion of an elephant > Lawyers, 
he faid, knew kow to turn thetelefcope as 
it beft aniv\ ered their purpofe, making it di- 
nnniih or magnify at will, and change great 
matters to fmall, and thofe of trivial import 
into the mnlt confiderable. He inflancedthe 
Cafe of Partridge, as ftated in that excellent 
and enteitaiuing Repniter the author of 
Tom Jonev, who records, that P. rtridge kept 
one poor Pig, which got into a Neighbour’s 
Garden, when the Lawyers m?de fo much 
of the f..£f, that every body prefenc would have 
conceived, that inftead of keeping one little 
Pig, Partridge had been the greateft Hog-Mer • 
chant 111 the kingdom. Mr. Burke argued at 
great length to Ihew that the perfeverance 
of Che Managers in this Impeachment could 
not have proceeded from malice. He de- 
clared he did not like the plea of compaflion ^ 
urged at fuch a moment of the Trial : falfc 
comp.'iffion aimed a llroke at every moral 
virtue, by coumerafting juftice 5 and, if ful- 
fered, would occafion an irreparable injuiy 
to mankind. Mr. Haftings had been long 
on Jus trial j but it was Hifu to be remember- 
ed, that thofe who had laboured under his 
oppreflion and tyranny had fo laboured for 
fourteen or twenty years. He faid, that in 
this Impeachment, the two moft refponfible 
perfons in that Houfe for the cone of 
affairs in India (Mr. Pitt and Mr. Dundas) 
had ftood among the foremoft : it was not, 
he obferved, a common circumftance, that 
Minifters (hould ftand (0 forward for *thf 

right 
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rijht of ImpcPcliTi^nt j ami wh^n Ihcy 
tt onglit not to b-' p»iifril by with lut hoiiunr- 
ablc mention. It wjs m)t fjir, he laul, in 
CtK>ftf who cont6;ndeil the length i*f 

time coni'umeil in the Impeachment, toii' Jte 
that it had been continued for ilirce years ; 
for, taking It coriot'lly, it Inti contmuftl no 
more than 67 days, it lour hours catli The 
Managers, he begged to Inve it remembered, 
were not anfwer.ible <or the adi.iurnraents,* 
prort>gations, or d 1 III )lur ions of ih.it Hoiife ; 
thofe, therefore, xvlio reckoned time by al- 
laanaeks and not days, miiletl tliomfelves, and, 
wh3C was worle, ende.ivouied to mifle.'itl 
others. He wilhrd CJenilrmen to recolledl, 
lli.it Ele^ion C.U1ICS in that Hoiife had lalled 
Ihnch longer, and th.ac one Committee hnd 
conriimed to fit for rinety d.'ys. He faid, he 
confidcred Mr. Hallings's crimes to f6rm a 
complete Encyclopoedia. Tlie Man igers had 
arranged bis crimes in dithndt chifT.'S, ni.d 
they Ivid quartered them like The Map of the 
World 5 that the Benares ctnrge contained 
eighteen articles ; the charge of the Begums 
c^MitaineU nearly .as many, .and that of the 
"Picfents mors j and each Ciiarge oUevlged 
moie crimes than had been gone through by 
all the Impeachm ml*} that ever had h< eii vtited 
b|' that Houfe. Mr. then entered in- 

to a'lqng detail of the dilli -uUies that h.ad been 
thrown in the way ot tlij Jmpe.achiTient. He 
alked, had they foigot tli.^t there was fuch a 
thing as the Indi.i.i inCcitd, w’hich bad pene- 
trated intoeveiy dc|>artm<*nt of the Con'Aitu- 
tion, was felt from the Needles at the lileof 
Wight to Jolin o’Giot's Hovife in thf Illind 
«>f Ciiithiufs, and had obtained a confiderable 
footing in that II-iu!e ? Having amplified on 
the amazing iiiHuenCv.' of the Indun intered, 
be fa;J, yrtMt ('ifticuliies h.id alio arifen from 
the ero'^a' rnli'mcnfj tJirovvn in ihcir way by 
cerimn piofeirorsof llv.' law, wiv fe confined^ 
and n 11*1 u V mode of thinking, added to their 
pit jii'licv*!, made them enemies to all Im- 
|K3chmcnts, as an encroachment on the regu- 
lar line of pr. Act* in the Courts below. He 
would prove nowe'-er, from un-Jouhted. au- 
thorities, that the fb ufe of Comiiions h.id a 
right to profit by their belt advantage, viz. 
th.ir ignorance, and to proceed in iheil- own 
way to prove th.; charges made ailiclesof Im- 
peachment. \V iih regard to a limited rule 
of evidence, he denied lhaith-.ve exilUd any 
fiTCh thing as a tide of evidence ; and con- 
K^nded, that all evkW.uce mud vary in its man- 
ner nnd Its m.itter as the nature of each cafe 
varied j He faid, Lawyers were not a natural 
pait of tint Houfe. The Houfe of Coni' 
nuiiis wasdefenbed by ancient writers as con- 
lilt mg of ft but there was no 

jviettti.m of Lrtwyeis ani'''i)p: them, and they 
Wure lappofedto adt wholly as ignorant ordi- 


nary men would, Irqucndum ut vulvut, Kc 
rrad .1 long quotation Ironi Seldvii to fhew 
that in aff Zmpeachmenl fomc centuries h.ack, 
wfieie their articles were loofe and infornial, 
that was held to be no obj^dlion, but tlie 
I-ords amended them, lie cpioted alfo Fof- 
ter’s Repoits, and agrc'it vnntty of orhf»r au- 
thorities, from the time of Riclurd the Se- 
cond up to the lad reign, to prove tlidt the 
Law of [Parliament was lupenor to the Civil, 
the Canon, or the Common Law. Alr-ran 
infinite det.iil of aigument, giounded (fii the 
authority of the bed wi iters, he came at l.ift 
to wind up his rpecoh ; and ilcclarcd, that ill 
ccmpliancc wiih the times and nnbhck con- 
venience, ratliLTihan his own iiulinati'Mi (for 
he and rlie Managers were ready to go throngli 
the whole of the ch irgcs j but lor the rcaion.s 
be had mentioned), he was willing to go into 
only one charge moie, for the fake of (hor- 
tening the duration of the Trial, and fpcedi- 
ly obt.iining fubdantial judicc. Th.it charge 
was, the one rcfpcdling Contra£ls,Tcnfinns,aiid 
Allow, ncesi andl.e was perfiiaded, from what 
he knew of tlie evidence to be produced, 
that leven days, perhaps Ltfs, hut ceiuinly 
not more, wouUl finith the inveftig.iiion of 
th.it charge, aiiii the cltahlilhmcnt of .ill its 
great fafts by proof?. That charge, he f.nid, 
would completely dedroy the defence fet up 
by Mr. Hadings, vi/.. St.ile nccefliiy, by 
fhewiiig ihar he had fq'nntiercil more for cor- 
rupt purpoles, than he had acknowledged to 
have accepted for the Company’s ufe. The 
M.inagers,he contended, had uniformly aflerted 
the right of Parliamentary Law and Par- 
liimcnt.ary Ufage, and th.it they had avoided 
being entangled 111 tecluiical terms. He faid, he 
fhould offer two motions to the Ilonfe ; the 
fiid. That a fpeedy iffue to the Tr.i-il is df- 
firable; and, fccnndly, Th..c aCommili^e bej 
appointed to carry on the Impeaclvnent.— 
Before either, however, he fhould move, 
Tliat in confidcration of th.e length 
of time el..pf!id in the profecution of 
Warren Haffings, ' Kfq. it appeals to the 
Houfe to be proper for the obtaining 
of fpeedy and fubffantial jultice, that the 
Managers proceed no further tlwn in the 
charges on wliicli they have clofcd theif evi- 
dence, excepting the charge relating to Con- 
trails, Penfions, and Allewancca.’' Mr. FoX 
feconded this motion. 

Col. M‘Leod alkdd upon w'hat pretence 
the prefent motion was made, when the 
Right Hon. Gentleman.'s friend (Mr. Fox), 
on a former day had ftated, that the 
motion would be to proceed in the Im- 
ptaclmiimt. » , 

Mr. box replied, that the motion of bis 
Right .*!ono.it'ablel‘ 1 ienu wenr bofuth proceed- 
ing, and that the prefent W is butpicparatory. 

Sif 
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Sir J«»hii Jervis thoifglit, that before the 
Hoofe propeeded in the Impeachment, they 
ought to have fome explanation upon thepre- 
fpncftateofid)uij'sinliidiai and p#)rticulai-ly fO| 

he was given to underfiand that the fy Aem 
laid down by Mr. Haltingb had been per- 
fevered in by the prefent Goveinnnenc uni- 
formly, 

Mr. Mitford declared tha(, chinking him- 
felf bound by the late Relnlurion of the Houfe, 
he (hould not have objedted to the naming of 
a Committee ; but he felt ertibarralfed by the 
prefent Motion, as he confidered it highly^ob- 
ji'dtionable to impede the profecucion in any 
way afterfu'jh H^fulution, and he muft there- 
fore oppofe the Mption. 

Tlie Chuuceilor of the Exchequer expref- 
fed his fnrpri^e at the ground of oppofition 
l^ated by- his Hon. and Learned Friend, as 
the Huufe cuuUI not (.onliftcnily vote for the 
Managers until they had hid voted that there 
wasgrouiidco proceed,, whici I they would 
do by adopting tire Tvloiion fubmirced to 
tlieni, and whicli only i educed the Im- 
peachment to a narrow extent, apd render- 
ed it lefs equivocal. 

Mr. Miti^rd lol'e to explain. Ha faid, he 
felt a (lecuhar degree of einbarralTnient ; for 
When he was called upon to vot(‘ U^e right of 
the Houfc to proceed, he was cautioned 
againd giving his vote in oppofuioii to the|Rc- 
folutions of a former Parliament ; and was 
now called upon, by the fame perfons, to 
vole ill oppofition to the Refolutions of the 
former Huufe, by agreeing to a Motion %o 
put an end to the Impeachment by quaihipg 
(he lad fevenceen charges. 

•Mr. Erikine rofe to fay, that be perfifted 
in the opinion which he had delivered on 
(he fubjed* of the Impeachment in the for- 
mer debate on that topic ; but that in de- 
ference to the Houfe he held himfelf bound 
not to oppofeche proceeding in an Impeach, 
snent, -which he dill thought dul not con- 
tinue, hut whxh they had refulved was in 
exidence, and that a Dilfolution differs m 
nothing from an Adjournment of a tingle day, 
and they were exadly in the fame fiiuation 
as if they had come out of Che Hall only the 
preceding day. With regard to the prefent 
Motion, the Houfe ought tird to have the 
ground upon wliich it w'as urged dated to 
them, and the rmf of that matter was 
(hrown on tbofe who had contended that 
Che Impeachment was in exidence not with. 
Ctanding the DijSblution. They were boqnd 
to (Ibew the necedity of an alteration before 
they flopped the proceeding, andfhortened its 
pitides. They muft either fliew that the 
charges do not coouin criminal macteri or if 
they do» whether chat is capable of proof ki 
the Coiirts beloW| oy vherp it is capable 
Fait IV. 


of being brought to trial. Mr. Erfkine 
faid, it was underdodd that tliere were at 
this time great men in India, who were 
adling beyond the rules of law for the benefit 
of the country, and that they were as liable 
to be impeached as Mr. Hadings. With 
regard to the prefpnt Motion, he fbould 
give no vote a( all ; becaufe, having contended 
that the Impeachment wps not pending, and 
having argued that fadi in the bed manner 
he was able, in order to fatisfy his confei- 
ence as a Lawyer, he owed it to his own 
confidency to give no vote at all that day. 

Mr. Badard faid, if the papers he had on 
a former day moved for, were befope tho 
Houfe, he was perfua<led the Impeachment 
would no longer be perfevered in i had thofe 
papers been upon the cable, and a Motion been 
made to pioceed in the Impeachment, 
bad intended to l)ave moved an adjournment 
until thofe papers could have been fully con» 
tidered j and he pledged himfelf that upon 
futh cunfideratiun it would be proved, if the 
prefent Huufe adopted the principles of the 
laft, that the war in India was at an end^ 
for India was lofl. He wifhed not to cen- 
fpre either Loid Cornwallis or General 
Meadows, nor was it his firadfice Co pledge 
himfelf lightly ; but this be would again and 
again pledge himfelf to, that the eoiidu^l 
of Mr. Hatiirigs and the prefent government 
of India were perfectly analogous. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer declared| 
he could not conceive that Che papers al- 
luded CO by the Hon Gentleman contained 
any thing that ought to haye any mtiuenci 
whatever upon the quetiion before the Houfe. 
-—The Hun. Gentleman had Rated no in? 
fereiice from thofe Papers Co warrant fueb 
delay; wbei^ he tiiould, the Houfe would be 
enabled to decide whether it was, or 
was not, fubRantlal enough to delay g de* 
cifion of the queflion. He confidered it ne- 
ceifary, however, for him to fay, that from 
what he underRood of the affairs of India at 
the prefent time, and at tile time alluded to 
by the Hon. Gcntleixidn, they bore no arialogy 
whatever. 

Mr, Baflard faid, Mr. HaRings had beeq 
impeached fur a breach of treaty for the parr 
pofeof raifing money to carry on a war. from 
the papers he had moved fqr, he pledged 
himfelf to prpve that Lord Cornwallis and 
General Meadows had done the famei and 
upon that be re^ed his analogy. 

Mr. Fox {aijd» the Hon. Qentjeman’s rear 
(bn had not ali convinced him of the imv 
propriety of an immediate proceeding, noff 
he hoped, would it couvince the Houfe; for 
if I^prd* Cbrnwallis and General Meadows 
bad violated the line laid down for* them, i( 
WH the ftmfift pofidUe rcafou for the 
P ffcMfe 
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Houfe to proceed in the depending Impeacli- 
ment with every praAicable dirpatch> that, if 
they had fo adfed, they and every other had 
fer/ant of the country might either be 
deterred , from the commilfion of crimes, 
or be brought to a fuitable pnnilhment for 
them. 

Mr. Ballard was not furprifed at the wilh 
of the Oppofuion fide of the Houle to pit*- 
'ceed; he was of opinion, however, that 
it behoved the other fide of the lloufe, 
and fume per funs who now fat there, to 
paufe. 

Mr. Dundas declared, he felt no reafon 
whatever to paufe ; the pledge of the Hoii. 
Gentleman, fo folemnly given, he was pofi- 
tive could never be redeemed. He knew 
that eveiy ftep taken by Lord Cornwallis or 
by G nieral Me.idows was warranted by 
treaties, and he imagined that the Hon. 
Gentleman, by conceiving otherwife, had 
gone rather upon the information of oti.ers, 
than upon a knowledge obtained fi om a 
perufal of the papers he had alluded to. If 
Lord Cornwallis and General Meadows wcie 
guilty, others were implicated in their guilt. 
For his own part, in the fittiation m which 
he flood, if fuch a tranfudlion (liould be 
proved, and that he had a (hare in it, he 
• owned in the face of the Public that he Hiould 
he totally barred from every pLe.i of defence, 
if while he had heard a chaige of Breach of 
Treaties committed, he weie to vote for a 
continuance of an Impeachment of others 
upon that particular point. He had no hefi- 
tation to fay, thjt if there had been any fuch 
proceeding going on in India as intimated by 
the Hon. Gentleman, it called loudly on the 
Houfe to prefs forward, and to be more eager 
in their prefent profecution, in order to put 
an end to fuch grofs condudl in future. 

Mr. Ballard rofe once more, and declared 
his opinion to be, that indead of the Trial 
lading only feven days longer, as liad been 
;dated, it would lad more than three years. 
In allufion to a former debate, in which Mr. 
Buike had charged him with having turned 
his coat, he begged to alfure him he had not ; 
that he had voted according to his confeience, 
in which condudl he gloried : he had voted 
for the Impeachment, by truding to the Right 
.Hon. Gentleman’s adertion, that Mr. Had- 
ings had made Hindodan a defert ; but time 
had proved, wbat the Journals of the Houfe 
would prove, viz. that the contrary was the 
and that he had been milled. He beg- 
ged again Co allure the Right Hon. Gentle- 
man that he was no turn-coat, but that he 
flmiild consider himfelf to be one, if, after 
having threatened a Minider with an Im- 
peaebroeat, and declared that he had the arti- 
clff ia bit pocket) he bad taken his bat oif 


to that Minider, and obfequioufly cnl'Ct’d 
in his coips for the pur.^oftj of b.'^c^ming 
Pill^mader of the Foi '{ h-: 'had m.un- 
tained n condu6l tint fume rnlivd patriotic, 
but others fcrupled not to term rebeliions, nnd 
had aftervvardi, written a book which g-.vc the 
lie to all the a^ls of his life, and nil the 
dodlrines he had ever aiVerted. Mr. Hadard 
objsdle',1 to the .'iiinihilttion of any part of the 
chaiges that had been carried up to the Lords, 
and (aid, the fame digma would fall upon Mr. 
Hadmgs if they dropped the feventeen lad 
charges, as if they were to drop the whole. 
The prefent Houfe knew nothing of any of 
them, and yet they weie now called upon by 
the Manageri to drop feventeen, though they 
knew not whether they were not more im- 
portant than the three or four preceding. 
Mr. Badard contended, that a fpeedy dccifioii 
of his trial was the undoubted right of the 
fubjedl, and that by proceeding in oppofitioe 
to that grand privilege of an Englifhman, the 
Houfewould be procee ling ineppredion.With 
regard to the papers for which he had moved, 
Mr. Badard faid, they would prove that Lord 
CDriiwallis and General Meadows had feiz- 
ed the country of the Nabob of Arcot, in vio- 
lation of the molt lolemn treaties j and thac 
it was a matter that would be fpeedily mads 
notorious, by an appeal of the Nabob to the 
Throne, to tlie juilice of that Houfe, or tv 
the Courts of Law in this Kingdom. He 
was far, he faid, from meaning to condema 
or cenfure the condufl either of Lord Coni- 
w'^allisor of General Meadows ; he only wifli- 
ed to prove, that by the papers he had moved 
for it would appear that they had been ublig. 
ed, in a moment of exigency, to adopt a 
fimilar cnnducl with Mr. Hadings in his 
tranfa^lions in Benares with the Begums and 
with Cheyt Sing. Mr. Badard read ex- 
tradls from a letter from Lord Cornwallis, 
&c. on the fubje^d, urging date necellicy at 
the plea for the meafure which, his Lord- 
fhip faid, he conceived would be unpopular 
in England ; and he again repeated, thac he 
meant no refleflions on his Lordfhip or on 
General Meadows, but to Ihew that there 
was an analogy between their prefent condudl 
and that of Mr. Hadings } that they liad de- 
prived a native Prince of the fovereignty of 
his country, in violation of the Treaty madp 
by $ir Archibald Campbell in 1787,10 which 
it was provided, in cafe of failure of the pay- 
ment of the arrears the Nabob was indebted c« 
us, that we were to fend fuperiRtendants 
into his country to receive the money as 
collcdled by his Homildan. Mr. Baftaid, 
after fome general obfervations on our ndC 
havii^ complied wilh this cooditiou, Ibid, 
he did not conceive it proper that parties of 
different defcriptiooi ia tto Houfe Ihoukl 

met 
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meet for the purpofe of opprefllng an indi- 
vidual ; and that as Mr. Burke had declared 
in the beginning of the Trial, that if it fhould 
appear that Mr. Haftmgs, noiwithliin^ing 
ivhac he had done in India, had left the peo- 
ple happy and the country in a ftjte of culti- 
vation and fertility, he fhould think (hat in- 
ftead of puniQmient hs merited reward j 
thatfa6f, Mr, Bdlfaid faid, wa.? tiiabhfoed by 
Che Refolucions on their Journals j and there- 
fore, if the Right Hon, Gentleman had adlcd 
confiBenily, he mull long fnice have aban- 
doned the Profecution of an Impeachment in 
the progrefs of which, hitherto, he (Mr. 
Ballard) could not fee that any thing had 
been made out or proved againil the De- 
fendant. 

[Mr. Ballard was called to order in the 
courfe of his Speech.] 

Mr. Wigley, in a fpeech of conlidcrahle 
length, objedled to the Motion, w'hich, he 
faid, Rruck at the privileges of the Houfe, 
mid which had been contended for in 
the laft debate as the moll innportant of 
all others. Mr. Wigley faid, that hav- 
ing come into the Houfe nearly at the 
cunclufion of the lall Parliamenr, he had 
in deference to the^Houfe taken no part in 
an Impeachment which they had oi iginated $ 
but he mull own, that he had not been able, 
by attending to the evidence, to conceive th.u 
any of the charges had been made out. Not 
one of the a^s of cruelty had been proved 
againfl Mr. HaClmgs, and all the evidence 
kad been from hearfay ; in contradiction to 
whicfi they had received addrefles from India, 
full of the good reports of all ranks of people 
who had been witnelTes of Che Governor 
General's condudl. Mr. Wigley faid, in the 
laR debate on the fubjedl, it had been con- 
tended, that the newMemhers might have the 
evidence printed by the Lords, and thus make 
themfelves mailers of the fubjedl 5 but thofe 
who had argued in that W’ay were miflaken, 
becaufe he had feen it fince, and it fai<l cx- 
prefly, ‘‘ Printed for the ufe of the Lords 
Mr. Wigley added feveral remarks 
to Ih'jw that the Trial ought not to proceed, 
and cunclucled with declaring, that as he 
could not|agrec to ihe Motion, lie would take 
the fenfe of the Houfe upon it. 

Mr. Ryder faid, he rofe in rather a parti- 
cular predicament, having never given a 
vole on any of the proceedings cf thelm ^ 
peachment. He could therefore view the 
queflion with an untainted eye. Mr. Ryder 
faid, it was five years, he believed, fince 
the firfl charge againfl Mr. Haflings liad 
been brought forward in that Houfe, 
and three years fince the Trial had com- 
menced. He obferved, that the objeft was, 
to prove to opulent guilt and faccefsful op- 


prefiion, tliat no time nor power would be 
able to evade the punifhment due to foch 
crimes ; and this wasanecelfary, in order to 
flrike a terror to the prefent, and operate as 
a warning to future governments. That 
being clearly the cbjedl, let the Houfe con- 
fider how the matter Rood at prefent. I hree 
uf the charges were gone through with, 
VIZ. that of Benares, that of plundering the 
Princefies of Oude, and that of the Prefents, 
and thefe three were Hated to contain fifty 
fa6l5 ; furely then fuificient progrefs had 
b(;en made for Che purpofe of exiimple : if 
the Defendant was innocent, he might be 
acquitted ; or if found guilty, enough was 
done CO ground punifhmeiit upon, and prevent 
(»thvrs fiom following the fame example. 
The fimple fa£l, Mr. Ryder faid, was this : 
A Britifh Governor tiad been on his trial for 
three years, which was of itfclf a very fevere 
punifhment ; whnt he would with, there, 
fore, was, that the Houfe might p.mfe then, 
and as it w as their defign, if not their duty, 
Co Cake the fliortcR road to fpeedy and fub. 
Rantial juRice, to do it in the moR e^Aual 
manner ; and as every end would be anfwered 
by Hopping where they were, to call for 
immediate judgment, and proceed no fur- 
ther. This, Mr. Ryder contended, would 
Rrip the Impeachment of its terror, but 
neverthelefs meet the general with of all 
parties ; he therefore would move that the 
latter part of the Motion, the exception, be 
left out. 

This amendnaenC was feconded, and read 
from Che Chair]; when 

Mr. Duiidas rofe and faid, he muR ohjefl 
to this amendment, and he could not help 
thinking but that his Right Hon. Friend had 
not confidercd the fubjedl with his ufual ac- 
curacy. Mr. Dundas contended, that the 
Houfe were bound in duty to confider the 
original Motion 'as cxadlly the fame as if 
it came from the Managers, who inuR be 
fuppoled to be better judges of what was 
capable of immediate proof, and moR necef- 
faiy to be eRablifhed, than the Houfe at 
large. Mr. HaRings, he obferved in the 
Defence which he had formerly fee up, had 
faid it was true, that he had done what they 
had charged him with, but chat Rate neceffity 
was the caufe, and muR be his juRification ; 
it was neceffary, therefore, to bring on the 
charge refpedling the Contradls, Penfions, and 
Allowances, in order to prove that it was 
notorious profufion and extravagance^ aod doc 
Rate necelTity, that was the caufe of Mr. 
HaRings's adsofvioleuce and oppreflion.lt was 
material, therefore, to go into that charge^ 
becaufe if Che Right Hon. Gentleman oppofito 
to him could prove that Mr. HaRings had 
Squandered or expended more tbanhyoogNC 



to ^ave (ioHe, tlitn Aato nectary could not be 
admitted as a jollification of the other pnrt 
i>( his cundud. Mr.'Dundas leminded chd 
Houf8| that the Managers had declared they 
Could go through the charge in feven dayst 
and iherefcTc he thought that the Houfe 
ought not to refufe the Managers fo reaion- 
able a propofitiom 

Colonel Phipps rofe to fupport Mr. 
tlyder’s amendment; but declared he did 
hot (land in the fame predicament, having vot- 
ed for the Impeachment originally, and 
therefore he was bound to fupport it. The 
Colonel expreffed his fatisfai^ion, that the 
Houfe had aCTeried its Rights in the former 
tafe ; but gave his reafons for thinking there 
tVas no occafinn to proceed further than to 
call for judgment. He ohferved, that great 
lliefs was laid nn the Right Hon. Gentle- 
man's deCiarntion, that going through another 
charge would take only feven days; but how 
could that be afeertained beforehand ? If they 
had only been able to get through three 
charges in three yeais, they might be another 
jrear at lead in getting through the chaige 
refpeAing Contrails : befides, that of all others 
was the charge mod likely , from the compli- 
cated nature of the fuhje^ and Che vatietyof 
proof iieceffary to edabiifh it, to run into 
l^reat length. They would have to prove 
that the Conti ails had nut been pubhdy 
Cxpofed to the bed bidder, that they had 
been corruptly given at prices unnecedanly 
profufe, and a variety of other fads that mud 
be tedious in their invedigation. Having 
teafoned upon this for fome time, the Colo- 
nel faid, he had fat upon the Committee 
mentioned by the Right Hon. Gentleman for 
binety days, and that, from feeing the im- 
piobubility of bi inging the obj'dto a fpbedy 
or effectual conclufion, the Committee had 
recommended it Co the pai ties to drop their 
purfuit I Which they at fii d refufed, but 
afterwards, from being themfelves convinced 
of the propriety of the advice, adopted 
it. In the prefeiit cafe, therefore, it appeared 
to him Co be advifable to dop whcie they 
were, and for that reafon he Ihould fupport 
the amendment. 

Colonel Macleod tofe again, and was on 
tiis legs for fome time ; but w« could not hear 
didinAly any part of his fpeech, except the 
beginning of it, in which he complained of 
a dUFerenc Motion having been brought 
forward than that the Houfe had been caught 
to bxpedl> aind faid, Mr, Hadings was che^ 
cotbmoD theme of praife and admiration 
throughout India. 

Mr. Jekyll rofe to reprobate the dbflrin# 
bhxached by A^r. Dundas, as the mod ex. 
iracVdiltary that had ever been broached 
Wiflda^ofe walls ; and he could not help 
larandm^ chat fo mondrous a propoficioii 


fheuld come from a Cenilemad ivhd hail 
received font* degree of legal education^ 
though he had thought proper, either for 
the^ greater lucrativenefs of the fituation or 
his own convenience, to quit his profeilion^ 
for the place of Treafurer of the Navy and 
bfher offices. Mr. Jtkyll faid, the propofii 
tion laid dovimby Mr. Dundas was, that after 
three feparate and didindl charges or bills 
of indi£lment had been found and edablifhed 
by proofs in a great variety of inllanccs, 
another bill of indictment waS to be pre. 
ferred before the fame tribunal, in order to 
afford an opportunity of proving the fads 
charged in the former indidments, and pre* 
elude the defendant from th% aid of his de-^ 
fence : he would venture to pronounce 
fuel) a propofitinn contrary to the pradice 
Of every Court of criminal Judicature, and 
the moR monllrous that had ever bren beaid 
within thofe wall-, or that ever belt*; e camd 
from the mouth of a Lawyer. 

Mr. Taylor faid, he never had heard 
more extraordinary reafoning fiom any pro- 
feffional man. Mr. Taylor chaigcd Mt, 
Jekyll with having miflaken the nricr.ning of 
the Right T-lon. and Learned Gentleman, 
and that, had he not well known that his 
Hon. and Learned Friend bad been bred to 
the law, he fhould have been led to imagine 
that he was hinifelf deficient in legal know- 
ledge^ Mr. Taylor faid, it was notorious 
that the Managtfs had offered to try the 
articles chaegeby charge, but that the Lorris 
had expreily direAed them to gothioughthe 
whole, as they would confider them collec- 
tively as one charge only. He contended, that 
what Mr. Dundas had faid was fiii£lJ> con- 
formable With the practice of the Ccuiis and 
the rules of procetriing, and at the Lme time 
prrfeflJy fair and reafonublc.Mr. Taylor com^ 
plained that fufficient credit fecmrd not to 
have been given to the Managers ot the Im- 
peachment, whole induflry and attention be 
was .convinced entitled them to the good 
opinion and confidence of the) Houfe. He 
faid, if it was clmug^t that they merited 
cenfure, it would be fair for thofe who 
thought fo to fpeak out at once, and vote a 
cenfure. He reafoned for fome time upon 
this point, and declared that he highly ap- 
proved Of his Right Hoh. Friend's Motion 
as originally moved. 

Mr. Ryder rofe to exculpate himfelf from 
having given any occafion to the Hon. and 
Learned Gentleman tb complain of injuAicc 
done to the Managers. He had faid nothing 
that went either to approve or to cenfure the 
Managers of the Impeachment, but had 
conhneil himfelf wholly to the advantage that 
he thought would refult from calling li|r 
j n^ment on the charges already proved.' 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer declared 

that 
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Itiat he mud diffei* ih npinbh froth an Hoot 
trienit of his, who had moved an amendment 
to leave out the concluding paragraph of tlie 
Motion, and which had been feconded*b7 
another Hi)n. Friend of his, and was rather 
furprifad that his two lion. Fiieuds (houttl 
have fo done, fiuce, if their propoftiion was 
to be acceded to, it would in a great 
meafiiie tind to overturn the advantage of 
the Hoiife having come to The K'tfoluiion, that 
an Impeachment was pending in Jlatu fug 
noCwitliltanding a dilfolution, and to render 
italtogether ulelefs, by proving that tl.e Houfe 
tvas incapable of going on with any futther 
charge. The Ch 3 ncellor of the Exchequer 
Contended, that it was highly nec&lCirv to go 
on with the charge concerning Contrails, 
Penfions, and Allowances, as well inalTerCion 
of their light, as with a view to (hew that 
there was no fuch (tate hecedlcy as that 
^hich had been fet up as the defence of Mr. 
Haflings j hut that it had been owing en- 
tirely to his own conduct, and was an addi* 
Clonal and elfential crime in him to have creat- 
ed It. An Hon. Friend of his bad f.ud, that 
the Charge of Contracts, Peufions, and 
Allowances was peculiarly complicated and 
dinicult, fo that inliead of feven days, which 
the knowledge of the Managers had en- 
abled (hem to (lace would be fully fufheitne 
lime for them to prove the avetmenis in, it 
tvould be more likely to lad another three 
years. For his part, he faw nO reafon to en- 
tertain any fuch apprehenfions. There ap- 
peared to him to be a poHlhility of there 
being more Chan ohe cafe under each head 
that might he perfectly finipie, and capable 
of pioof in a very (hort time. With a view 
to piove It, he put an hypothetical cafe or 
two, and (hewed that if it could be made 
out that Mr. Haflings had given contradts 
torfuptly, or made improper allowances, 
tne doing of either was highly criminal . 

Suppole," he faid, ** that iC could be 
eltabiiihed that an allowance of twenty 
thoufdnd a year had been given to a Com- 
mander 111 Chief out of the Revenue of Oude^ 
while he was ferving afterward in the Carna- 
tic, and at a time when he was in poiftllion 
of uthiT very great means of income, and 
that fuch allowance had been given in 
thredt defiaiiCe of the. Company's exprefs 
orders to the contrary, Would not every 
man agree, that uotwithflanding the Com- 
mander in Chief was a great ahd gallant 
officer (and he was forry to add, that he was 
now no more), fuch an allowance, made under 
fuch circiimftauces, was an aggravation of 
the other flagrant and enormous offences 
charged againfl Mr. Haflings f" Gentlemen, 
l&e oblcrved, had laid flrefs upon Che circum- 
ftance of thfi Trial baviiif continued three 


years already, and had reckoned tiy thd llul* 
of Three, and taken every advantage of tiv.it 
mode. In feme pait of their argument thef 
contended, that the 'i'rial had lalted three 
years, and yet only three charges h.id been 
cfldblifhed j and in another part of their 
argument, taking lioUl of what had been 
dated in the Right Hon. Gentleman's Ipeech, 
they had faid, tliat f.ity ch.oges having been 
proved, there was no occafion to pn»ve any 
more. The fatfl, however, war, that t!ie three 
chnrgt's had been geme through in about 
fcvfcnty days ; and he faw no reafon why (he 
charge refpedtiug Contrails, PenfionSjand Al- 
lowances might not be gone through in feven 
days, Icfs, if they coinrivtd to go intoUie 
H-i.l fooncr, or* continue there longer eveij 
one of the days. The Chancellor ol the 
Exchequer (aid, if it fiiould turn out that 
Mr. H.tllings was innocent of all rhe Cl ime» 
imputed to him, in tlint cafe he mufl agrea 
that It was a hardlhip for him to have 
been fo long on his Trial, but it Was a 
hardfhip infeparaMe fiom the nature of the 
tiial. If, on the other hand, he (hould be 
convicted, although the time of the Trial 
would go as a pait ol the punifhment, it 
would fall far ffioit indeed of what fuch hei- 
nous and n.igrant oflences as had been im- 
puted CO him merited. After rea'Ioning 
veiy ably on the fuhjeCl, Mr. Put turned his 
argument agaii.ft Mr. Jckyll, and animad- 
verted on what he had faid of Mr. Duiidasm 
terms of neat but pointed feverity. Fie faid, 
he entertained a very great refpe^I (or the 
talents of the H<*n. and Learned Genfcleman 
both in and out of that Houfe, not doubting 
but he could apply them to any fubjeifl j he 
could not however think qnitc fo hi;ghly of 
them as the Hon. and Leairicd Gentleman 
fCemed to do himfclf. 1 lie Hon. and Learned 
Gentleman might in his opinion have (pared 
the fupercilious companion which he had 
expreffed for the paucity of legal kno«Ariedge 
of his Right Hon. and Learned Friecid near 
him, becaiife from the tui n of the H(in. and 
Learned Gentleman’s argument, the paucity of 
legal knowledge might with the greatc r pro- 
priety have been fuppofed to belong to him- 
felf. The Hon. and Learned Gentleman had 
charged his Right Hon. and Learned Friend 
with having faid, that it was now pnnpofcd 
to fend another bill of indi Ament before the 
Lords after having eflablilhed three diflinA 
bills of indiAment, in order to fnpply proof 
of the cliarges contained in thofe (ormer Bilis 
of indiAment ; and this thy Hon. and Learned 
Gentleman had termed a monftrous pro- 
pofition { and a monflrous propohtion it 
Would have been, if his Right Hoo. and 
Learned Friend had laid down any fuch 
^lopolltioQ I but the faA was, his 
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ll 6 n.^rirn<S bad notfaid anything at all tike 
ie. Mr. Piu men repeated what Mr. Dun- 
das bad faid, and obf^vcd, that he little ex- 
pected that an accufer’s endeavouring toforefce 
tnd do away the cfFcCl of the prefumed de- 
fence of the accufcd beforehand, would by a 
l«awycr have been deemed either an 3^1 of 
tnjufticc, or an unwife or unufuul piece of 
condaA. It was, he faid, extremely ea^y for 
■py Gentleman to create a nionftrous propo- 
firion^ merely for the (akeof impuihig it to 
another } but he feircd, though lus Right 
Mon* and Learned Friend had changed his 
profeflion, tlie Hon. and Learned Gen- 
tleman behind him would not continue 
bi5 with equal lucrative.iefs to himfelf, 
r>r With equal advantage to the Public^ 
if he confoimed his praClice to h.s argu- 
ments. 

blr. John H. Stanley fatd, the debate had 
taken a very extraordinary turn, and that 
tlie queRion he had expected to have heard 
brought forward, had b^en one merely on 
the expediency of going on with the Impeach- 
ment, Mr. Stanley intimated a wifli that 
fome amendment to that cffsCl were pro- 
pofed. 

The Speaker faid, if the Hon. Gentle- 
man thought proper^ he might move fuch an 
aii'cndmcnt, 

Mr. Jekyll, having conferred for a moment 
with Mr. Stanley, rofe, and moved to infcrt 
the words, that thefe proceedings be con- 
tinued no longer.*' 

Some little difficulty arofe upon the 
rule of order, the. Speaker Rating, that 
he conceived the W(>rds then moved 
as an amendment miift be firft difpofed 
•r, as they would come in after the words 

Warren Haftings,^’ in the early part of tlie 
vriginal motion. 

Mr. Fox faid a few words to order, 
fiating his opinion, as far as recoUeClion 
ferved, to be, chat the queRion Ihould be 
put on the omiffion of the remainder of the 
motion. 

The Speaker (hewed chat the infertion of 
new words muR be put as the hrR queftion. 

Mr. Ryder confented to withdraw his 
amendment for the prefent. 

Mr. Wilmot faid, he (hould ohjeCl to the 
laft amendment, but that be wiihed to fay a 
few words upon the amendment that had 
been moved by Mr. Ryder, when, by 
having difpofed of the iaR amendment, 
that (hould be brought forward ; and 
therefore he would referve himielf till that 
time. 

Mr. Serjeant Watfon rofe to deliver his 
opimon very (hortly, and to Rate, that no 
man in that Houfe could be more indiiferent 
to the party concerned, as he knew nut Mr, 
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HaRings, nor had any Conne/lion witli him 
or his friends. The Serjeant proceeded to 
Rate his fentiments on the original queRion, 
ani^the diffeient amendments that h.id been 
propoft'J ; but the Houfe grew fo impat.cnt 
and fo clamijrcus for the queRion, that he vves 
foon obliged to fit down. 

After Serjeant Watfon fat down, M.njor 
Scott lofc, and there was a general difpolitioa 
to hear him, tlioiigh the Houfe was much 
exhaiiRed ; hut on the qiitftiou being called 
for by fome Gentlemen, the Major fjid, if 
upon fuch a fubjea as was then before the 
Houfe, any Gentleman wis not difpofed to 
liRen to him for a few minutes, lie would in- 
Rautly fudow'n ; on wliich then-wasa general 
cry of //tar/ /jcar./— The M<ijor>.tbcn ob- 
ferveJ, tliat he was underave»'y confiderablo 
embarralfrncnt, for he had come to the ifoufe, 
with many other Gentlemen, in the fulleR 
contidence that the queRion moved would 
he, according to what Mr. Fitt liad formerly 
Rated, the queRion ofDifcretion,and upon that 
he had fomething to fubmic to the impartial 
confider.?tion of every pai t of the Houfe, and 
paiticubitly of thofe Gentlemen who had not 
been Members of the laR FailiamenC; but to 
his aRonifhment the original Motion was fo 
worded as ailually to preclude all confidera- 
tion of that matter which be had meant 
to fubmit to the Houfe, and the amendment 
was merely to clofe the Impeachment as it 
Rood, which naturally implied, that the Houfe 
had determined it (hould go on. 

Here Mr. Fox rofe, not by any means, 
he faid, to interrupt the Hon. Member, but 
to. Rate that the point would be gained, if 
he moved an amendment now, which 
he really thought would have been done 
early by another Hon, Gentleman (Mr. 
BaRard). 

Major Scott then proceeded. He faid, he 
would not trouble the Heufe with any long 
detail ; but, putting Mr. HaRings totally out 
of the queRion, there were circumRances in 
the prefent Impeachment which involved the 
honour of the Houfe in a very peculiar 
manner indeed ; and he could not conceive 
how it was pollible for this Parliament to go 
on with the Impeichment, until they had 
fome information before them. He would i 
illuRrate this merely by Rating what palled 
refpefting one article, and all the others 
were fimilar. The Benares charge, as ori- 
ginally prefented by an Hon. Gentleman 
(Ml, Burke), was the fize of a pamphlet. 

It contained an infinite variety of allegations. 
Thefe were all Rated to be criminal by the 
Right Hon. Gentleman who moved that 
charge [Mr, Fox], A very high authority in 
that Houfe [Mr, Pitt] not only juRified Mr. 
HaRings, but pronounced ail the aRs Rated 
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t 39 ] . 


to be criminal to be highly meritorious, one 
excepted ; but the Motion before the Houfe 
was, that in the charge there was fometijing 
worthy of Impeachment, Theie was not, 
as there ought to have been in (Iridt judice, 
a feparate quedion on each criminal allega- 
tion, and when the Committee framed this 
matter into an article, they very naturally 
pronounced all the allegations criminal, ar. 
gued them fu before the Lords though,** fatd 
the Major, ** 1 take upon me to fay, that no 
man can tell what were the fentimentsof the 
mcijonty of the Houfe upon the Henaresarci* 
cle, fince the MiniQer, who promifed to 
move amendments confonant to his own 
ule,is, never performed chat promife. TIktc 
is another extraordinary circumllancc in thefe 
articles. Jc was ftrongly contended by lead- 
ing authorities (Mr. Pitt and other Gentle, 
men), that no adl done by Mr. Hattings 
fifteen years ago, communicated to the King's 
Mmiflers and the Court of Diredlors prior 
to three feveral parliamentary appoint- 
ments, could pofiibly he a matter for enquiry 5 
yet the Hvanie palled, wi'hnut enquuy 
or debate, articles in which a gieat variety 
of circumltanccs that hapiiencd in 1772 
were alledgcd to be criminal. Are thr.fc; 
matters to be now dropped forcvei r Is this 
Houfe to give Mr. Haltings no faticfucfion 
upon thefe points? The Right lloo. Gentle- 
man (Mr* Burke) fays, chat infamy mult relt 
fome where, and then he alks if iheai tides 
are true or not r Why, Sir, if it can bedoi e 
without difrefpe^l to the lace Houfe, I fay, 
they are many of them grofsly and palpably 
falfe, or, if they ar e not fo, the India Mini- 
fler has prefented f.ilfe accounts to this Houfe, 
Sind entered falfe Relolucioos upon your 
Journals. The fa£l is undoubted, and 1 
defy the united abilicics of all the orators in 
the world to conlr.idi6l it. It is notorious to 
all England, to all pAuupe, and to ail Alia. 
Surely, Mr. Speaker, tins Houle wdV paule a 
little ^forc they landion Inch abfurcmies. 
The articles liate, that Mr. Halting^ h;«s 
materially injured the revenues, and has op- 
prefled, ruined, and dellroycd thf* pei'ple of 
Bengal. Your table is covered over with 
proofs of the falfehood of thefe allegations. 
The India MiuiRer has opened a Budget 
annually for the four laR yeai s, in which he 
has given you an account directly the reverfe* 
It ic proved chat he is in the right, by Che evi- 
dence of figures, by evidence in Wenroin. 
fter-Hall which no man can do away. The 
fii6I is notorious to Che whole world. Does not 
the Houfe know that Mr. Shore, lace a 
member of the Supreme Council, and a 
Gentleman of the faired character, has fo- 
lemnly depofed, that Bengal has bedn in a 
progreSDiVe date of improvemcat under the 


Bricidi Adroinidracion ? The Riglit Hoh* 
Gentleman (Mr. Dundls) talks of ilie impor* 
tance of theie articles, and of thisprofecucion. 
He voted for (lie articles, but dues he know 
that 1 can produce his own fignature in fait 
approbation of tiiofe very meafures and piin« 
ciples which the articles condemn in die drong* 
eit manner ? , Sir, the Right Hon. Gentle- 
man not only approved of die engagement 
which Mr. 'Hailiogs entered into with the 
Nabob Vizier, but when Loid Cornwaliis 
wrote homo that he had adhered to it, and 
the principles on which it was formed, the 
Rigtit Hon. Gentleman, and others of the 
King's Miniders, figned a letter in wliick 
Lord Cornwallis IS cold, ih:)t after an atten- 
tive perul'al of the Minutes, &c«cn tlie fubjeci 
of tiiat an angemeiit, they approved it, and 
the pnncipLeb on which it was formed. Yel 
woidscan.iot be found by which both the 
arrangement and the principles could be 
more lliougly condemned itun they are ift 
the anicles of Impeachment. How could 
this ha\’e happened { Why, Sir, but one way t 
Becmfc the Hte Houle did au adt that ia my 
opinion dilgraced it, though 1 do not wilh to 
Ipeak of the proceedings of that Houfe w'idi 
d.liefpedl. They palled thirteen of the 
twenty aiticlcs without reading a line of thenu 
This Ld 15 true, and i will piove ic at any 
Lime by a reference ro your Journals ; then 
let me implore Gentlemen to confidcr in 
what ab^irdities this pioceeding Las involved 
them. Here, in one ol the aiticHs, Mr. 
1-j filings IS Hated to bc highly cnmuial for 
putiiug ail tfie powei of Oude into the hands 
of lo ir.)p!.jL.ible a tyr.int .u Hyder Beg Khan, 
for fo L'C j; term 'id in the .irticies : yet 
under tlu> approved by the Kind’s 

Minilteis, rjiid acicu upon by Karl Cum- 
walhs, every rupee of the iublidy is regiilariy 
paid up 3 and lalt year, when in conlequence 
of the war his Lordihip was in great wauC 
of money, he wioie to the ViZier and to 
Hyder Beg Khan, rtqutlling foinc payments 
111 advanr.e, Hydei Bug immediately feiic him 
bills fill ten lacks of rnpeefc, aud received a 
letter of ih-inks in the Itrongelt cei ms, with 
another to the Vizier, of which 1 will read a 
feuteiice : 

June 17, 1790. 

** I Cannot omit alfo .at this ptriod expi ef- 
fing my feniimcnts at the mcaMires of your 
Miniffer Hydsr Beg Khan, whole conduct I 
confder as deferving of every encomium i 
and ill this particular inBance of liis ext r- 
Cion, he has certainly (hewn his atcjch- 
ment to the Company, and his ze^l for 
the prefervation of the happy intimacy be- 
tw'een us.*' 

“ Now, Mr. Speaker, let me put this feri- 
pufly to every man of honour in (his Uoufe‘; 
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fsno rercraiioi Jue to Wr. for the 

noivtsrfalny, if I may fo call ir, of the accii- 
f:uion ag,:iioll him in thcfe articles ? Yom n'»vir 
mean to conh-.ie yourfelves to a few points ; 
but are aU thefe charges to remain upon your 
jAiirnals> though y 011 know them to be falfe } 
■Was it nothing to arraign Mr! H illmgs at the 
bar of the J^orcls, and put him to .mfwei* 
•rticles prefented in the name of the late 
Houfei which that Houfe never rer4d f ^'o 
have compelled him to defend all thofe 
fyftems under wh.i-h Bengal is governed at 
the preleni: niomenc, as if it was criminal in 
him to have formed tliem, is a moft cruel 
pfipivili an, nmJ a iiionlli'ousabfii[dii.y. Sure- 
ly, S.r, t'lK'fe rue points which, m juflice to 
vonr own honour and to Mr. HiflingSy you 
ought c«»go into in the firft inttance. Another 
charge is the vv.mtoii wai\eof the public mo- 
ney for piivate purpofes. Kuw, S.r, without 
going into detail, 1 do take upon me to affirm , 
that if yon take the laft year’s peace eftahlifli- 
nient of Mr. HaUings in Bengal, and that 
formed by the Board of Conti on!, the latter 
is more than one niiUion fte; hng higher thin 
•Mr. l-ralling'.'s; and it is a very cuiious cir- 
cumilinct, tint r.wMig to rhe exiuordinary 
protiMiffioJi of this Tiial, ive arc involved trf 
war before iiselofe. But the expeiices now 
are upon a fc.ile fo infinitely oeyond any 
former cxpence, that I will no: venture to 
ftate the diflFer^nce ^ and even the Bullock 
i:ontra<ft, to which the Right Hon. Gentle- 
man (Ml. Put) allndetl, is, 1 contend, 15 
ft\‘ cent, higher, under all its cicumiUiice*, 
• than tlie Bengal Coiitrafi fo much reprobated j 
wi.h this addition, that !n thcC.irnndctheie aie 
more than Forty Thoufaud BuHocksempIoyeo, 
and 111 B'Migal^ in time of war, there weie 
only Six Thonfand Seveo Hundred. 1 am 
nric f.iying that any money is now irr.provi- 
dently expended, nor do 1 heheve it was in 
the lad war. But this I will fay, that all 
thefe are points which the Houfe ought to 
«x.<niiiie, ;md not blindly adopt whatever w is 
‘dcMitt by the laie ParJi.imeiiC. Before i fit 
down, I beg to c ill upon a very Hon, and 
refpedlable Fi tend 'of mine, who is well 
calcul.ited to give his fentiments upon the paft 
and prefect tt.’ite of Bengal, and 1 hope, 
io jultice to all parties, he will not withhold 
them.’* 

Mr. Liifbington, Chairman of the Court 
of Dircflors, then rofe, and faid, being twice 
cJled upon, he felt it his duty to date whac 
would have come with more propriety from 
the Members of the Board of Controiil. The 
fadl he believed to be true, that Reng.al had for 
many years he n in a very flourifhing liite, and 
was in a progreflive jftate of improvement in 
|ill Mr.^H^diiigs's adminiltracion. It was 
alfn tcue, that when Mr. HaBipgs came to 
the Government, the refiiurces were hiile 
more than ihr^ notliens a year, and when he 
left if cb«y Mi^AKirt chaafiye crerei ; an in * 


creafe of about tivo mniions a year. That tke 
fydemi edablifhed by Mr. Hadings were 
foUoWed by Lord Cornwall is, with very little 
variation. That he thought it due in juftice 
tt) Mr. Haftings to declare, that whatever 
might have been his intentions as to the vote 
of the expediency or inexpediency of conti- 
nuing the Ti lal, yc-t, the Chancellor of 
tlie txchequer having mentioned a p.^r^ 
ticiilar faft of Mr. Hadings having granted, 
large allowances \\ hich he dilapproved as a ' 
llirt he felt himfelf bound to vote for 
the quedioo- 

Mr. Sumner willied that the qiiedion of 
adjouiunnent might be moved, in order to 
rn ike the conruler.uion'of the amendments prof 
poled the fubjt£tof a fepaiate d.^y’sdilcu(finr.. 
The Speaker lemindcd the Houfe, 
that if the quedion of adjourn menc were 
moved, n wjiuUI fuiuirlcde every other Motion, 
Mi.Siiinnei theieupon moved it, wheii 
the di angers were diret^cd to withdraw. 

The iloufe ih;:it divided, 

Ayus ftirthc .i‘iii)i;i anrienta6— -Noes *31 , 
The Houle next uiviJccl on Mr. Jckyll's 
amendment, 

Ayes 54.-^-Noes 194. 

They ini mediately afterwards divided on 
Mr. Ryder s amendment. 

Ayes 79,-5-NoiiS 161. 

The original qucihoii was then put, and 
cairud witlumt a divifion, \ 

Tiis Motion which followed in confeipience ’ 
was, “ Th.it a melTage be fent to the Lords, 
informing them that the Commons are 
ready to proceed on the Trial of Warritn 
HaRiugr., Efq.” 

Agreed to, and that Mr. Burke do carry 
the f.iid mcirage, Alfo refolved, that 
Mr, Burke, Mr. Anltriuhcr, 

Mr. Fox, Mr. M. A. 

Mr. Sheridan, Mr. Dudley Noi ih^ 

Mr. Thomas Pelham, Mr. St. John, 

Mr. Windham, Mr, Fil^patrkk, 

.Sir Gilbuii LlUot, Mr. R. VVilbraham^ 

Mr. Giey, Mr. Courtenay, and 

Mr, Adam, Sir J. St, Clair Ei (kine, 

he the Managers to m.ike good the articles of 
lmpe.ic!imenl againrt Warren Hafiings, Efq. 
Adjourned at one o'clock. 

Tuoksday, Feb 17. 

Mr, Burke, attended by Mr, Fox and Mr. 
Pitt, and a great number of Members, went 
up to the Hunfe of Lords, and acquainted 
their Lordfiiips, that the Houfe of Commons 
were ready , to proceed to make good the 
Articles of Impeachment perCerred againR 
Whrren Haflings, Efq. and defiring that their 
Lordthips would appoint a day for hearing the 
fair*. 

1 ho Commons having withdrawn, the Ixird 
Chancellor re,id the melTags as delivered by 
Mr. Burke, and moved,*Whai their Lordftiipe 
do fend ;m anfw«.r by mdZengersof iheijr own.*' 

I reeled. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


f hURSDAY, Feb. 17, 1751, 

ClR KrAncis Molyneiix aiinouiiccJ a 
mtlTage fiom the Houle of Com- 
, moils. 

Mr. Biiike, with Ml-. Pitt on his 
and Mr. Fox on his left, attend- 
ed hy th'j Committee, and upwards of 
one bundled Members, approached the 
bar. 

“ Mv Lords^ 

The MelTige from the HoufeofCom- 
** inons IS this : On lielialf of themlelves 
and all ihi Commons of Eni^land, they 
** have iclolved to continue the Im- 
“ pjachment of VV irren Haitings, Efq* 
and th( y humbly defii e your Lord- 
fhips will fix a day for its ^ecoin- 
“ mencement.’* 

Mr. Burke withdrew, 

'Fh? Lo.'f Cnanc:'*ior rend the mef- 
a ul the Hv^ufe refolvcd, “ t • rc- 
tiiin an anl'wei to the Commons by a 
nieiL.niicr of their own.*’ 

Mr. Buike agaii: appeared at the Bar, 
and the loid Chancellor informed 
him of the reloliUtonj and the Cum* 
moris vvithdrew riMin the harj after 
which ^ 

Lord Gienville rofe and faid, — “ My 
Lord-i, a matter of the feriuns na- 

ture !s now befu'C the J-Joule. The 
MclVi^e ^brought from the Commons 
involves in it a great couflitutional f|uef- 
tiou, ii.tmely, “ Wheti.ei /iM|ieachmcnts 
abate with a diiroluliun of Pai liaiiient ’( 


This is a queflion of fuch fniportaiict*, 
that the Hcml’e miEht to condder it 
wnth the greateli attention before a mel- 
lage be rtturned to the Commons.—* 
1 fhall therefore move the Houle, “ 1 hat 
a Committee be appointed to examine 
the Joui nals.” Although the enquiry is 
of the molt ferious naiuie, yet it will 
not require any great length of time to 
complete it ; and lure I am that yoiii* 
Lordlliips will not confider the motion 
as an inti uliuu upon your attention, when 
the objeft of it is of confcquence and 
extent.” 

Moved a Committee— Ordered. 

The Lord Chwincellor — “ Name yout 
Committee.” 

Lord Grenville—*' E.nl Chatham* 
Lord Grenville, Lord H^whclbiu y, Lord 
Sydney, Lord Kenyon, Lord Loughbo- 
rough, Lord Amluili, Lord Cathcarr, 
or any five of them togeiher* wiih 
any ot;ic»* Peers that will attend.’’ 

Adjourned* 

TuhSDAY, Apiil 

Lord Gienville brought up a Report 
from the Committee of Precedents, 
which he moved to have p'inted, and 
to be taken into coniidi ration ihe 
fiill day altei the ]<'» 11 l'i icccl's. Ordered. 

VVepn i:sdav, M ly 4. 

Loid CiMiviile moved, “ the 

Repoii * of the Committee appointed to 


* Of the contents of tin? copions, and, for ihe moft pirt, nninteredinej compilation, we 
Ciin do no m ae tiun ott'ir a foit of ly Halms, pointing out the (evcial to whic.i the Com- 

mittee diridlcd tlvar aciuitioii. 

The firll claii. confills of precedents of criminal procpcdings in Pirliamenr, on the peti- 
tion or impeach nif.. it of the Common*-, and thelc aiu clnonoloi’ic.illy ariangt*d, from that 
againlt Rich lid Lyim.s, n)ert.liaiu of London, “ for thefts, exroitions, and m;fdemeantTS, 
as vicll for the time that he lep^ircd toccotain of tlie King’s Counlel, a" hinhc timctl.aC 
he wa.i faimcr of the King’s luhfi ly and cviltoms, &c.” to that againlt Lord Lovat, 'Ilia 
fir It was in tlie yen 13775 the lad in 1746. 

Tne (e anu! clafs conhlls of precedents of criminal proceedings in Parluiment originating 
at the fuit ol the Crown, or of iiulivldujls. 

'Ihe third contains precedmis of fuch proceedini»s in Pailiament in civil cafes, 
as appeared m the Committee l.kdy to throw ary light- nponihc m-itter referred to them, 

'] he fourth contains fuch paiiiculais of the forms of bail as appear on the journals of 
l^jrl mient. 

A table of the commencement, adjournment, prorogation and diffolutinn of Parliaments, 
from the 9th of Hen. ILL to the id W. and M; anno 1690* is aifo labjoinod| and a table of 
reference-. 10 law cafes, 
si ART IV. 


0 
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examine precedents rchtive to th** ftue 
of the Im peach incit agiinll W.nren 
Ef^. bioiighr up from the 
Coinmosis, amt procecdei! upon in the 
lall FaiiumeiiT, be talcen into confideia. 


tion on Monday fe’nnJght.*' 

The Marquis ot Lani'downe fald, that 
ihis^fuhjeil was equal in importance t^r 
ai.y thing that was ever difciided in that 
Houle, and he hoped it would be deli* 


In order to give our readers, Imwcver, fome idea of this voluminous Report, contained in 
three huiiored and eleven folio pjgeb, wc piefent them with a flight iketch of a few 
of the cafes of Imps'ichm mt adduc-ii^ .is a fpeciinen of the whole. 

I. Richard Lyons, of Liiidon, mcrcliant, — for deceits, extortion, and mifdemeanors, in 

the coihof hd. 111. K<; wai ouleredto prifon, tube ihstranchired^and tube put to fine 

rn ratifom, and this wa*. ordered by P.irhament; — but on the lafl day of Parliament in 
/filary, 5i(t hd. III. the Commons thought the procefs hafly, petitioned the King, prayed 
Lyons might be releaftd, and liu goods and tenements rcfloied ; but to this tlie reply on the 
Lords roll vv,'S, Re it remenibeied that mo anfuuer was given by the Lords, nqi' would be, 
as tliefaid Parliament was departed hefoie any thing could he done thereiti.’* 

II. W'llliam Loid Latimer is the next cafe — He was impeached by the Commons fiir 
decei.s, extortions, and oppreflions under ihefervice of the King. He was adjudged to he 
guilty in full Parliament— but certain Lords, his mainpernors, brought his body before the 
King and Parliament— and hy this mainpnfe the Marfhal let him go at large. 

III . William Elys, of Great Yarmouth, for extortion. He was tried and found guilty 
by the Comn.ons ; but he being on bail until the determination of tlie Lords, a petition v./ii 9 
prefented, Rating the pioceedtngs of a new Pailiamcnt. — There was not any alieraCum of 
his fentence, and Che Lords refufed to give an anfu-r. This was in the ciR of 
Hdward III. 

IV. John Pechee. This w.as an Impeachment for procuring an excluflve p.acenc to fell 
wine, and for t.aking three Ihillings and four pence for every pipe thereof. He was cried and 
conviAed by the Commons— but a petition being prefented by the Commons from Pechee, aU 
Icdging chat he was not allowed Counfel, the f^anie was referred to the Lords.— iVe mm/waf 
was given to the Commons, 

V. Lord John Neville, 50 Edward III. was impeached for purchafing} when a Privy 
Councillor, fevcrMl d;.hC8 due by the King, and in particular from Lad^ Ravenjholm, Lord 
Keville put in his anfwer, wUnelfes were examined, and the Commons prayed judgment, that 
he fhould he ouRed of all his offices. Shortly after he was ordered to make reRitution to 
Lady Kavenfholm. 

N, B, This raje^ though placed annng thofe (eUi^edas Precedents for difeontinuing the Impeacb* 
mtnt, decs not appceo to t*pply etth rfoi or ugainji, 

VI. An ordinance being made m the 50th of Edward HI. that no woman, and in par* 
ticular Alice Peers, fhould hy way of mainten.ince, and for lucre, profecute any matter in 
the King’s Courts upon pun, &c. on the 2 id December, in the iR of Richard II. Alice? 
Peers w.^i^ charged with havirq; bioke the faid ordinance, tried, and found guilty.— A peti- 
tion Rating eriors in the proceeding, and praying to bo re-heard, was prefented in the next 
Parliament. The Lords decreed, chat this could only he done by Che King's favour — and uo 
further proceeding appears in chji SrOion. But in the 3 (h of the lame reign, part of th« 
ordinance was repealed by the King and Parliament, and in the 2 iR of the fame reign ^ 
the matter being revived, Pailiament determined Chat the cafe lay with the King, and ho 
fiiQuld determine as he thought wife and meet. 

No tunhtv proceedings. 

VII. Ad.im de Bury w.is impeached for deceits and wrongs (w'hilft Mayor of 
Calais) in the 50th of Cdwaid Hi. on the laR day of Parliament, and not appearing, 
it Was awarded that all his govnls and cha’tjls (bou'.d bs put in arreR. Afterwards, in the 
■ext Parliament, 51 of Edwaid HI. the Commons pi ay, that as Adam de Bury was wrong- 
fully impeached in the laR Parliamciit, he Ihould bedifcharged and pardoned in the pieteivC 
ene— No anfwer given by the Lords. 

Vltl. John de LeyceRer and Wauler Spourief, in the fame reign, and in a flmilar cafe, 
had their caufe taken up by the Commons, wiio prayed releafe and difchaige in Che next 
Parliament — No aniwer given by the Lord*. 

IX. Hugh Faltolf WAS in Che lame predicament at the fame time— No anfwer giveii 
by the Lords. 

X. William de WcRon and John Sienr de Gomi'nys, iR Richard II. — The Com- 
■10ns pray, ih it all tvho h.ivc given up OaRles beyond tea Ihould be punilhed bv judg- 
ment of the Lords. The anfwer and judg»aettt of death pronounced agalnR them. 
jtfm if. Tbit does not fetm ta apply » 


XI, \x 
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V«fate1y confiJerecI hi a inxnner fuitahle 
to its gravity. He had read alniolt ail 
the pamphlets that had been written on 
the liibjeft, many of them wiih great 
merit, bearing itftimony of the great learn- 


ing and abilities of their authors, many 
ot whom had committed their names with 
their works, and, from the rel'peft due 
to the authors, the works were legarded 
with reipe^f t but alter all he had read 


XI. In the ad Richard II. the Commons pray the King and his Council, Prcl \tes and to 
other Lords,** Wh.creas heretofore ro l etitions and Bills deliveied — in this prefcni P^rl ament, 
and to all others that flinuld be delivered in Farl!.<inent in time to conir, good and gracious 
anfwer and remedy Ihould he ordained before the departure of each Parliament, and that 
thereupon a (latute to that eftedl might be made in the prefent Fail ament, and fealed to 
remain in time to come * — the King autweis, Th<it to fn^li Petitions delivered in Pailia- 
ment, touching things th t cannot eliewhere be determined, good anti reafonable anfwer 
Ihould be made and giv-n bpfori-. ihl dfpauture of that Parliament, 

T/iis appears a JI*‘ong cafe in point, 

XII. The Bilhop of No: wich in the 7th of Richard II. was acciifed by the Commons 
ef nut doing his fervice according to promife, and of receiving money from the King's 
cnemie.N. He was ordered to piifon until he made rcflitonun. Annex.ed to this cafe, are 
two Precedents of tlie Commuiib having peiiiioned the Loids and received ananlwsr^but it 
was in the fame Parliament. 

Kill. Sir William Elmfham, Sir Tliomas Tryvell, Sir Henry de Ferriers, and Sir 
William de Pardon, were accufed in the f.ime Pailbm'^nt, and obliged to pay back to 
the King what they had received, and pay fine and r^nlgm, and Sir William Hornedon was 
to be at the King's mercy as to body and good:. — all this in the fame Parliament. 

XIV. Michael de la Pole, Earl of Suffolk, Cnancidlor of England, was accufed by the 
Commons — Judgment given againft him, a fine and ranfom. 

XV XVI. XVII. — Sir ft.oberr Belknap and others in ihe reign of Richard , 11 . were im- 
peached by the Commons, fur figning cet t;un papers at Nottingham, and the Commons pi ay- 
ed they might be adjudged traitors. The Lords took time to tlie following Friday, and 
adjudged the faid Sir Robert and others to be traitors. 

XVlil. In the fame Pailiament Blake and Uik were impeached by the Commons, and 
executed the day after they were found guilty. 

XIX. The Bilhop of Chicliefler was impeached by the Commons, the fame Parliament, 
for exciting Sir Robert Belknap. The Lords took time to confider this cafe, as well as that of 
Sir John Hrauchamp, De Holt, and otheib, and having aJjourned for Eider, refumed the 
bufinefs, and found them all gnilty of high treaton.— N. B, This cafe Jeems to go $0 the point of 
mdjoutnment only j but that •which follows fc^ms to L mne matirial. For in lUis Parliament all 
the Lords, fpinru.il .s well as ttnipordl, then prefent, claimrd, as their liberty and franchife, 
that the we.glry m :fers moved irj thii Pjrhament, viniS to be moved in other Parliaments im 
lime to come, touching Peers of tlie land, fhoiild be proceeded upon, adjudged, and difeuffed 
by the egurfe of Parliament, and not by the civil la^w, nor the common law of the land 
ufed in oti'er inferior courts — and thiS was granted. This Parliament, by common confeor, 
was adjourned till .after E.dler, and new writs made out. But all matters ft^»od as they 
W'ere when they met .^fttT E:jftcr, and the Lords puifued the requeltof ih« Commons as if 
no adjournment liad taken pl.ice. 

XX. Ill the 2ilt Rich.ird il. Thomas Arundel!, A iriibifhop of Canterbury, wasimpeach- 
ed, and he, h.ivmg confelfed, was .ailjudg«*ii gvr.I'y of h gh ireafon. 

XXI. Sir Thomas Moi timer, in tlie fame year, was impeached by the Commons, and 
after adjournment pending the tnal, it camt on, aiiO he was tijed and found guilty. 

XXII. Ill the i.iine yi-.n Sir John ue C •bii.iiu »v'ss impeached, adjudged a traitor, and ba« 
nifhed to perpetual impi ifonni^nt in the ifle ut jeilcy. 

XXIII. Ihe Duke of Suffolk, iSth i..t Henry VI. prayed that he might he^ccufed and 
heard to anlwcr, in order to dear himleit hcim alpeiiioob. He was tiied by the Peers, and 
the Ring banifhcd him the realm. Agamlttliis pun.fbmeni the Lords pruteRed, becaufe ic 
was without their confenC. 

XXIV. The Ixird Chancellor St. A!h.an and Bifhop itf Lan laffe were impeached in t67«« 
The Cliancelloi fined and impiifoneJ, and the Bifliop adqiuinfhed. 

T*»ie .ibv)ve four were all tn the fame Parliament. 

XXV. The following arc ftrong CAfes in point. M.Uthia; Fowles, George Geldard, and 

jOthers, were impeached hy the Commons on the zad March 1620, .ind committed to prilon. 
On the z6:h of Apiil Fowles is birught to the b^r, and the charges agaipft him read---ko/ 
which he aulwer. pepofuions are read and wituefies examined* Oa the 27th he 

G a agaia 
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on tl)?t fubjeft, he miift confcfs, that it 
was not totally to him. 

The GuiuUmen of the Lon^^ Rohe wcie 
entitled to reljjtil from tluir pioftlSon. 
It was a lircial jnolLfrion, and he had 


too much pratitiii?fi to of 

thole law\ns who, on i^jin.er da' --, hid 
excnt-il fludf jii 'tfioi s in t.’u Jci- 

vice of llic pvii'-lic, Ijy . :.nvl £,iv- 

ing then ljj^c advice on ciiriLai oc^.ifioni;, 


again appears at the haf, and tvif nelTes me examined. On the 151!) Mav he is r.i'n irreJ 
to bail — but after fever.il .Kfjnurnmttjiis, Parliament is diilolvcci on the zSthFebruaiy 1621 — 
and all further procecd-i-gs ceale. 

XXVI Sir John J::» sir.peached in the year 1 C _ 1 , and after vario-is adjournments 
P?rliamcnt ia diiTulvLU iicfoie tlie tiud liiiifhes. No fuiihcr pioLecdings appear in the next 
parliament. 

XX VII. The Bdhop of Norwich was acenfed before Parliament 22d Jac. II. but Par- 
liament was di^lblvc.l by the King's death before llie trial fininicd. No further proceedings 
in thi; ii“.st Pnili.iiTif nt. 

XXVI] I Tlie Dupe* of Bot'klngham is impeached by the Common'? ad Car. oh the ot!j 
jMny iCzfj — puts in liis .?n!w’ r (-n the 5?th June lol'owing, and requefls the Houle to rx- 
ptdite rhe b.it on the i r h of ih«: fjnie month the Parliament is Uifiblved j aiiu no fuitlier 
j3ro.-cevlir.gt svere rniiKt! <'n 1.1 the next r.nhaniuit. 

XXIX. The K tI of .Suffolk is cornplawied of by the Commons — The Lords take lima 
to confidtr an aofwer — Par'i.iment piurogued before the anfwci* is given. No further pro- 
cefs in the next feUion. 

The following is a lift of the Impeachments in the Long Parliament of Charles the 


ftrft 

li irl of Strafford, 
Archbiihnp of Canteibuiyi 
Liflinp of LIy, 
hix Judges 1640, 

Lord Keeper hinch, 
Uifhop of B.’.th and Wells, 
5 ir Geoige Radcliffe, 

Sir Robert RerkeU; , 
Poftor Cozens, 

George Btnfon, 

Sir KdwardDetrey, 

Mr. Riclurd Spencer, 

Sir George Strode, 

Earl Northampton, 

Sir Richard Gurney, 


Six Judges, 1C41, 

Inigo Jones, 

Thirteen Bifhops, 

Earl Riidgv'W’atcr, 

Twelve Bifliop?, 

C. Neal, 

Sir Edward Hcrbcit, 

Lord Digby, 

Sir William Wilmer, 

Henry Hiffings, 

Marqivb Hartford, 

JV 3 r. Wylde, 

John Biocas, 

Lord Mounimorres's complaint againft the 
Privy Council of Ireland. 


Lord Strange, 

XXX. William Drake was impeached in the name of all the Commons of Great Britain 
in j66n; but ihd Lords, rhinknig that the trial could not be finiflacd before the ddfolutiori 
of P-irliamer-it, oidcreu tfie K'ng's Attorney Gtneral to proceed againft him by the common 
pi ocefs of law. 

XXXI. Vifroiint IMurdfiunt was irppe.irhed the 31I of J.inuary if)66 ; on ilie rfith, 
the Chirnmrns by meffage iv minded then LnrrShips of the niipeachmcnt ; on the 17th 
j.urd M. put in h.s anTw-rj on the 2 iff a day was appointed j lever; I cooLiences 
Wvsre held about the modr of pioceediug. PiiiMm''nt oci the flih of October V4 as pi o 
rogikd. and re-rdfembled on tlic 25th of July, but thcMe w.is no further uolice ot 
the imp'j.'ichnu’nr. 

XXXI!. R.*il Cl.iicndon was impeached by the Commons November 12, 1667 j hut he 
withdrew himf'lf, ai'd ‘.vjs att.iinted, all in iIk fame feffion. 


XXXIIL h.r Wdli.iin Pc.. u was imj)caci)c*d in rhe fame year; but the trial not being 
fimflicd befoie the prorog-^tion ol Parliament, it died aw.iy. The next Itllion it was not 
procet'tlcd upon, 

XXXIV. On the crii Psesmber 167S, the Earl of Arundel, Earl Powis, Lord 
Peiirflyk, L.ad P<trc, and Vifrouiit StalTurd, were impeached by melfagc from the Com- 
mons i on ihc 3oir>of Pec. the Ku.ij, being tome to the Houfe, faid, he 'was unwilhng to 
pror»3gi»e ilum, .is h-* iviCicd thc-in to piof. cute ih.j dTcovery of the plot j but he did pro- 
rogue them’ to ihfi February following, and on the 24 ih of J Miuary dilToived them A new 
Piiliameiit met on the 6th of Ma.ch ; o;i the j jth of Maiih a Committee of Frivilegcs uas 

appoint^ 


r 
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not to regard tlielr names wMi rcvercrr?. 
Nor did Ins reveicnce for the learned 
profeiHon abate or leiTl'en, when he re- 
flc6led on the abilities and charT6ler of 
thofe who are at the head of the pioft!- 
iion at 'he psefent dav. But he nudi la- 
ment tli.it the Cientiemen vd Tiie Iwv 
liad taken pari in tiii. d^t'ciiFicri of ibis 
fijhjefl, had obfciirtd i.-dtead of cyplain- 
ing it. ri’.ey had co’-cred and hidden 
the fubjcil: itfelf, by t!ic formality with 
which th--y had endi- voiiied to tliiLvds 
it. They had loaded .dl they ha i to 
urge with technical diltindfioiis, and 
meiely proftfllonal leinarks. They had 
in this (as was loo often the calc with 
Genileiiien of the Long Ro))e) dellited 
that liberality of p: inc.p'e which tcaciics 
men of exalted in.vhrllindings lo ic- 
diice a queliion to the fnnide ekinenlb of 
its own in^'rit, without ircunibenng it 
with exdinfic mattfr. It ilioiild h.ave 
been reduced to a point of liinpbci’y of 
lavvarifine: <^nt cf the Coi.ftitution of this 
courtly. — riiere were two points on 
which th ■ vvliole of the liberty of every 
iniiividuai in this conntiy entirely de- 
^le.'dcd. One was the Ttiul hy ^Jnry, 
'i he oih«-r wa« a rn -x;;n aiihr.gciit of 
the i“Ln’tn\s of juflice irlelf, a.-, .ipplied 
to t!ie inh.i! iian'.s ot a free Slate; this 
v/as, 1 init no man fliall, under any 
pi^tmce wh'irve*, lie tried upon any 
thi'in bill a krt'nv'i — This maxim 

copiHlutf'd aimed a’d ihc tlilf* i enci be- 
tween a Yrte ar-l a St.'ite cf D.'/f'O- 

iij? 77 . 1 heir punits he only nc-w lii 'ted, 

in Older iliai iheir L a dfhlps mi^ ht lake 
the lubjcM piopciiy (as appe ared to him) 
into conlideialion. 'The quettion w'as 
not, “ Whether the) fticniid tiy a Gover- 
nor Gcni-ral acciifed of the woiff vices 
that coiilil difgrace the leprelentaiivc of 


a Gieat Country ?” not, ** Whether he 
w'as ir 5 ocent or gjiilty > — or wdiether 
honjur or dil’gr'.ce ouidit to be the lot of 
his accufprs ? but,“ Whether their Lord- 
fliips fii'mld proceed arbitral ily and ty- 
rannically, without llie dll (.1^1 ion of 
a knov/n iaw-, or wou'd violrtte thnr 
duty U!K*n the idea of public con- 
venitiice r” (B‘ ihc t'i’l by Jury it 
was inip.^^'ible for any man to have a 
hig.btr i.l' eTt thin hnnffli'j he revered 
and.idnied 11. Rut ifacpieffion (which 
imkvii, h'’j»,''ily for n^:, cin:!d rot be 
put to any :r:in in r lunfiy) wtic 
to he put to lum — “ vv'hirh would you 
pitfer, as \ on r have 1 wt one— /,i c tr ial 
by fmy upon wli..i be cali.il the 

l.iA, or a tii.d liv )ui'.. I.S, with kiv.nv- 
kd.e o», and inli-t nry to afbnii. Jiti r, a 
known law r * he believH that, nuucli 
as he adoicd t!ic iri..l 1 y Juiy. he fiiould, 
underfuch cii c\ui\ll.mres, picfer llie ti lai 
by a knovi n law. 

Having ffated ihcfe points, he faid, 
meiely to diaw their F <»nlfhips.’ fermiis 
attention to what aj'pe."ied to him to he 
the real point, he eiu* eaied tiu-ir l..,id- 
flrps to perufe attentividy eveiy thing 
that had been iiiged on this occafion, 
and not be deterred by the anthoj dative 
tone in which fomc, and the aff tted 
clean. cfs in which cthcis had It ued the 
cale, but to think boldly lor themlelves, 
mid to think leiioully too. Theie was 
time enough for the i ationai exeicife of 
both, and he hoped, that on that day, 
■jioi one Noble Lord would be unprepared 
lo give his Voice on this occafion fiom 
his own conv'iction ; and he ti lifted too, 
tint not one Noble Lord who had a rii*ht 
to lit in that Houfe would be abfent with- 
out being able to aflign a very iiiHicient 
leafori foi his ablcnce. As this country 


appointei! to find out in what Hate the Impeachments hmuiilit up in thn laft Parliament now 
fl.iiid ; on the I'^ih ot Alaicb, Pai li.jmciit w.r, piorogued to the i6ih j on whicli day a mo- 
tion war. made an * aMe- d lo, to co« li 'cr w hcihci llic I itl P.uli«inicnt could bi* confiilei ed a 
fefli n (ibe Judges to give their opinion) ; and this w.is Uie detr^nninarion — it via' a 
fe^fv'n, 111 relation to aiHs of iiulicature of the Houfe, hut not as to the determin I'lonof laws, 
drtjimsri.ihle upon the end of a fcfiion of Paib.uiient ; and cf>ncernh'.g thelHu-of Impeach- 
niCMl', tl'.ac — Ifxy J (Hiuinxlin /intu (^uo^ thf d'^inlutiun of the Inft P^rlmmcni not altering the 
Jlate if oyy iV./' >.nh>ievt br^u^bl in lh.it rur/iamml. 

A (I'.fr v.v-c luvnig anfen m icfp'^dt to hail l.>..nhy*s pirdon, PailiameMl was prorogued 
to the ill 1 cfjuly, after the five Louis h d bato hrougl.c to the hir, tlvir Inipe.ichments 
re.d, t mcgiv.’iii to .imIw^i-; .-uuI Coiiniel appoiiueci ; and on the i2ih of July tha*^ P.irli:imeiit 
was dilV.'Ivpd. the firHof OiHobci i6Ho» thenew Parliament mot, and began the trials 
with th -t or Vil'conr.t St.dTord, who fwmmod up bi< evidence on the 3d of December, and 
defiled t! at h..s ('.uinffl might be. bend on points of l,w, one of which WA$—H'hether 
proceedingi by ImpracUm nt dhi or did not lontinuf from Pitr/mmcnf to Paf liament ^ which, upon 
confideiation, was determined not to be a jiropcr objeCliou, as — impeachments dideen^ 
tinue. On the 7 ill of Pecember, he was found guiliy, and fcmeuce pronounced the 
day. 


never 
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jt^ever liad a .qiieftion before its Pailia- 
*neot that more materially involved all 
the liberty of all it*s inliabitants, ht-wns 
afl'onii'hed ihat tiie Noble Lord wlio made 
this motion had not alfo rvinved, 'J'Imi 
. in.: II jull' I'C JVmmoncd ; he* flio'iid take 
the libcny of ci dng Jl iii.iiLlL lb* tl.'-ii-- 
iore moved, “ Taat tlirir L rcUhu*:. iic 
linninoned on Monday Or- 

dered, 

The Marquis of I.’.iifdowne ft:d, he 
boned as an older was ni ;dj for 
nvvming their Loid/hi;»^, it H/ould be 
done in ascxnet anil |»'rticiiiar a m inner 
as poflible ^ and he tji.ltj.i th it n'' NoMe 
y^oiil w!io had a Lit in die IToufc would 
abfent liiinieii', except he ccuid gi\re a 
yery lerious reif^^n indeed for lo doing. 
Mon JAY, May iG. 

7 hc order ot me day ben g read for 
the liniue to take into confidciation the 
Keport of the CoiTimittje :q pGi.ircrt ro 
fearch for pi-sccdents relative to the 
Trial of Warren Hailing?, Jilq. 

Lord Porichefier Jaid, he did not then 
mean to trouble their Lordlhips at any 
length upon the j’nbje^j he only meant to 
make a motion winch m’y.lit biing the 
tnsiits of the Qn^-ltion tairly and fully 
under dircullion. He had, hi& Lord/bip 
/.lid, read theprirted Repo:., ami bid 
formed a very clear opinion on the 
fubjeilj but that opinion he referved, 
till he Ihould hive an oppfu'tunity of 
bearing the ientiiner.ts of N »ble and 
Learned Loidsr llts Loidlhip then 
moved, 

** That a mf-finge be fent to the Com- 
mons, to infoini them that thty (the 
Lo'ids) w'*re re:rcly to pioreial on the 
Til'd of Waiicn H illni'js, Kfq/' 

The I. Old Chanctllor ltd 1 1 he woolfack, 
and laid, lu* I oft not to tntcr info the 
fjucftton, but imidy to ft.ite, that in Ins 
ai'jirthe: iic/ii tl:.ii was not the juoptr 
mode of difciilliiig the ord-r tli'i 
which wA'i, to cojifi lei tlie Report of the 
Conimirrte. All their Lurdlbips, he 
eblcrved, ••/ould a* h all agrtt wuh him, 
#U.»t the laying down a rule by w'hich 
wot only til** fitc and fvniiinr, but the 
tibi’rty and live? of ttuir Lv.idlhip? weie 
in fiilin\ Jo bt iltiejmin ’d, wis a tubj.rt 
of very iuip'>ii.nii ojiifuittiarion. The 
Report, Ins !.■ uMh'ip tlious'it, ?o<jjiht to 
tli.ive been rcfciJtd to a Comniuitc of 
pjivilcgts j that would liavi* been mMt 
agictabJe to ilie rules and practice oi the 
liuui'e with regard to Iinpeichmtnts, 
and when the fubjift lliould have been 
^oiifidered by the Coinmitree, his Lord- 
$hip fdiiJ, it might then be lepoiud to the 


Hou/e, who would have an cpporiunlry 
of reviewing, and ultimaic'y deciding 
upon it. Their Loidfhips had been de- 
lircd to lent! a nuflTage to th« Commons, 
ft iting that they woie ready to proceed 
on the Tiial of Warien Hnftlngf, Efej. 
Alter they h.id fc .ichcii ft.r Precedents, 
that day hml bevn appoir.ted to lake the 
Report into confttlerarjon, whetlier the 
Impeachment abated or not by the ciifti')- 
huiop cf PaiJ lament ; and therefoie 
thai qutfi.ion inuft 1 ) 1 * coniidcred, before 
the othci* could poftii)iy occui. After 
they had dcienuined that the Impeach- 
ment did not abate, but re^nained in 
qvot then it might be very proper 
to coididcr wherhcT a neiTage, fiich aa 
had hecn moved te r, ougui to be lent to 
the Commons, to info; in them that thclx 
Lordlhips weie leady to proceed in the 
Tiial. Three qucitions iinmcdiatily 
occurred, which, his Lordibip faid, l:c 
fliould have conceived to be vciy proper 
to be referied to tlie Committee of Pj.- 
vilegcs, and aftei wards to the Houle. 
The firll ot thefe qiiellions was,Whei!it*r 
an Impeachment, brought up and pro- 
ceeded on in the lad Parliament, v/as now- 
in any degne depending ? zdiy. That 
if the Impeachment were depending^ 
was it depending in Jiatu quo ? 

By w'hat proceis, or hy what tojiii 
of proceeding, that man was to be 
called on, who, if he iinderllood the 
quellion rightly, was now neither a 
juiioner nor under bail ? and whether, 
in cafe that man did not appear, they 
could fue his recognizances ? Theic 
three queftions, his Lordlhip faid, ap» 
peired to him to be exceedingly im- 
p rt:int in the preleut enquiry j and 
the general propofition, iiivt-lviug the 
fate and fortunes of mankind at large, 
w'*as of much moie impiitance than 
what became of the paiticular I’uhjefl. 
He thought if the prjntcd Repoii was 
furl) fxtiacUcland hdfoiically deduced, 
it woulil amount airnoll to a demun- 
flration that |;here had never been fuch 
a proceeding as a continuance of an 
Impv-nchment after a oift'olution. It 
happened iiiifoitunately, his Lordftiip 
oblerved, that the Report had not been 
piinred bcfoie the hnlidays, as they 
might have been better prepared for 
the difcuHipn of the lubjecl, had their 
Lopdlliips been able to have pended 
the Report eailier. The Report, his 
Lordftiip fail!, was impcrle^l, and for 
his pait he had no knowledge on tli^ 
fuhjcfl except wliat he derived from 
the Repovt. He thought jc was efl'eutirtj 
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liliat Come other things fliouKI have been 
included under ilie fiilt head ; as 
for inrtance, wliether rliey lent a 
inefTage to the Cyinmons fiddcqucnt 
to the Prorr gation or Difibliition, and 
whether the Houfe of Commons fent 
any mtflt.’CjOr let on foot any ineahire, in 
confcquence. There was alio another ciafs 
of Ciiin.'nal ProJ’jcuiions wliicli his Lord- 
^ ihip conceived miojit polHldy be coii- 
nefted with this. With regard to Writs 
ot Enor, the Report, his Lordfhip ob- 
f.'ivcd,^ was dill more defedive. The 
Commiitce Ind dated merely what ap- 
pealed to them on . record, and had 
dated that only ; it wouid have been 
material to have confidercd, whether it 
was true that a Vv'iit of Enor abated 
Upon a prorogation, as was deter- 
mined in the \ear 1673. He meant 
not this by way of reproaLh,for,imdonbt- 
e.liy, the dil'gcnce of tlie Noble Lcrcl* 
hail flone a grc.it deal j indeed, he 
wondered it hul do’ e I'o much. The 
Kepoit howevei contained many defeats. 
Jiis Lurdni n ihooght tins was too near 
away of co’ifMenrp; a lubjeef of lb 
much impo.- ance, and he was aiVaid 
lljcir Lonl/hips cmild not do tliaf bulire 
to the vhich they mcanr. Jt 

‘JVA4 to be cfmli.ieicd in the way in 
which it oiijj^ht to be. U they were to 
follow the p:uh cf their ancedcis, 
which appealed to iiim to beni,hr, he 
(houid widi them to itfer the fobjei^f 
to a C< rninittee, ami that a Committee 
Ifioul i come to certain refoliKions. The 
great obje6k of (heir Lordfliips in this 
decilioii ought to b.% to put it out of 
the power of a Mmiifer at a fuui'c 
day to turn t!ie i^ccifion any ^^ay he 
phaled, Hb It mieii! fuit hi; own con- 
venience. He llioiiv^lit, ilierriore, it 
ought to be fcil-id with the uimoft 
gravity and f lemnify. %yhat might 
become of it altcrwards the Lord only 
knew. Pei haps lit might be acciifed 
cf a pedantic adiKrente to precedents, 
liis Lorddiip faiJ, he alluded to cafes 
then before the Htiult*. He had formed 
in his mind the outlines <d' the method 
which he conceived would he nulf 
pioper to purfiie on this fuhje6f ; and 
if the motion of the Noble Lord was 
difpofed of, he fliould, his Lordfhip 
faid, (eel a fliong inclination that they 
ihould adopt the method which he had 
luggeifed. 

Lord ASingchm faid, he did nnt 
rife, as their Lordfhips might foppclc, 
an advocate for Mr. Halllncs, nor did 

fiCe an advocate rtgalnji iiiin. TIm 


iituation in which he flood, In 
mon with the reif of tlitir T.or<lfliips/ 
as one of the Judges beloiewhorn mat 
caufe was, precluded and forbad hirh, 
wliaievci other Noble Louis might tliiiik^ 
from taking or afliiming to himiHf 
any fucli charaffer. But he role, at- 
tliough not an advocate on e'tther li l€» 
to trouble their Lonilliips with a fc^ 
words on Lalh lides, not however witfi 
a double fee in his hand,' as fume 
advocaits have done, hut without any* 
fee at all, as no advocate is wdliiig to 
do 5 and tins too not in point of aigu- 
iiieiit, not to dilcnls the weight and 
b dance of piecedents that weic u|>on 
th.ii Lonlllnps table, as the means cf 
foiml.'g his judgmenr upon the quef-- 
tjon that was to be rtiolved, but fiinp'y 
and nierely to cX|.icfs thole fctiii 
by wnich Ids mind liui been affiCftd 
vpt.n tlie cccalion. And lieicin doing this 
it was r.ectH.ii y it r luin to ft. v.v to that 
time wluri titc iiTqieachmcnt began | 
to Its Cl lain, when, !ibe ctini in- 
dividuals, he was led to look at it in 
tl.e lump, not wiili tlie inveltigation 
thion,i:h all irs lietachment of aiticles, 
not on tb.e pround of its evidence, nor 
in other reipei^ls in the minirice of 
but on its polliical hinges and 
htaiiiigs, in its renlon^ in irs motivts, 
ii. Its c.iules, ard in it', etfefls. That 
tins was Ills view of it in the fiift in - 
Itancc ; and with tint viev., wliilfl h« 
1.1 w, on the one band, a man who by 
bis cnterpiize and txeiilons had, as 
It v'.u. laul. /rfjW'ivet a great countiy 
10 the Biitiih K.-np'u, v. Iietlier by light 
means 01 Wiong he ilnl not then ei'qviirc, 
but lu/nt be liippofVd ihvm, fiiif from 
thcextnt iiltif, and next f'om thecii- 
ciiniU.uice of tholl* w.ho were molily 
inteulled in that evert (he inea-nt liw 
eniplcycrs the Eafi- India- Company) 
having ujia I'oce approved his conduit ; 
Iv l.iid he law this man made the 
ohj /‘lion of an Jmr.eaclnnent, On tha 
other hand, he fiw' a man lilmfcifac- 
cultd of having at the fame period, and, 
as it was laid, by wori'e means tham 
thofc < f a ol entei prize and exer- 

tion, hj} a grrnt coimtiy to the Bri- 
tiOi Empire, coa'tTcinp with his accuftrs^ 
ids bitter enenucs^ in becoming an ac- 
cufei of the man in whom, vf there wM 
guilt, he, this accuftr, w is himfclf a 
particfps ci 'iw'trh^ by continuing him 
111 the If.Ht'Oii in which fjc was, wbefi, 
ki’ ing the p.;wer, he might and ernght 
to h.ivc removtd him ; he laid, be law 
this man not n.adc the ebjeft of Im- 
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pcachment. The ir.ference then he 
«lr«w fiom thisvipwof the luhji^t was, 
that thi% Impeachment was a piocttd- 
ing not founded in 'national jvfbce, 
nor had it national honuur tiiher lor its 
principle or its objtft j but that, like the 
witches cauldron in Macbeth, it was 
CejTipul'ed and inaile up ot ingredients 
to raile a flime in tlie Countiy, not 
of judice, not of policy, not of Wif- 
tlorn, but a flame lighted up by the 
fpirit of a jelling l.iftion, concofled by 
the nioft noxious juices, cieaied by the 
moH lictejcgenecus mixtures, blown 
up by the hiiaili of malice, fed by 
revenge, anil ktpt alive by the fuel oi 
anmn liry and inveibve. This was his 
inti ieiice. i he next view he hadol the 
bulincfs was, the Impeach men t at their 
Lciiiflups liar. And here he law, and 
it was wlih pleafure he law it, Mi. 
Haftings, like himltlf, iriumpliant and 
in his fituaticn ; he law him, 
bile j Ici cults and the Hydia, ruiioiird- 
vu and btlct by a many-heatletl Mon- 
fler, Cr.lled a Committee ot linpeacli- 
incnt, with fire i.i tm-ii ryes, ami loiked 
tongues 111 Mitii' mouths, l)jj.r2ng him 
with lUe licbtiung cf thi.ir 1 j..ks, and 
pouiing inio ilie ininoll nellies ot his 
heait the iluiling p^Uon i>l iluiieine- 
jiomed won^'' j wiiillt livi with the npiiiicd 
club ol conlvious inn ^ctiice, as it would 
Item, in his h ind, fat calm and v.ndil- 
tuihed, and yet paiitii g as it wt-ie iur 
tin- coii.ing of that hour of bis dtfciict, 
when to his afl'iiiants it nnglit pioic 
the hour ol death and anrnhilatnm, bin lo 
him that of victory with ;KCumiiIa:ed 
honour. This he faw ; but befidts 
this he lieaid from one ol the Counfel 
in pleading lus caufe, wiih a torrent 
of manly eloquence, and in a biirlt 
of hmguage and of 7 ^al which, con- 
viction only could have inipiied, .la 
appeal to God as the witn-^rls of lug 
ciient''s innocence, and. ci'lirg down 
the vengvance ot Heaven un i-.e hi.u's 
of his accul'ers, a.s their merited piu 
niflimeiit tor the lalfiry of the chaiees 
alledgcd aeair.lt him. But what did 
he now ite, and what did he now 
hear ? He faw', be fan!, iliis vtiyMr. 
Hallings, not wnat he was, unlike him- 
felf, rot, as before, panting for bis de- 
fence, no lonper trmmpbmg and ex- 
ulting in his lituaiion, no iroie like 
Hercules with his uplifted club, but 
like Hercules indeed fabdued, and 
with a diil‘ff in his hand j this was 
what he law, and this was what lie heani, 
find heard loo oiuii tiOiii iSrh'^ iia!t:ni;s 


hlinfrlf s ** for,” faid hr, “ my Lords^ 
his lafl nddieis to your Lordfliips did 
not hiearhc tint ardour of mind, and ' 
that tn ionanimity of fpiiit which either 
his pievious comiiidi implied, or his 
chaia^tM* would have leil one to look 
for. But this is not all. A diflb* 
lution of Pailiament takes place, and 
this (iiiroUition is to be made ufe of 
as an exttuginjher to this Impeach* 
inert. Be it lo then,” faid he ; but his ^ 
fenfe of the matter would be this : that 
inrtead of Mr. Haflings appearing as 
he was formerly wont to do, and as it 
was hoped he would do, like<^the purr 
flame ol the candle, his condu 6 f, like 
the fnuff of the candle which the ex- 
tingui flier leaves behind it when the light 
is put out, and the flame exifls no more, 
would be perhaps as black andasof- 
Icnfive to himlelf, as it would be to 
the rert of the woiM, Thele weie his 
feelings, and he fliould be glad to have 
them removed : i.iir if this could not be, 
let otbeis feel for themkives. Jt may 
be laid, miletd, that-'this was a TjjaJ 
not only wiihont eMinpie as to irs 
dur.ition hitlscrto, but in its continu- 
ance a peikcution wirhont end : to 
which It nia\ be aniweied, that the 
durarisin is now picf^oltd to be fixed, 
and i!)e time to be limitid, and yit 
tb.e eli'ccl ol a diiiolutum is pieleucd 
to this. “And now,*' I'aifl he, “ a fiiiijle 
wcid to the Impeachment itielf.’^ VVlie- 
thcr a ddfolution of Pailiament abated 
an Impeachment or nor, he km -v not, 
noi had he iliidrcd lo know. It was 
a tjiicflion upon whicli riwt t ulv 
bui t!’.e two Hoiift'S ol Pailiament dii’- 
ag.eeil ; and therefore, wiihour fayln;T 
A ptix on both your Houits,** he 
would i'ly, Who Dull decide the point 
But liiis he (lid know, that whether a 
djllblvtion abated ad Impeacliment or 
nor, there were two ftiong ivaions why it 
llu>uld,and ilieic wasoneltili Itiongerrea- 
Ibn than both of the others why it llioiild 
not, Tlic fiift flrong reafon was, that 
the paities themfelves aie content to 
have it fo : and the maxim ol law is, 
confaijui tollit errortm*' Tlic next 
flreng realon is, that ii would be re- 
moving a heavy yoke that has long 
b.;en impofed on their Lordfliips necks, 
ma'king the calc of the Nwble Lord on 
the woollack the cafe of all iheli Lord- 
Ihips, and bringing to his mind that 
Noble Loid’s emphatic words upon this 
occafion, who, upon being alked fome 
queftion iefpt£ling ihe Trial, faid, as he 
had bech tuid, “ It is n%;t Halfings's 
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tk'UYy it is my trial as it certainly is 
i'o tar as the patience of the Hotife hat 
been, and would be agair, afl:c61e(1 by it. 
But the one dill dtapger rcafon than 
both thele againd tl^ ajiatement was 
this : if the legidature in its wifdom has 
thought it right to ena6c, as was dune 
in the Ail of Sctilemenf, “ That a 
pardon is not pleadable in bar of an 
impeachment,** does not an abatement 
of an impeachment by a diduhition of 
parliament red upon the fame ground 
of reafoning on which tiiis claui'e was 
enabled, namely, the power of difTaltirion 
being in the hands of the Crown, “ that 
it might defeat the" whole iil’e and effeils 
of Impeachments, and dedioy the chief 
inditution by which government is to 
be pieferved?" But this was a quef- 
tion which h^' fhould not argue, leaving 
it to be determined by the better judg- 
ments of their Lorddiips, as he (hould 
be by the general ieule ot the lluufe 
in the vote that he (hould give. 

Lord Poichtder (aid, the Heufe had 
ordeied a Committee to learch tor pre- 
cedents, who had delivered in a re- 
port ; that day had been appointed to 
take into confideration that lepoit. He 
was, his Lordlhip (aid, of opinion, that 
the Impeachment did not abate, and he 
thought the motion he had inaw’e vvi>iild 
bring before the Hpnfc the qmdion 
whether it did or did not abate. It 
was, in his Lord(hip's opinion, ihe 
proper way to confider the qutdion in 
a full Houfe; but if any noble Lord 
thought It would be better to argue it 
in a Committee, he might vote lor Jb 
doing. 

Lord Mulgrave laid, the lights of 
the people of this country, as to quef- 
tions of property, depeiicied meieiy on 
precedent; he conceived, rowevei, di it 
the proceedings of ih*t Houle were ncit 
to be guided fo much hy precedent 
Its by their own difcietion. Prece.. 
dents, his Lordfhip thought, ought 
ceitainly to be (ollowui where they 
were riulit, and were to be avoided 
where our anceftors had been guilty 
o( error. There was a wide difference 
between the courts below and that 
floufe, with regard to the 3uth(»nty of 
precedents. The bufinefs of the Houfe 
of Lords, as a Court ut judicature, 
was, his Lordfhip ftid, to try great 
and important cniies ; caufes iliat were 
too important for the inferior courts, 
ami where the peifons concerned were 
«f gfwt vyeight, and were beyond ihc 


49 ] 

grafp of the ordinary Courts of Juftice ; 
Inch had been accounted the pioper 
Aibjtfls of im;>eachrllent by the llouft 
of Commons. The Courts below 
(hould be confined (fridilly to pofirive 
rules ot law ; but how <lid that apply 
to that Coiiit, which was formed for 
great and extraordinary occafions ? They 
could not, his Lordfliip conceived, he 
tied down by fucli lules. What had 
Ken done in former times was the 
heft clue to guide them in their in- 
quiries 5 but their Lurdfhips miift ^bove 
all life their reaioii in evciy caie that 
came before them. Ifthciewas a power 
loiiged any wheie to defeat the Lords 
and Commons at the time they w re 
coming to tlicir conclurii)n, theie mull 
he an end to thj^ power of the Com- 
mons to impeach, an ‘ of the LcTils fo 
decide. If ilu'ii Loiiifhips were to go 
baclt to the hillory of iheir country, 
they would find many things which 
were right to be done at the time they 
were done, hut which would be highly 
improper at the prefeni period. Lord 
Mulgrave next proceeded to rhe con- 
fidcration of Piecedenrs, and fri>m the 
whole drew this infernice, viz. that an 
Impeachment did not abate at the clifTo- 
lution of a Paili.-.mn.t, but conunued 
fiom Parli nm lit to P II liainent. The 
power of paidoning « (fenders was, his 
Loitlfhip faiil, wiltly conferred on the 
King, but in the c,Ut: o! Im; cachmeni it 
was as wil'ely taken away. If\ the 
diffolution (f a Pailiamen^ abated an 
Lnpeachir.ent, ir %voufd, his L. rd- 
(hip obitri ved, he Jii the pnw j of the 
King at any time tu annihilate all their 
pioceedings. 

LoidRidnor was inclined to think 
that the nobl I.oril who fpoke laft teemed 
to have diawn the piopei infeience; fur if 
that inteieticr w-.j w ion--., then proceed- 
ings, his Loidfliip coiiLtived, n.uM tail to 
atoqis at a il fl duuoi.. A ilifftlution 
mi^ii t<kt placr at any iiiv.e ; ii might be 
oideied in a moment when the evidence 
agair.fl tulpijt r pptaicil* to be ftiong; 
when he had made a weak defence ; 
after the vtrdifl of “ giidiy” had hum 
given; at any time, in fhoit, hifoiC 
ihntence w;*s usually pi ononneed upon 
himr, their pnteedinos miplu fall to 
pieces. His L'^rdfliip wilhed the bufi- 
nefb TO he plaLed in a diffutni }• int 
of view. ** Suppofe,” (aid Lu'dfhip, 
a great tiial weie d' peo.'iug, ai d U'.th 
the Loids and (.'ominons wtic lidpo- 
fed to do ample juliice; it nnglit liap- 
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|>en, contr^y to the equity of the cafe, 
contrary to the ot all parties, con- 

traiy to common fenfc, that all their 
proceedings might go to nothing. If it 
were determined that the trial /hould go 
on, and Mr. Haltings did not appear, he 
wilhed to know whether the Court of 
Fxchequer could e(fi eat his lecognizance. 
His Lord(hip moved, that the date of 
the recogniK'ince be read, which was 
read accordingly j rhe recoLfii za nee bore 
date the 21 It of May 1786- He then 
moved, that the words jfter i/iatt in the 
motion of the Noble B^ron, might he 
Jeft out, and the following words be in- 
ferted m lieu of them, “ That the Judges 
do meet on Wednelday next to deliver 
their opinions on the following quel- 
tion, VIZ. Whether l>y tlie faid recog- 
nizance Mr. Haltings is ftill bound to 
appear before the Lords in Pailiament 
when crflltd on ?'* 

Lord Loughborough thought it was 
improper to anticipite the qncltion, and 
to leier it to the Judges then, when it 
might come before them legally af- 
terwards. 

Lord Hawktfbiiiy confi !ered, that in 
every Couii there were rules of proceed- 
ing, and -when tluy became the Lwofthc 
Court ihey in fa£t became a pait of the 
law of the land. His Lorilfhip appre- 
hended it WHS of the utmod iuiportance 
Jo prclerve in their decifion as mucli uni- 
toimiiv pvjHi le. Seven! quetlions 
had been piopufed by Noble Loids, 
but the fiifl queition which, he lubmitred 
it, ougnr hrft to be conlidercd wa-*, whe- 
ther tiller Lordlhips could and njJouUl 
proceed ? A quedion had been moved, 
whether Mi*. Haflings vyas now in cuf- 
tody or not ? It was a queftion for them 
iOiifider whether theV would proceed 
or n ' It their Lordfhips decided in 
the affirm.itiv^, they would nfext have to 
coiilider, if, ‘wnen they went down tp 
\Veftminft»*r-i\alI. they did not find Mr'. 
Haflings ihcic, wlut was the jiiofl pro- 

S sr method of taking Inin into cuffody. 

lit the fir ft qutftion, and upon whuji 
all the reft depended, was, whether the 
Irupcachmvni remained in Jiatu quo f 
His Lorilftiip took this to he a quef- 
tior. of the' Hre:iteft magnitude,' ami 
therefore, he i*.iii!,hewiihed to have moved 
the previous q'leltioii. He' was not, his 
LdrdOiip declared, thtn ruffi''ieMly leady 
to enter into a difeuflion oi tl*e queition. 

. 'Lhe Mu'qnis of Lanfdownc laid, this 
imporrant qiirftioji was opei'cd with 
grutt candour hy the noSle Baron. He 
(iMi ftaicd tiU J be |iad a clear opinion on 


the fubjefl, but that before he delivered 
that opinion he willied to hear that of 
Noble and Learned Lords. The motiop 
certainly gave them an opportunity of 
ct nlidering the queftio.., though per- 
haps not in quite fo direfl a way as 
was conliftent with the dignity of that 
Houle. The Noble Lord on the wool- 
lack had adyifed their going into a Comt 
mittec, and it was ceitainiy very mate- 
rial Togo into a Committee, not only for the 
fake cf obtaining freedom of debate, but 
alio fo! the obvious and plain realon, that 
it gave them tlieopportunity of anotheranc| 
frelli conlideratii n. Tliis iubjeCl, his 
Lordfhip faid, had been debated thi^edays 
in the Commons, and their Lordfhips 
could not think it lei's incumbent on 
them to give it a full and ferious 
con fide rat ion. Another queftion had 

be^n (fated by a Noble Lord, namely, 
wheiherthe procecJings were inftatuquo? 
He was, the Maiqiiis faid, ignorant of 
both tliele qutllions. He confidered it 
as a great legal, and not at ail as a 
political queftion; “ and God foibid,** 
excUimed his Lordlhip, “ that Mtniltry 
fhoiild exeit mmiftenai influence in it !** 
If they took any mcaJures tow'ards influ- 
ence, they would diflionoiir and difgrace 
themi'elves. He declared he had had no 
cotnniunication withany individual on the 
fub‘p6l, except two Ihoit converfations 
with the Noble Loid on the wooliack 
in the prcilnce of ihe Houfe. Every 
mnn in that Houle, his Lordlhip thought, 
ought to pay gieat attention to legal au- 
thoiitits, but not be entirely guided by 
them, although they happened all to agree 
in one point. He thought tlieii Lordfliipa 
weie fully competent toform acorreff and 
accurate judgment. Let the queftion be 
taken up on the ground of analogy, of 
precedent, or of general reafoning, it was, 
he conceived, their Lordfhips province to 
fettle the proper mode of pToceeding. 

Lcrd Grenville faid, he felt as flrongly 
as any of their Lordftiips, that the qiiel- 
hon was totally uncoimeiUd with any lyf- 
tem of government, or with any individual 
who ^ fliare, or who hope<l to pof- 
lefs a fliare, in thj executive Government, 
Getting afide, theiefoie^ all ideas of that 
fort, hp fhou’ld do what he had a right 
to do, and what he concetv::d to be hi^ 
duty 'to do ; he fliou Id deliver his opi- 
nion on the fubjeflt, honeftly and without 

d udice or’ partiality of any fort. He 
lid have been, his Lordfhip faid, for 
a diiefl way of bringirgon fhc queftion^ Ij 
but if ’there was one v<rav of confideririg 
tbefubjeft fully and UhW, and another 
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•f only obtaining a partial view of the 
fubjed^, he fh(»ui<l prefer the firrt mode 
oF treating it. His Lordihip thought 
the merits of th*- quedion would come to 
be difciiireil with as much propiiety from 
the motion o( the Noble Baron who had 
Introduced the debate, as in any other 
way j but if any Noble Lord entertained 
a doubt on the fiibjecL it was his duty 
to come forward and ftate his doubts. 
He was, his Loidfhip Paid, one of 
thofe who agreed with the Noble Baron, 
in thinking chat the impeachment was 
ftill depentling, and that the motion mult 
appear perfeftiy proper to alt thofe who 
Were of his opinion. He faid, he fhould 
ntot enter largely at prefent into the qiief- 
tion, but he thought the motion ot the 
Noble Lord was lu every refpe^l as well 
calculated to bring the queftion as fairly, 
as fully, and as completely to a dilctif- 
fion, as any other m jlion that could pof- 
fibly be ftated. Ho Loid (hip laid, he 
faw no advantage whatever in going into 
a Committee j as it was, every ptrlon 
would hive an opportunity of debating 
the fubjeil fully and freely. He did not 
Conceive that any advantage whatever 
could aiife from the Houfe going into a 
Committee. 

Lord King faid, if the Noble Lord 
(Lord Hawkelbuiyl moved the previous 
quedion he would ftcond it. 

Lord Stormont faid, the original mo- 
tion had been completely deltroyed, ex- 
cept the (Ih rt word that, and the only 
thing to be curdidered then was, whether 
the wi'td that (hould make part of the 
prefent queltion. 

Lord Hawktlbury faid, he would not 
move the previous quefiiun, becaufc there 
was another queftion before the Houfe. 

The Lord Chancellor fpoke to a point 
of Older. He faici, he had already ftated, 
that he was doubtful whether this fiibje6l 
could be debated in a way that would 
be fatisfa£lnry to their Lordiliips minds. 
If they decided at once on the original 
motion, it would he inipoftible for their 
Lordftiips aftci wards to fay a fingie woid, 
if they tn'ertained any doubts. He had 
read the leport with a great deal of aften- 
tion, and it ftemed to him, he faid, to 
be little (hort of demonftration, that 
by the habits and practice of that Hculb, 
an impeachment was univerfally undtr- 
ftood to abate at a dilTolution. With re- 
fpeft to the abufe that the Crown would 
make of that power, that, his Lord- 
IhipobfervedyWas not adecifive argument, 
but only an argument of probability. 
Sic wiflsed ikt queftion might h« dif- 


cuiild with that gravity and that dig* 
niry which -bccame^he impoitance of the 
proceeding. His Lordlhip laid, if the de- 
bate went on, and if he were not too much 
exhaufted, he (liould Bate what appeared 
to him to be the outlines of the bufinefs. 

The Marquis of Townfhend faid, 
Mr. Hdftings had been tortured by de- 
lay, and he hoped that, without more 
delay, they would pjocced immediately 
with the trial. 

Lord Stormont thought tliis was not 
an improper rime to go into rlie full 
difcuilion of the fubje6t } he owned it 
would have given him great concern 
if a bufinefs of that magnitude had 
paiTed over, without having had the 
advantage of the opinions of Noble and 
I.carneii Lords, who f^voke with Aipe- 
rior abilities and advantage on every oc« 
cafion, but more particularly wheie pro- 
iillional knowledge was wantei). if there 
were only one (Vries of precedents, or no 
precedents at all, he (liouid, his Lurdfhip 
laid, have no doiibt on the ucc (ion. He 
did not agree with thofe who thought that 
little oi noftiets was ro belaid on pre- 
cedents. Had ilieie been one ftieain of 
precedents, he w^uiil have followed it 
wheiever it went ; but there were no pie- 
erdents j and if he were to decide on the 
genet ai and abltrai^t piinciples of the 
Conftitution, he (liould not entertain a 
panicle of doubt that, by the diftblu-* 
tion of Parliament, an Impeachment 
did not abate. What, hts Lordihip 
aiked, was the great aim and objc^l of 
an Impeachment ? It was to teach ihofa 
great ftale offences which could not be 
reacht^d fo well in the ordinary courl'e 
of jiifticc. According ro Sir William 
Blackftone, the aim and obje£l of an Im- 
puaclimeiit was to punifh ihufe oftences 
which the individual Magiftrate could 
not or durft no: puiiifti. What availed 
it, if an Impeachment, though it could 
not be defeated in one way, could 
be defeated by another ? If a diffolution 
j»ut an end to an Impeachment, his 
Lordftiip begged them to confidcr what 
the ccnfcqutnce would be; this might 
take place when a man, from a variety 
of crimes by him committed, had .uf- 
fered greatly in his gencial chat after 
and in his general fame, and lay under 
a load of accufation, which it would be 
impolTtble for him to remove. If he bad 
begun his defence, or gone tlircugh it, 
what a fituation would he bo in, if his 
proltcutor chofe not to renew it! It 
was of the utmoft importance to public 
fuftire, which was the concern of ad, 
H a lvi 
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hU Lordfhip faiJi and of tint perfon whofc 
tniereds thay wer * bouiul co main- 

Uioi tlvtt in no mitaiice whatever (hoult! 
ha i'liffer, but by chat condemnation winch 
the.julhce, wifd.»m, and integrity of th^ir 
XiOidfhip^ pronounced upon h'.m. On die 
Othe; hand, he (houkl not he Ufe hy any 
other means, except by their Lordfti-ps per- 
forming ^ moft agreeable duly In pronoun- 
cing him i.noceiit. His I^o.dlhip next took 
into confideratio-i many of the firccederits, 
and argued upon them with his wonted 
ability. 

Lord Stanhope f^id, that a Noble Baron had 
firft moved, >hat a mefl'tge be fcnt to the 
Commons, to inform them that their Lord- 
Ihips were ready to procc;td in the trial. 
A Noble Earl, hii Loidlhip obferved, w'ho 
fpoke afterwards, mat'e a motion entirely 
new except the woid ‘‘ that the Judges 
do attend next VVednefd.iy, to deliver their opi- 
nions on (he following quellion, viz. whether 
the FfCognizance^ entered into by Mr. Hil- 
lings was now in forcr* ?* Thefciwo motions 
ought to be conddered is fepirnte quei\ions. 
His Lordlhip declaied, he ihould fay nothing 
•11 the firll queftiou, though lie cunfelfed 
he entertained but very little doubt on 
the mam queAion ; but in tliat as well as 
evciy other quelhon, his mind was open 
to convi^kion. His Lordlhip could conceive 
nothing fo abfiird as a remedy given to the 
people of England, if it was in the power 
of any man living to deprive him of it. 
The Minider himfelf might be tho objc£l 
of the Impejchment, and if fuch an argu- 
ment were tu pie vail how would his 
piinUhmcnt be elfcided ? It frc'mcrl, his 
JLordlhip faid, to be incompatible with the 
id^a of an Impeachment to beheve that it 
aoat'rd by a Dilfolution, His Lordfh'p ^ilfo 
thought ic clear from precedent, that an Im- 
peachment did n«c ceafe with a ditToKitl/n, 
hut continued from Parliament to Paiha- 
ment. The bed way, in his opinion, would 
be to difpofe of the two quedions bv foi« 
Che Houfe, and Ch«n to proceed to con- 
fider, didmdtiy and in their order, the 
three propofitions laid down in the be- 
ginning uf the Debate by the Lord Chan- 
cellor. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, he fliould date 
what appealed Co him Co be Che outlines 
of tins bufi iefs. And in Che drd place he 
fhoutd oblerve, tint, whether Mr Haftings 
‘iiad depopulated an exienfive country and 
ftarved its inh.ibttants and reduced them to 
want of bread, or whether he had rendered 
our dooiinUins in the Ead more pi>piilnus and 
fltMsrifhing, was a quedion of no confulera- 
tion 111 Che prefent enquiry. The volume 
•a Cho Ublc furuUhed precedeat^ to Ikevir 


how both Houfes had proceeded id Cafe5 
finnljr to the prefent. No precedents ought 
evei to b:: followed which would lead them to 
grind the property of individuals, and to torture 
their perfotis. Icwasone thing, his Loidlhip ob* 
fervird, Co be tried by the laws ot one’s country^ 
Which were known and defined, and where eve- 
ry rtep of the proccedifigs would be forefceii ; 
and another for a man to he tr^e I by the pare 
difcrction of their LordQiips, without any re- 
gard to Precedents. If they were above 
all other rules, chat Houfe at lead ought to 
be governed by Chofe rules which it had laid 
down tor its own obfervance. He was only 
anxious, his Lordfbip faid, that they (bould 
yreigh thoroughly, and be perteOly hire they 
did not depart from thole principles on which 
Precedents either were or ought to l>e founded. 
1 f they departed from Precedents, their Lord- 
fliips ought, he conceived, at lead firmly to 
adhere to the principles on which they were 
founded. The firft thing that occurred l» 
him, hh Loninupfaid, was the Precedents on 
Impeachments : and he thought ic next to 
dcmondianon, on the fubjeft of Impeach- 
ments by the Lommons, that Impeachments 
had been iimlei dood qniverfally to determine 
upon the difroliition of the Parliament. He 
conceived it, Ins Lordlhip faid, to be per- 
fe^tly well fettled, that while an Impeach- 
ment was depending, it was impollible to 
get lid of it Without giving notice to the ac- 
cufers. He took that to he an univerfai 
rule ; and indeed if they did not give fuch no. 
tice, their Lordftiips would be guilty of m^nU 
fed injudictf to the acciifers. If this rule of 
clear, natu'al, and obvious judicc were laid 
dc'wn, bin Lordlhip faid, it would go a great 
way lu anfwcr fome of ihe quettums put 
by the Noble Vifcownt (Stormont), as, wheiher 
the impeachment did oi did not abate, &c. ? 
They could not take it two ways ; they mud 
be uniform and confident ; and if they laid 
down a pofi ton, they ought to follow ic 
Through all its confequences and windings. 
It feemed Co his Lnrdihip, that in every in- 
daoce (and there were between' twenty and 
thirty of them) it was clear that an Impeach- 
ment never was dropped without chat fort of 
iiiieifereiice. Of this there were feveral m- 
ftapee?, his Lordlhip faid ; as that in the cafe 
of Foulis and Gcld.irt, vvheiein they confi- 
dered whether they ouglit to renew the Im- 
peachment ; it was agreed that they (huuld 
not go on with it. Another indance which 
occurred to his LoriHhip was, that of the Duke 
of Buckingham, in which the Impeachment 
dropped, but liis crimes were not dropped j 
for he lod Ins life a few years after : they 
petkioned the King againd him. Thefe in- 
dances were fuBicient to diew it iiad been 
undcardood by aU men> that Impeachments 
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abite by a Oiflfotution. An able partb- mons wcr* the Tirtuat ReprefentatWes liril 
roentary man, about the time of James I. the People, and ougAt to be confidered as 
cumpUined that Dilfoluiions were attended their flrcngth and glory. The Honfe of 
with thefe efftidts. In ilie cafe of the Duke Commons, his Lordfhip faid, virtually ro- 
of Buckingham, nobody, his Lordlhip ob* prefented the Commons of England, although • 
ferved, thought it was an exiftmg profecu- not a^Iually ; but whether they reprefen ted 
tioii ; nobody complained of the Houfe of them in one way nr in another, their whole 
Lords, that a mell:igc was not fent to the authority^ refted in the Houfe of CommrMis, 
Commons: the complaint really was, that and was united to thnt alone. Thelmpeach- 
it was difiYiiffed, and the f|ueftioii was, Whe- ment, it was true, was in the name of all 
ther they IhouUl renew ir f Thus it rerted, the Commons of England, which were a 
and, With ni.iiiy inflances intervening, it permanent, durable body, and therefor'C it 
came down to the year 1673, when the quef- li.ul b^cn f.ud, th.t as long as the people «x- 
tion came on, VVhether an Impeachment iltcd, the Impeachment could not poflybly 
abated by Prorogation ? — His Lordlh'p ex- abate. This iCdfoning was not more con- 
plained at great length, and With much ac- clnfive than in the other caffS. Suppofe, 
curacy and p-ecifniii, the original feofe of faid his Lordfh:p, a grant were made nnd 
prori»gatioii and adjouri’ment. lie alio took the Bill did not pafs, w'ould anyone comtend 
notice of the ftrift analogy and the pei fetl that the grant ftnod g«K>d for ainuher year f 
conformity bcivve»'n continuances in Law and The qut (lion was one wh ch, his Lord Blip 
Parliament. It had been f^.ited, his Luid- faid, confidering the turn the dehate hail 
fliip ubfeived, in the courfe of thedchite, taken, he wilhed to have decided that night, 
that there was a ditference between Pailia. if it could be decided confifleotly wi'h the 
ment adhng ui a hgifl itive and a judidd ca- dignity of the Houfe; and if it were dcjter- 
pjcity. His Lo'dlhip ft.ited, agreeably to mined th.it night, he flioiild have the plea- 
the account given by Lord C» ke, that I'rigi- fore of not (pending fuch another f«'ili,<{uing 
nally both Houfes of Parhnmeiil met in one evening as that had been. 

Houfe, when, of courfe, ihaie was no dif- Lord Longhborongh followed the Lerd 
ference whatever between the legifl.iiive ca Chancellor, but on the oppofite fide of ths 
pacily and the judicial capacity, except thofe quedion. > His Lordlhip began with obferv* 
diflindtioii.t' w hich they thi^miclves had laid ing, that he (liauld he oMiged to go much 
down. He d d not mean to deny theexifi- deeper into the queOion than he fhould have 
ence of things which appeared in books. He done had the mode of proceeding been dilTcr- 
had omi'.ted, his Lordlhip (aid, a great many cot. He followed the Lord Chancellor 
infl:tnce» of Pit cedents which he might have through all his arguments, comb.uing them 
mentioned. He Ihould, h.is Loulllnp ob- one after aiiotl'er, and contending, upon what 
ferved, be very ghd to have the Impea';h- he tr rmed indifpiitable autlionties, that what 
’ment difiniired without .any more tioulde, he aliened was cteiilv and inconrnivertibly 
provided it could be done w<tli rredic .iiid chedoflitne of the Livv of l\irli.nnei>r, as 
propriety. With regard to the Houfe, it founded m rcaUMi, fnpporie by ufage, .iiul 
might be extremely prop it for their Ltiid- uinfurmly atted upon, as undeniable prece- 
fhips, afting legiflatively, to confider the fn- t'ents p. ovtd. He cntt:red at large into th« 
ture ; but this mode of reafoning would he HilLuy r.f Writs of Eiior, and i>:aloned 
very fallacious, if they w'eie to ^ip|j.y it 10 from it to Ihevv that they continued aisd were 
argument upon wh.it was pad, and in adlmg nctab.itid by eirhei Prorog ilioii or Diflblu- 
upun the law that was paft. Ic had been tnin. He m.iiiuained, that the only difT rence 
faid, his Ljrdlhip oblerved, that it would be between I’lorogaiion and Adjournment was, 
extremely ridiculous to grant the C»>mmons that itie litter was the a6l of cither Houfe of 
an inquifitonal power, ai.d the Lords a ju- Parlianr.cnr, and the former the aift of rite 
iSicidl power, when they could not carry it CroA-n, both of them operating lo tlie fame 
into effedi This vv^snot good reafomng ; effedl, viz to a. journ ParlMment. In reply 
for all power that was ^■H>(^ei^«rd was fobjeft to to the L.n d Ch luellor’s d''d>nne, that ah- 
abiife iu thj cxerciie of it, and the only le- ftradtedly, and 111 the f.ue fenfeof the word, 
medy for fuch .;bufe w'as pnnifhment. It ^foro^a/iot meant the pow'er of adjourning 
had alfo been faid, his Lordlhip continued, the day of mef:tiiig before a Prirliaimeut or 
that Parliament was a pcrnianrnt court. His Seflion of Paili.imtnt had affembled, and 
Lordlhip contended ih u it w'lis not more fo not any fubfe<iuent adjournment of the 
than a, court of Oyer and Tet miner. The Houfe, as it was now prailifed. Lord 
Commons were never confv'ered by lliat Loughborrug!! (aid, that without ref erring to 
Houfe as a body adling in their Part lamen- the abllradl fenfe of the vyord frer^gatim^ 
taiv capacity, but when they were in the the ufual application of it was the i'C>inc ttut 
Houfe of Commons. The Houfe of Cotti- could alone be worth confideratioa. \Vjih.. 
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tut| therefore, catling tipon the learning 
that lud been difplayed in the deAnition of 
the word by the Noble and Learned Lord 
im the woolfack, it was fufllicient for his 
argunnenc chat he talked of the light, and 
annexed to it the meaning in which nine 
perfons out of ten would fay Chry faw and 
underftood it. His Lordfhip alfo controverted 
the Lord Chancellor’s dodlrine, chat the 
Houfe of Comnnons did not impeach in the 
name of all iLt penpU of England^ anJ af- 
ftrtrd that they ili<t emph.itically ptofecate 
im thi- tuttme and oh the behalf of all the 
people of Knglaiul. The Noble and Learned 
Lord, he obfeived, had riid, that the Houfe of 
Commons did not rcdlly, bur only virtually 
repivdeiit the people of England ; but the 
fad, he contended, was, that they were fent 
to Parliament as Reprefentacives of the whole 
people, by thofe qiialiA^d to choofe Repie- 
fentatives, and the cleared proof of this that 
could be add. iced was (and a Wronger need 
not be fought after than that wliich the 
Noble and Learned Lord had himfelf (Lited, 
Viz.), the power of the Commons to grant 
fupplies. Whttw.asit, he a(ked, conveyed 
the money into the public ci'ffers out of tlie 
pockets of the people of all rank • and deferip- 
tioiis individu.iily ? The vote of the 1 loufe of 
Commons, who were confhtucionally veRed 
With the functions and p'^weis of voting the 
money of all the people, to apply the 
money fo voted to the promotion of the gene- 
f.il intereR of the wholJ. But the Noble 
and Learned Lord had f.iid, that (h'i Houfe 
of Commons vo:e<l tiic money of the:r '.ord- 
(h'ps as well a» the money of the Commons 
of England. It vva< true they did fo ; but 
when ? Not hetore their Lordfliips, in their 
P.«i li.imeiirary cap-icity, had perlonjlly fig- 
n.^ed their conf'iit to Inch votes 1 It 
w.i» iheiefore moft in lifpiilahlii, that the 
HituCe of Commons repr^fented all the peo- 
ple of England, and voted and profecuted in 
Clieir name and behalf. Their Lordihips 
vo.ed for thcmfelves, and had the Angle ad- 
vanuige of being the Judges before whom po. 
pul.ir profeciiiinns of the Arl^ and higheff 
order, viz I>iipeach.nents, were brought 
to trial by :he Hnn<’e of C immons, who on 
thofe rc^.'it'ions were the accufers. In fei- 
tiiog the Coiiltitutinn, every thing th.it was 
fingltf and iiidivifible w.i8 wifely lodged 
With their Liirdlbips ; every thing ihat was 
divifible w.is giviui equally to the two 
Hoiints, after the fepiration of the Puli.im.MiC, 
and the tiKcontinuance of the ancient cuRom 
of thuPail ament (biHh Lords and Commons) 
Acting; in one chamber and under one roof. 
Hencs eveiy thing that was judicial was 
vefte 1 in th^t Houfe ; and every thing of a 
leg Hgife nature divided etlti-tH/ bstween the 


two : and this it iVas gave the true poiAs an4 
character to our Conditiuion ; a Monarchy, 
fomethingof an AriRficracy, and a fober and 
temperate Democracy cimRitming its frarne. 
Let not their Lordfhips therefore, adl iricau- 
ttonny with regard Co the popul.ir part of the 
ConAitntion ! Let them look about them 
and be warned ! Let them not deny that the 
people v/ore any thing, left they compelled 
them to think tboy tvire every thing. Hav^ 
ing faid this very em ph.it ically, his Lordfhip 
ohferved, that the /orwM/c&ufe of their Par* 
liamentary Powers had been confounded with 
ih- effictMt caiife. The writ of fummons, 
he faid, was merely the formal caufe o their 
being .ifTembled as .1 PailiamenC^ but that 
their efficient Pai liam^ntary privileges and 
fun£ti6n> derived themfelves from the Con- 
ftitution itfelf, and were uniformly the 
fame: and this was fo obvious, that he 
was rather aftonilhrd that it (hould have 
been at all mift.iken. Having cle.ired 
up this, Lord Loughborough went into 
a detail of the eafes to be found in the 
volume on the table, and in the pamphlets 
which had been written on Che fubjeift, 
many of which, he faid, were extremely 
ingeniouc, and highly nrefultoany individual 
who wilhed to make himfelf mafter of the 
fubjeift. He declared it had fallen in liis 
way to have read moft of them, and he held 
himfelf much obliged to the lefpedlive wri- 
ters for ths very cfTcntial aAiftance they had 
afforded him. He went through the particu- 
hrs of the Impeachment of the five Poihlh 
Lords, that of Lord Dinby, that of the Eail 
of St.ifTord, that of Lord Salifbuiy, and ulh^TS, 
down to that of Lord Oxford, on winch he 
only fdtd a few words, obferving, that as it 
had been already fufAciently difculTad in the 
courfe of the debite, he would not at fo 
late an hour crefpdfs farther on the time of 
the Houfe-. He menlitHied the chai a^er of 
Lord Nottingham in terms of the higheft pa- 
negyric, and fail!, that it was a lingular cir^ 
cumftance, that in times when men’s fame 
w.TS liable lobe deftrnyed by ihegufts of ca- 
lumny, and to be wounded by the (hifts of 
detra^ioii was fo common, that few who 
a^fd at all in public life, and mixed in the 
pfdiiics of th< day, efcaped unhurt, Lord ) 
N'miiigham (hould have palfcd through that 
diAiculc period, Ailing great offices, and 
ftanding in an elevated ftacion, without hav- 
ing his chandler once tainted by the hregcli 
of defam itUm, his integrity once queftioned, 
or his knowledge, his judgement, or his 
ftrmnefs .ind fteady perfeverance in redlitude, 
difputed. His Lordlhip laid great ftrefs on 
Loid Nottingham's famous fpeech to the 
New Par'iianitint after one of the ditlolotions, 
foppofed (0 have had their origin in order to 
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lefeat the then depending Impeachment. 
By that fpeech, m which Lord Notiinghim 
(ilien Cbanrellor) earneftly ezhcirted the 
Lords to pay due attention to the pieced mg 
Impeachments, it was evident whnt Lord 
Nottingham’s opinion on the fubjeA of con- 
cinuince of Impeachments wa«i. Hii Lord- 
Ihip alfo mentioned the ciroumftance in Lord 
p.inby*s cafe, of the Kingts taking the Ore.ic 
Seal and affixing it to the pardon of tl)e Lord 
^JHigh Treafurer himfclff and fubfenbing it 
wi h his own hand ; on which account the 
Houfe of Commons then in exigence had 
refufed, molt virtuoufly and conffitutionallyi 
to fnffer the pardon to be pleaded in bar of 
the Impeachment. The whole tenor of his 
Lordihip’s aigument, in all its parts, went 
to prove, that a continuance of Profi'Cutions 
by Impeachment had been recognized in 
theory, and adted upon pradlically in far the 
greater variety of inftances that had occarred 
in profecutions of that fort. In the conrfe 
of his fpeech he again and again (hewed that 
if the cafe were otherwise, and the Crown 
could, by a Dilfolution, put an end to an 
Impeachment, that mode of prufecucion, 
defervedly admired as it was by foreign wri- 
ters, anddefetibed by Montefquieu as the 
moft beautiful feature of our Coiiftitution, 
would become a means of efcape to the 
guilty, and a cruel weapon of injuflice to 
the innocenCf It would then be an impoffi>P 
^ bility to get at a bad Minifler, let his mif- 
demeanors and ciimes he ever fo enormous j 
our much boalled Cunditution would lofe 
one of Its bed fecurities, and mini (ferial re- 
fponfibility would become merely nominuJ. 
In the enurfe of his fpeech he pointed out 
the fallacies of Sir George Jeffries, and other 
Court fycophants, in a reign of fervility and 
courtly complaifance, and reded his argu- 
ment for his conditutional dodfrines on the 
authorities of Chief Judice Hale, Lord Cla- 
rendon, Judge Holt, and above all, Mr, 
Judice Foder, wlio was, he faid, the belt 
conditutional Lawyer that ever wrote on the 
fubjedt, and from whofe works he would, 
with the leave of the Houfe, read a paflage 
on Impe:ichments perfedtiy in point. His 
Lordfhip then read an extract, which fpoke 
^ of the procefsof Impeachment as an indance 
of ihe conflnnt afiivity of the Condr.u- 
tion/* which lent a fpinc and a vigour to 
the whol^, far fuperior to any tiling to 
be found in the Conditutions of other 
countries. After infiding upon this cir. 
cumftance, and the clfential advantage of 
irppeachments, in a conditutional point of 
view, his Lordfhip dniflaed a mod eloquent 
and able fpeech, tlie delivery of which 
kept hiip on his legs for nearly t\yQ hovers 


and a half, with declaring thatheftiould gUf# 
his vote for the quedion tnoved by the Noble 
Baron, feeling himfulf ripe to proceed with* 
out farther delay. 

Lord Kenyon came forward and began t 
(hort fpeech with decluring, that he had not 
intend^ to have faid a word upon the fub* 
jedl that day, as he really had not imagined 
that the debate could have taken place fo 
foon, being led to ezpedl, from all that ho 
had heard upon enqqiry, that the foie biiil- 
nefs of that day would have been to refer 
the Repoit of the Committee on the Cahlo 
(accompanied by fome qoeftiuns in his mind 
eflential to the only proper means of fuUf 
difcuffing the fubje6l) to the Committee iA 
Privilege!;, and that there would have been 
at leafl an interval of eight and forty houra 
previous to the principal difeuffion taking 
place. Finding, however, that the debato 
had unexpoAedly taken a different Curn^ 
and fuppofing that it was expected, fnina 
the Ration he held, that he Ihould deliver 
his fentiments, he rofe fo to do \ but h# 
would neither deal in extravagant encomiums 
on Impeachments, nor in \nve£lives Bgamft 
them. He thoughts right to declare in the 
onfet, that the volume of Precedents on Che 
table had unfortunately come out fo Ute» 
that by the time it was delivered, ho was 
engaged in the difeharge of his official duty^ 
and in confequence had not been able tA 
read a Angle page of the Report. Having 
acknowledged this, his Lordfhip faul, he 
was aware that it might be faid to him* If 
you profefs yourfelf ignorant of thefe Prece* 
dents, why do you prefume to give your 
opinion on the fuhjedl i In anfwcr he flaould 
fay, that he had formed Ins opinion on other 
grounds which fell within his reach, and 
which rendered him fully competent to niakai 
up his mind to the matter. Having pre* 
mifed this, his Lorafhip folemnly exhorted 
their Lordfhips to confidcr, chat they had noc 
the Angle cafe of an iiidividu:il before them > 
the 1 ule they laid down that evening would 
affeiR their own fames and fortunes, hvet 
and properties, whenever they or their de- 
feendants might happen to be tried for trea« 
fons, in comqiCn as they would proportion - 
ably alfefl thofe of every other defcnption 
of his Majefiy’s fubjedfs when tried for 
demeanours only ^ they ought therefore to 
be fiira cl^at they did not l«y down a rule 
which, hov-'cver it might at Aid fight appear 
to be pruf.ent and proper, might he liable, 
when brought into genet al operation, to 
prove pregnant with inconvenience, mifchief, 
and dapfer. Their Lnrdihips ought to adt 
in a of that kind as if they were awaro 
that ^cy vfert about to dtp their hands in 
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the blood of their feQow-fabje£ls. The 
whole of the quel^ien. Lord Kenyon f.>id, 
appeared to him to lie between the two Re> 
lolutinns, chat of 1678 and that of 1685, 
upon which his Lordfhip defcanted at fonte 
length. Ojic of them, he fairi, had, as it was 
well known, been made on the fpur of nn 
uccafion, which was a bad fi*aiiiic in any 
rule that was meant to apply geneially in 
future ; and what was ftiJl worfe, that Re- 
folvition was meant, as it afterwards turned 
^out CO be calculated, to countenance the 
atlLfliiMtion of an individual iindtr colour of 
law. Whate.:r, while their pairions were 
warm and their prejudices ftrong, men 
might think of the conviC\ion and fentence 
of the unfortunate Vifcount Stafford, be be- 
lieved thei e w .s no man now, when reafon 
,l)dd relumed her feat, and hiber rcfl^dlion 
ha ■ fiiLceedx d to the violence of par y feeling, 
but w.is ready to agree with fiim in pio- 
piiUncMig the execution of Lord Staffjid a 
legal murder. After coromenting upon this 
fat:, hs Loidlbip ffaltd, that ihcre weie 
three cliff 111^ confiderations which ought to 
weigh with their Lordffnps in deciding upon 
every quell io<< of criminal juliice, as wdil 
the ruperior mode of pioceed ng by Impeach 
meiit, as the inieiioi proceires in tiie loW'^r 
Ct orts, viz. that they ere not only to view 
Ihe c<'nffnnii«iii3l nglu ol tiie Ccunmpiis to 
iicip^ach, ami ilv ir own funtilions in the 
clivrjdler of |mlges upon all iiials of Im- 
pcothment 5 hut th.ii Uicie w 'S a ihiid part, 
the iiy .'Ccufi'd, whi. oogtif ever to he con- 
lidered cn'iticd to (lieu jiutice and their 
protection, and ro he icgau'cd w.ih huma- 
nity. Hitf laiidffiifS cort'lfeJ liimlelf at a 
lolo to coinprelienti what a Noble and 
Lcari’.ed Lord meant by denying thai the writ 
of lunimons w as the I’ourcc of their .‘Utho- 
rity aiui i^ower as Members of i Houfe of 
parharpeni .uSting in a judjcial capacity. 
Jn his own i-afe, he w ell ki«ew that his 
Mnjtlty's will, coi.ffiiunug I. m to hll tlut 
fiiuation which lu: unwo'thilv held, gave 
^im the right (o iu«’ge ai‘l ihofu cates that 
were brought befon him. It did nui cer- 
tainly fpecifv V' h.il riiole caaies uw re to b»* j 
bur It gave him ihat aullionty, wi.h.'Ut w'hich 
be could not have taken his k-. i tm the Bench 
of Judgment. In hkr m-'ip'er h« coi.ld 
not have cune iiiiu that I- ouifli to ail as one 
of Mr. Haffing.i’s judges, h.ul j.o' Ids Ma- 
jefly's writ of fumraons called him there. 
It WAS undoiiotidlv line, LotU K» nywii Ir.id, 
th.-it Mr. jiiffice h.-Hir was, as a'.Nonlc and 
Le.iined Lord had i»rnud him, a j^nai hg.d 
authnriiy; but ^^t. Ji.lluh Foftei iq i«nc part 
of his wiiliiigs iuppoihid the abjt^muntuf 


a DifTolutlon ; and fure be was, Mr. Juffleb 
Fuffer would not have countenanced fo dan- 
gerous an idea, as fuffeimg it to be infinuated 
that they were tocoufider theLaw4ir i$ ought 
to be, and not the Law af it wnr. 1 he 
latter, and no oihcrf ought to be tht ir rule 
of conduff'. He faid, if dry legal rvafoning 
and a Itndl attention to forms of pradiice (on 
wfiich fubffantial ji)fficc depended) were unit 
pleafant to their Lordlh-ps, they had better no( 
Gallon Lawyers tor their oiiimuns, hut either 
fend them out of che Houfe, or not fufTer 
them to babble there. His Lorolhip fpuke 
of Cliitf Julkce Hale in teims o* ffrong praiie, 
declaiing that it w.is an undoubted faff, that 
C-iicf Juffice Hale would never fit qn a crir 
minal came bci .mle he doubted the autho- 
rity of Cromwell to try any Inch caufes. 
His Loidftiip faid, he was in gie.it hopes 
that what had been hud down with fo much 
weight hy the Noble and Lcained Lord 011 
khe wool lack w'nuld have hern adoptid, and 
that they would have referred the matter to 
a Committee of l*i ivilegts. Such a I'ne of con» 
duff wool I, he thought, have lent .ifoUmnit 
ty, a grace, and a dignity Co their proc« edings, 
which he coold not but feel that a confidera- 
tiori of fo much magnitude abfolutely required* 
The Bari of Guildfotd, after apologizing 
for rifing at fo late an hour, which he 
afciihed to his wilh to hear the arguments of 
ihe til ff legal authorities inth.it Houfe be- 
fore he delivered his own opinion, and de- 
daring that he h.id liileiied to wh'at had beci\ 
faid with the greateft attention, ohferved, h^ 
was affoiiithed that any Noble Loid Ihould 
call for further delay. He, fur one, was 
ripe to decide th mam quell ion then; and 
even h.id he been in doubt, and undtCer-^ 
mined before, what he bad heard that night 
wouM h.ivc feirled his doubts, and convinced 
him, that, confidering the Law as it wai, 
and not as it ought to be, as then Lordffiipi 
had bum defirrd to do, che L.iiv undoubtedly 
was, tliriC an ^mpedcliment did not abate by 
a Diifnlution. He renimded their Lordfhip^ 
that the qiieffion hid b'*en befoie ihv Houfe 
thiee months j if, tlierefore, as the Ni'ble 
and Learned Lord »ifho was worthily pLired 
in the firff <)flice of Ciinnnal L<iw', had told 
them chat dchiy would giyc grace and dignity 
to the prolecutino, it had alie.tdy had that 
grace and digniry. Any faither tielay mnff, 
he fhould conreive, he an u(clef*> piocraffi- 
n.>tinii. The Noble and L''arned Lord bad 
taiktd of luimaniiy ; the qui'ffion, as he un- 
d(.iffiuhl, was a qiitOn n of Law, and the 
principle of our Laa was always humane 5 
aoy oilit-r humanity, iherthiie, would ho 
foreign to the confideraiion, when they 
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yrtre to confidieir tlie law at it was» His 
lH>rcl(hip faidy it might be eijually conducive 
to the ends of juttice and , ot luimanity, that 
a perfiui acciifed hy an Impeacliment (huuld 
have as early an opportunity alforced hi'O 
as the nature of the cafe would admit, of 
making his defence and clearing himfelf^ if 
polhblei from the load of obloquy and ag- 
gravation of guilt that might have been heaped 
tipon him pending an Impeachment. If 
therefore an Impeaciiment abated by a Dif- 
folution of Parliament, an innocent man 
(for fo every man ought to be conftdeied 
till he was proved to be otherwife) would be 
deprived of the only means of pioving his 
innocence, and be tiius Itamped with infamy^ 
which he would never wipe away during the 
remainder of his life. liis Lordfhip laid 
great ftrefs on this, and on the power chat 
a bad Minilter would have to fereen himfelf, 
and perfecute his political foes, if the doc- 
trine were to obtain, that an Impeachment 
abated on a DitTolucion of Parliament. 
Should that do£Iriue ever be revived, his 
i.ord(hip faid, Impeacimiciiis would no 
longer be looked no to as the hrlt grand 
medium of criminal profecution for dciiu- 
i]uents whofe crimes came not within the 
reach of the oi dinary courfe of juiiice, but 
they would be convened into inlltuments of 
tyranny, under colour of law, Co fereen the 
guilty, while they could not be of any fer- 
Vice Co the innocent. He denied that the 
W'rit of Summons gave Members ol that 
lloufe their funflious. The wtiC indeed 
fummoned tiiem to meet at Wefiminfler, 
but they polTelfed llie tight of h;:«iig Judges, 
as their ancefturs had done before them, as a 
matter of indifpuCahle hereditary light. It 
bad been (aid, his Lurdlhip obf^erved, that 
there were no longer the fame accufers. 
Thofe who arguevf thus, forgot that the 
majority of the new Houfe of Commons 
yvas the fame as had fat in (he foimer 
Houfe^ and when they came into VVtQmin- 
Iter-lialb they would probably find the fame 
individual accufers pnaiiaging the Impeach- 
ment. His Lordfh.p in a general >v«iy 
touched on the cafes of Lord Danby, Lord 
Salilbury, Lord Petei borough, and (he Earl 
of Oxford, and. after an able f|Yeech in flip* 
port of (lie original queftion, concluded with 
tetorning thanks to their Lordlhips tor their 
indulgence. 

Lord King^Lii'd, he was amaze>i that the 
I^oble Earl wlio haiyuft fat down, fhoiild 
have ventdred to have taken any part in the 
debate. The Noble Earl had himfelf been 
ah acciifer, ind it was. in his mind, liighly 
^decent for any NoHle Lord fo cir'eumAan- 
Ced, tomterfere with the oitier of proceeding, 
ikie inftanl they Secanne uiif of Ihe Judges. 


Lord King faul, .his opinion that day wae^ 
that they fhould *not fuddenly be <ent into 
Weftminfter-l all withbut having a. all con* 
udered^ (he precedents on the table, becaufe 
he faw no ufe in having appointed a Com- 
mittee to make fo vulnminous a Report, if 
they were to pafs it by and cake no notice of 
ii, before they decided ’on the general quef* 
tiun. 

Lord Guildford in a mofi able reply re« 
pelled the attack of Lord King, and afked i£ 
tluie was any thing indecent in his having 
exercifed his right as a Peer, to deliver his 
opinion on a great conOitucional v^ueftlon, 
becaufe lie had been a Member of the Houfe 
of Commons wheii the Impe.ichment had 
been voted. He ceitainly concurred in that 
Inii^achment, though he had nev.r concern- 
ed himfelf in the management or progrefs 
of it fince. Tiie queftion of that '^ight was 
not the little cafe of Mr. Halvings, but a 
great conttitutional queftion. Whether Im- 
peachments did or did not abate on a difTo- 
lution of Parliament ? If the Kublc Lord 
till night no ^Peer who had nut fat in tliaC 
Houfe above three years, had a right to 
deliver his fentiments, or to exercife the 
fim^ions common to them all, viz. that of 
fitting as Judges on evciy Impeachment that 
came before them, fure he was, the Court, 
utien they were calUd on by their duty to go 
into VVcftmiidler*Hall, would be thinned of 
its Juitges more than the Noble Loid pm haps 
might wifli. But if it was indecent in him 
to deliver his opinion on a queliion that 
affeiSled, not only their rights and funflioos 
as Peers of Parliament, hut one of the mort 
elfential poults of the Conllitiition (involving 
in It no lefs than the refponribility of Minif- 
ttTs), he prefumed it could not be more in- 
decent in him to deliver his fentiments, than 
it had been in the Noble Secretary of State, 
w'ho, fo much to Ins own honour and their 
Lordlhips* advantage, had dillinguilhed him- 
felf fo eminently at the head of Che board 
that framed and drew up that voluminous 
Report oh the table, or ih the Noble 
and Learned Lord fo wotthily fet at the 
head of the criminal jiiRice of the kingdom. 
Not dial he meant to the lead cenfure 
upon either of them j he knew their con- 
dudt had been commendable ; he would not 
jfay that his own coiuHiA had been commend- 
able, but at lead he eroded, that he had not 
lieen guilty of an impropriety, much lefs of 
any indecency in Ins conduct chat day. 

His Lordfhip w'as loudly cheered with the 
cry of hear I hear I 

Lord Crenville rofe, and began a mod 
able fpeech with following Lord North, 
whom he lei med his Noble F r end, in de- 
fending himfell from the imputation of 

I having 
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having a^ted either improperly or indecently, 
in caking an adlive paic in the huCinefs then 
before them. His LordOiip faid, if the 
Noble Earl who fpoke lart deferved cenfure 
fur having delivered his opinion, how much 
more rouft he merit condemnation, for hav- 
ing prefumed to give his fentiments to the 
Houfe, iince he made no fcrujile to confeis 
that he had (lood forward in the other Houfe 
of Parliament as an advocate for the Impeach-., 
ment, and by fpcaking and voting, done 
every thing in his power to promote: it, be- 
taufe he thought there was matter of charge 
enough in thj Articles to make an Impeach- 
ment nccclFiry for tlie national honour, and 
for the cuds of national iuCIice. When 
afling as an accufer, he had done his duty, 
and no moie; but called upon as he then 
was, by a cliange of fr.uation, to adl as a 
judge, he ti lifted he (hoiild do hia duty like- 
wife, and God forbid tliat he (kould be in the 
lealt influenced by his pad coiidu6I as an ac> 
cufer 1 The motion then before their Lord- 
mips, Lord Grenville faid, had no rel'ition to 
Mr, Haftings, and thofe who viewed it in 
that' light, did not properly confidcr its im- 
portances, which were of infiuitely greater 
magnitude than a (|ueftion relative to an in- 
dividual. With regard to any obje<ftion that 
might be taken to him on account of his 
lately having had the honour of a feat in that 
Houfe, or to any other Noble Loid oii that 
account, the argument had no weight what- 
ever in his mind, nor ought to have any on 
Che nninds of tlieir Lordiliips, becaufe it was 
a circumftance incidental to nil Impeachments, 
whether they roiitiniied only one Seffion of 
Parliament, or ten Seftions. Befidrs, the 
arguments cn that head would extend in- 
finitely further than die Noble Lord who 
had (iated it feemed to be aware of. It 
would ferve et^ually as. an argument on Che 
appointment of every new-m.ide B.fhop, or 
the eleAton of a new Peer of Scotland, much 
more fuch a change as the General Ele^ien 
ufuaily oceaftoned. In (hort, Lord Gien- 
ville laid, there would be no end to fuch an 
objection ; it was of a fort chat could not be 
made applicable in any cafe where the trial 
of an Impeachment took more than a fingle 
day. Having put this argument in a moft 
perfpicuous «nd ftrong point of view, his 
Lordlhip proceeded to argue the main quef- 
Cion, and began that part of his fpeech with 
declaring, that what he had hinted at as his 
opimoii when he laft troubled their Lurd- 
ihips had been fully confirmed by what he 
had heard in the couefe of the debate ; in 
-which the queftion, he was convinced, had 
been rtS fully debated, and as ably difeufled, 
as it would have been, had the Report been 
referred to a Commiicee of Privileges. His 


Lordlhip proceeded to Rate his argument ill 
detail, promifing their Lordlhips to prefs his 
reafons into as fmall a compafs as he poftibly 
could. So amply however had his Lordlhip 
confidpred tlie fubjefl, and fo ably prepared 
was be to reafon it in every point of view, 
that he was ne.irly two hours in delivering his 
fentiments, which he did with fuch mz.ftery 
of the therme, as much logical acutenefs, and 
as great a degree of folid argument, as we ever 
heard. His Lordlhip fpenc a principal part 
of his fpeech in conlidering and examining 
the two RcfoUiC'ons, that of 167S and chat 
of 1685, which (to ufe his own phrafe) 
lie traced to all their bearings on the queftion 
before the Huufe. He alfo fpol^e of the 
different cafes that had been alluded to by 
difforent Lords, and anfwered many points 
of the Lord Ch.inccllnr's fpeech, parti(P.ilar- 
ly holding np to their Lordlhips, what would 
be the litna ion of a party accufed by the 
Commons, if the Crown for its own pur - 
pofes, or the Minifter from political views of 
his own, had it in cither of their -powers, by 
the mance-jvre of a dilfolution of P.irlia- 
ment, to put a ftop to a I'nal on Articles of 
Impeachment, either before the prifoner had 
made his defence, or before judgment was 
pronounced, or in any way fo as to leave the 
proceeding unfinilhed. He prefented the 
reverfe of the pidlure alfo, and fhewed tnoft 
unanfwerably, that the exiftence of the 
Conftitution itfelf would be at the mercy oi 
a Minifter, if fuch a power was fufleied te 
exift In any free country. 

Lord King rofe again, and faid, notwith- 
ftanding the Ihouc of hear ! hear I he had 
not thought it ncccffary to rife, when the 
Noble Earl near him fat down after his 
reply : but he had not meant any perfonal 
offence to the Noble Earl, or to his Noble 
Friend ; he thought thofe, who hud fo lately 
been accufers, ought not fo early to cake 
an adlive part as judges. If either of the 
Noble Lords chofe to walk into WeftmJn • 
fter-Hall as .1 Judge, he had not Che llighteft 
objection ; but he did not wilh to be forced to 
go there himfelf ralhly, and with the volumi- 
nous Report on the Cable wholly imcouruieted. 

Lord Lanfdowne rofe as foon as Lord 
King fat down, and faid, that when he 
had taken the liberty of recommending 
it to their Lordlhips to go into a Committee 
Privileges, he had among other reafons done 
fo, in order to prevent whst he was aft aid 
would happen, and which ai^tually had taken 
place, viz. that if the debate upon the 
motion went on, it would continue to fo late 
an hour, th^Noble Lords would be render- 
ed unable tuftate their opinions fully. That 
was, his Lordlhip faid, prccifely the cafe 
will) himfelf g the late hour and the fatigue 
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their Lortlfhips had undergone having made 
« impottihle for him to attempt i.» deliver 
his Centimsnts at any length. Hnv'uig pre- 
roircd thii, his Lonlfhip faid, he rouft utteily 
deny the principles that had been laid down 
in the courfe of the debate as the leading 
principles of the law of Pailiament ; fo far 
from It, the IVliirc^uis faid| the nniraini prac- 
tice of Failiainent went diredtly in th.** teeth 
of fuch luppofed principles. Tljcir Lord- 
IhipS) lie contended| had im right to go m 
fc.irch of extraneous giound of aignmenCt 
and to reafon upon fanciful dedudtu'iis of 
analogy, but were bound to bi ?,overiieti by 
precedent, where precedent was confurmahle 
to law and realoii) and not on the fjiur of the 
occafion to make a new cafe. He Hated tlie 
diHicultieS legal confiderations involv^-d every 
man in, who had no profellional knowledge, 
and Haled the abfurdity of the law in the 
cafes of wilU— landed property defcendiiig, 
and perfonal property afcemliiig. He men- 
tioned other abfurdities of law, to warn them 
from w'andcringoiit of the Cife, declaring that 
they w'erc confined to the Ample and Angle 
confideration of the law as it flood. Ir was 
not to be conAdered as the cafe of an Indi- 
vidual, but as a general rule o( law, of wh eh 
they were eft ^hlifhiiig or viola'jng a prece- 
dent, and therefore (faid he) ptnfh ten 
thoufar.d Mr. Hall mgs 's, rather than <»nc 
atom of the law, as it H mds rtionld be 
diHnrbed ! It had uc'l be^n l.»d, tin* Mt- 
qiiis observed, by a Noble and Leariud 
Lml, at the hf-ad of tin; ciinntMl jn^ice of 
the kingdom, that th-.* whole qneltion hy be- 
tween rhe Kefolirion of 1678 and th^ Ke- 
fuiution of 168^. His LorHjh.p aigneJ upon 
tjiele two Reiolutions, coirenriing, that as 
the Keloliuon of 1685 j^nnuDed that of 
1678, file Refolution of 1685 was clearly 
tfi be tciken as the rule of pmc^eiiog, and 
was applicable to the prefMit cale. In 
Older to make out this, the M irquis went 
into the Inltsiry of :hc two p ;nod>7, and f.nd, 
he had beep highly pK-afed cn iiC'ningChe 
encomiMin patfed by a Noble and Lf'ained 
Lord on that great ch:na<f^^r ry loid 
Nottingham, than whom a man of m. rc 
Itna integrity, profoiiiul kno A ledge of law, 
and llrong fciife, never held the Ing'i (.dice 
of Clnncell t of England. It was, he fa-d, 
on Loid N-.ttingham th a he relied his 
njiioum en iicly, an opinion folly cooAimed 
by wlut lie had heard A ice he cam.:. 1010 the 
Houfe. H.- me.inc tha.. Lord Nottingham 
fhowld fpeak f >t himfelf,for, he cleclir«d,j Iw 
held him in his hand, and w hen their Loid, 
fhips had heard him, he flv»uld be furpnfed 
if tiv-y were not as folly convinced as he was. 
liefoiehe read a fylUMe of Lord N oiling - 
li.im''iown writing, he held hini.elf hound to 
H-te how the woik fell into his,hands. He 


begged their Lordfhips therefore to know, 
that he was a great c^lleAor, a much greater 
indeed than he w.is a reader; that he had 
porcl^afed many manuferipts of Mr. Carr and 
Mr. Weft, names well known, and among 
O' hers, the manufeript he held in liis hand 
was one. His Lordlhip then read a tefti- 
monial of the nutheniicity of the m: 4 nurci'ipc, 
winch wasAgned by the tranfcriber, who de- 
clared rlut the copy he wrote it from was 
lent him by Arthur Onflow, Efq. (Speaker 
oi the Houfe of Commons at the time that 
the ie(l(nio;ii.il dated), who alfured him^ 
that he (A O. Efq.) had the MS. from a 
perfon o( char.i^cr (n.innng him) ; and that 
perfon aifrrted it to be a correift copy of a 
genuine letter r>f the I'lte Loid Nottingham, 
t»ii the fubju^l of L-'id D.iiiby’s Cafe, written 
in the year i68^t and in 1684, the Marquis 
lad, Lord NoiiwghaAi I'ied. E.xcluAve of 
this teftimoin.d, Ins Lordlhip faid, the MS. 
bore internal proof of ps having been the 
work of Loid Nettingham. Hiving pre- 
mifed tins, the M.arqnis read a palfre of the 
MS. relernng to the Rcfolutioii of 1678, 
and decl.it ing that it mull be revifcd and 
coirci^Kd, for Hut in the Atfl pl.ice it was a 
niiflake to fnppofe that an ImpeachmenC 
went on from Pt'rliamem to P.irl lament s 
it could not be, U :. His Loi dftiip in fadl 
contradafted w,'). r h.id been .the pitvnling 
opinion of ch(,fc tniics. Having with great 
piopneiy nrul foice of emphalis read int 
whole {Ullage, his Lordlhip commented upon 
the <i]>p!ic.rii)n of it, obferving ultimately, 
that AS It was fo much lliongerthan .nny ar- 
guments he coird aiUlncu .11 that la:c hour of 
the night, he would tn fjuLon th Jr Lordfliips 
time no fait her, but would content himfelf 
wich op(>oAng the main motion, although bo 
could not help oblnving, tint a certain de- 
fpri|)tion of Nuble Loidi. Ii.id been convened 
on {luipole m c irry ilie q\i Hion. 

lord Loughborough lole ag.nn and ^aid, 
he had 11 ip cuoim nd fiom a N..ble Eirl, at 
prefept L'>id P efuLiu of th-i Council, to da 
that for h.ni, which t!ie la»c hour and extreme 
f.it giie would iiol permit him to do for him- 
felf, VIZ. Toft,ite th.it the N.ble E.airs opi- 
nion conicided with hi*, ovsn, ,uul that he had 
vMih h in a'l op»n»''p of Srldni, that the 
new P,«hamciit, in ipe Tm|>e'chment of tht 
Duke of Ihnkinglum, did hold, that they 
oiJght, if they ii id chofen it, have c.illed upon 
their Loidflnps for jod ;in»nt aga.nft the 
Duke; a clear proof th.u they did not think 
the Impeac'-iuent at an end. Lord 
Loughborough f.iid, l>c had .inuiher high n«* 
tlioiny to quoic, y'.z. llvn of :i Lc.amrd and 
Ven 1 ;h'e Earl, who h.id authoiifed him to 
fiy, chat if the prekiu quehion wati c.inied, 
it would be llri6lly cunform.ible to the Law 
of Parliament, and conAilent with prure. 

1 z dents. 



4 ents. With regard to what the Noble 
* Marquis had read as a I^IS. of Lord Nutung. 
ham* they,’* his Lordlbip fatd, “ were in 
poifeflion o( the bed proof of Uird Noting- 
ham’s opiition, viz. their own Joutoals, 
which contained the Noble and Learned 
Earl's fpeech— a f^wch which Lord Notting- 
ham did not contfadidl, when he aftei wards 
fat as l.ord High Steward on the inal of 
the Earl o» Stafford. There might alio,** his 
Lordfhip faid, “ be fome reafoiibhle degree 
6f doubt entertained ?«; to the aulheniicity of 
the MS. rciid by the Noble Marquis." 

The Marquis of Lanfdowne rofe again and 
faid, he would nut have prefumed to have 
produced the MS. had he entertained the 
fmallefl doubt of the authenticity of the let- 
ter of Lord Nottingham which he had read 
it part of, but that he had no doubt whatever 
On the fubjt6l. If however, upon enqui- 
ry, it fhould not prove authentic, the Mar- 
quis declared he would be the hrfl to (late 
ttiac It was fpurious. With regard to the 
degree of credit due to its declarations, he 
could not but think a Tetter written in a man’s 
clofet the year before he died, deferved more 
credit than any public addrels of a public 
man; and the niv re cfpecially, as in 1685 
the very circumltance that Lord Nottingham 
in his letter predifled, liappancd, viz. the 
revifion of the Refolution of i6;8, and a 
new Refolution entered into to annul it. The 
Marqu s faid, he liad undeiltood that law- 
yers did hold ihemfelves ivarrar.ted piotcf- 
fionally to (linin their fincerity a little, .and 
Stffimie an appearance of belief in favour of 
their clients, which they did not leally fc 1. 
The Noble anil Learned Loid beft knew 
xvliether the was fo or not, as he under- 
flood the profelllMfial track lawyers puriued 
better than he could be fuppofed to do, but 
be wodld not prefume to fay that they did 
adl in that w'ny : It was not for him to put 
ibeh a matter to me quedioii. 

Thc 'Bilhop of Sahfbury faid, it was not 
his intention to have rilen that day to lay a 
Word to thb quedion, had not the Noble 
Marquis in his’ laft'fpeech apj-^arently addief- 
fed hinilelf aOrofs the Houfe to the Bench on 
Which he and his Reverend Brethren fat, and 
declared, That he faw' a certain fet of 
Lords wkre convened for the pnrpofe of car- 
rying the queftioii." If by th.it declatatibn 
the Noble Marquis meant to cad any fucli 
innpatation on him, the Bifhopdeclired, lid 
could not fit eafy or filent under it, beenufe' 
he was eonfeious that he had not been con- 
vened for any given purpofe, nor would he 


ever come down Jo anfwer any man's piir- 
pofe. He came down that day to vote ac- 
cording to his confcience; he had lidened 
u ith atttriitMin to all that had been faid upon 
wh.t he cunfidered as a gieat cunditutional 
quedion, arid came down with a mind per- 
fedlly open to cunvidlion ; hut iiotwithdand- 
ing what had fallen with fo niu^'li weight 
and authonty from the Noble Lord on the 
Woolfack, and from the c.ther Noble and 
Learned Lord near him (Lord Kenyon), he 
mud fay ili.it he was confirmed in thinking, 
with other Nobje Lords, that the Trial mult 
continue. 

Lord Lanfdowne rofe again, and profefled 
he meant nothing perfon^tl to the Rw. Pre- 
late, or any on that Bench in particular ; 
hut wiieit he talked of l.ords being con- 
vened to ettiry the quedion,'* he took in the 
Bench of Bilhops, together with many other 
Noble Lords. 'I'he Marquis went on in a 
tone of tauiiiing irony to lay, that he w'as 
furethe Rev. Pt elate could have no bias, no 
prejudice in favour of Minidry ; that he did 
not fet his mind on the ttiings of this world ; 
the Noble Pi elate looked foi a better, not to 
any thing like tempoiahtie!*, craiiflatiuns, or 
preierments. Indeed, he had formerly had 
perlonal occafion to know how little inclined 
the Rev. Prel.ite was to better his fnuation, 
or how little aiiKious he was to pufh his in^ 
tertd for'prefirment. 

The Eilhop (d h . I. (bury rofe again, and 
after uiging the iiidJtcacy (the Bilhop faid 
he liid aimod ufed a nu'ie drong exprelTion) 
of fuel) an atiack as the Noble Marquis had 
thought proper to make on him, without any 
provocation on his part, laid, however his 
ficuation had been changrd by tranflation for 
hiS greater eafe, he had to tliank a benignant 
Sovereign for his goodnefs, not at the requi- 
fition, but in nppofition to che known wiflies 
of Che Noble Marquis. Born a younger bro- 
ilvr, the Bifhop faid, he h.Ad no right to 
have expelled the guod fortune lhai had at- 
tended him ; and the more efpevially as he 
had no preienfions to fuperior learning or 
fupenor talents. He was ciMUented whei e 
he W.1S, and thankful to a kind Providence, 
and a gracious King *, for what he had ; for 
no part of which, however, did he Hand in 
the (mailed degree indebted to the Noble 
Marquis. With regaid to the Mmifter, he 
was not perfnnally acquainted with him ; 
he bad never alked any favour of him, nor 
fhould he ever alk any ; but he could not 
help admiring his charadler and condudl, and 
while he continued Cp didinguifh himfelf f6 


■* 111 the month of June following, the noble fpeaker (Dr. Barrington) was tranflated 
by the fame gracious Mader to the lucrative Sec of Durham, worth i8,oool. a year, then 
vacant by the demife of t>r, Thomas Thuilow^ brother to the Lord Chancellor. 

‘ eminently 
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tminently as he find done, by his private 
virtues and his public fervices, he certainly 
would give him his fupport, which he had 
as much a right to do as the Noble Marquis 
had to oiherwife, (landing, as he did, in 
that Houfe, an independent Lord of Parlia- 
ment. His Lordlh p faid, called upon per- 
fon.illy in fu extraordinary a manner as he 
h;id been, he was obliged to fay what their 
Loidlliips had heard from him ; otherwife 
he (hould have been afhamed to have faid a 
(ingle word about himfelf ; hut he repeated 
it, that nis only objefl had been contcien- 
^ioufly to give his opinion and his vote on 
whdt he could not confider otherwife than a 
^leac conflitutumal quellion. 

The Marquis of Lanfduwne rofe again, 
and b-*gged nut to be underftood as having in 
any fort attempted to diminifh the refpedl 
due to his Sovereign, Co whom he owed Coo 
much to fuftcr it for a moment even to be 
imagined, that his Majefly ever did anything 
ronrrary to the advice of his Minitlers. Suie 
he was, that his Majefly never a£led Cr>uu- 
conflitucionally. With regard to any impro- 
per warmth that he might have betrayed, 
the Rev. Prelate had attacked him per- 
fon^lly, and that naturally begot a reply; 
and although he meant no offence to that 


Right Rev. Prelate, he owed it to truth te 
declare, Chat the Rqy. Prelate was indebted 
to him for a part of his prefent prefermpat, 
end that he never h^id been afked for a favour 
with more imporcuniiy in tlie whole ccurfo 
of his life. 

At length the queftion was called for, 
when the Lord Chancellor, after fettling with 
Lard Radnor as to the form of his amend- 
ment relative to referring a quellion to 
the Judges, on Che validity and exiftence of 
the Recognizances, put the queflinn that Che 
amendment (land part of the motion. 
Contents — 20 

Not Concents 70 

Majority 50 

The Lord Chancellor then put the previous 
queflion on the main, quell ion, when the 
numbers were. 

Contents — iS 

Not Coutenis — 66 

M:'jority 48 

It was next moved, “ Tiiat Monday 
next be the firft day of going into Well- 
mmflcr-H'ill.'' — Ordered. 

Adjouiacd at half palt three in tkomom-t 
ing. 
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Sixty-Kinth Day. 

Monday, May 23, 1791, 

^HE Louis Ix'ingcoiiic into Weftmin- 
■ ftei-llall, ihc Court opened, and Mr. 
Haltings was called in in the ul'iial form. 

The Hon. St. Andrew St. John, on 
the pirt ot the Managers, then opened 
the Fourth Article of the printed 
Charges. The other Articles, he faid, 
hid been opened to tJteir Lordfliips with 
abiiities and eloquence propoitioned to 
the magnitude of the crimes ; that which 
he was now to open, their Lordihips 
would not conceive to he cf lefs im- 
portance, becaiife the talk had devolved 
on talents fo very much inferior. He 
was to impeach the prodigal and corrupt 
fyilem which Mr. Hafiings had intro- 
duced into the finances of India, and 
their Lordihips would not think it of 
fmall jnoinenr, when they adverted to 
the impieiilon of fuch a fyltein on the 
finances, the moials, and the liberty of 
Great Britain. Weak and inefficient 
would be all the checks of the conilitu- 
tion againft the abufe of power and the 
miimanagement of public money, if a 
Governor-General of India might ere^t 
prodigality and corruption into a fyf- 
tem, for the fake of his own perfonil 
influence. Public fecurity was founded 
Qn public virtue, on morals, and the 
love of liberty inherent in the breads of 
f Englilhtnen. A fyilem which tended to 
fet public virtue to fale, to pluck up 
morals by the tools, and to extinguifh 
the finme of liberty in the bofoms of 
men, could not. be fuffered to efcape 
punifhinent without imminent peril to 
the public weal. 

The Ariiclc charged Mr.Haftin£:s with 
having made corrupt contrails, appointed 
corrupt agencies, and given illegal al- 
lowances, with commifTion alinoft un- 
limited. On fuch a charge, their Lord- 
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flilps would firft enquire, Whether Mr. 
Railings was left to a6l by his own 
difcrctioii oji thefe luads, or bound to 
obey the orders of the Court of Dire£lors F 
By the A£l of 1773, which was meant 
to eft^bli^l^ a general fylleni of fubor* 
dination and controul in India, the Go- 
vernor General and Council were inveft- 
ed with a certain authority over the other 
Preiidencies, and the fame A£t bound 
theiTi to obey the orders of the Court 
of Dirc6lors. Purfuant tothis A£l, the, 
Diieflors drew up a code of indruc* 
tions for the conduct of the Goveroor 
General and Council, wliich they fub- 
raitted to the opinion of Mtlfrs, Dunning, 
Wallace, Skinner, and Saycr, to be af- 
fured that they were ftriftly conformable 
to the A 61 , before they tranfmitied them 
to India. The thirty fixth article of 
this code dire^led, that all contract 
Ihuuld be publicly adveitifed, fealeJ 
propofals for the fame received, and 
the ioweft offer, with rcciuity for the 
due peiformance, accepted. The firft 
Conti a6l which he charged as corrupt 
was given to Mr. Stephen Sullivan, 
again It every rule prefcribed by the 
Court ot Dirtftors. The pnrehafe of 
opium had been fi'ft monopolized by 
the Gentlemen of Patna for their own 
benefit ; the monopoly was then taken 
into the hands of the Company, 
and the contra6l given to a native, 
who had managed the bufinefs for the 
Gentlemen of Patna, Jn 1775, when 
General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, 
and Mr. Francis, formed a majority of 
the Council| it was given to Meffrs. 
Griffith and Wilton, as the higheft 
bidders, according to the ilrid let- 
ter of the inftrufcluns from the Di- 
reflors. But when, by the death of 
Colonel Mnnfon, Mr. Hillin/s had 
obtained a majority in the Council, and, 

frdcd 
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freed from that reftraint v/liich had 
oppofed his deiigns, (et artfully about 
hit favourite fyftsm of influence and cor- 
ruption, the contra<5t was granted to 
h^lr. Mackenzie, without being adver- 
tifed at all, and on terms IcTs ac^antsge- 
•OU8 than bcfoie. This was blamed by 
the Court of Directors in 177S. Mr. 
dfaflings, in contempt of their original 
Snftruflions and fubrequent icproof, re- 
utwed the conrraft in the laine manner, 
and on the lame terms. In 17^ x, Mr. 
Stephen Lulhin^^mn, the fon of the Chair- 
man of the Eafl- India Company, airived 
in India. This Gentleman, great and 
extraordinary as miift have been the 
fliare of intuitive knowledge which he 
was fuppofed to cany out with him, 
could not poflefs much information 
refpedling a branch of commerce peculiar 
to India. Yet fcarcely had he fet his foot 
on (hore, when he was made an Aflif- 
tant in the Council, and foon after Judge 
Advocate *, and as if his delibeiative 
and judicial fun6lions had been too little 
for nis innate flock of knowledge, he 
was alfo appointed *Opium Contradfor, 
an oflUce which no Councillor could hold 
with any decency. This contraft was 
granted without being advertifed^ and 
for four years inflead of one, as it ought 
to have been according to the infliuc- 
tions of the Diredlors, on pretence of 
fear of lofs to the Contra^for from dif- 
tiirbances in Bahar — as if giving the 
contrafl to a young man without ex- 
perience, had been the befl means of 
preventing lofs. Bur, however the pub- 
lic might Jofe, care was taken that Mr. 
Sullivan flioiild not lofe; for Hx days 
after Mr. Haftings propofed in Council 
to reduce the penalty of non-performance, 
for this very curious re^fon, “ that the 
magnitude of the Aim might defeat the 
intent of the ftipulation.” The next 
itep was to aboUfh the office of Infpec- 
tor of Opium, that the intuitive (kill 
of Mr. Sullivan might not be encumber- 
ed With an aid that was only necelTary 
to men of experience. Mr. Sullivan lott 
no time in ufing the contradl, as might 
K'rive been expelled. He fold it to Mr. 
Beun ; and Mr. Bennto Mr. Young, who 
adlually executed it, and gave for the 
piircliafe to the amount of 6 o,ooo 1 . What 
Mr* Young gave to an individual, he 
would have given to the public, had he 
been permitted to do fo. It was evidenr, 
therefore, that the contraifl was givciii to 
Mr. Su livan for the puipofe of influence 
CP Mr* Halfings, by making the loriur.e 
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of a young man to neatly cor.ne^fed wiffc 
the Court of Direi^ors. This was done 
too in a time of war, when the Tiea.« 
fury was difl^refled for money ; and when 
Mr. HallingS was grafping his avenging 
fword to dethrone Cheyt Sing for dila- 
tory payment of an unjufl demand upon 
hirn, which, yet, was Icfs than the fum 
lofl to the Company by this corriiut 
contraA. It appeared, however, that Mr# 
Young did not give the full value, fot 
the next contra< 5 t was taken at ioo,ooor. 
more than he gave. 

^ The next Article of Charge was, enga*» 
ging the Company in a li^uggling trade 
to India. Mr. Haftings having given 
many new maxims in politics, wiflicd 
alfo to give Ibme in trade. He admitted 
that Opium was contraband in China, 
and then wanted to pc'iluade the flrfc 
commercial nation in the World,- that all 
their former notions were erroneous^ 
that fair dealing was a certain Ibfs, and 
that fmuggling and fraud were the only 
lucrative and honourable means 6f hon- 
du£liug traffic. The fuccefs, indeed^ 
had not anfweied his expeflationS ; but 
could any advantage have compenfited 
the difgrace of fuch an adventure ? The 
penalties of importing Opium into China 
were, that the Opium fliould he burnt, 
the veflel confifeated, and the importers 
put to death i and yet this was a trade 
to which Mr. Haflings thought fit to 
give the flinflion of the Britifh Govern-i 
meiit in India.— He was not even left 
to judge of the propriety. His orders 
were, that the Opium fhoiild be con- 
figned to the Board of Trade, to be fold 
to the highefl bidder, and the produce 
applied to the inveflment of the year. 
Inflead of this, he ordered it to be con- 
figned to the Council, and gave the ma- 
nagement of the export to China— to 
whom ? — to a Merchant No— to a 
Colonel of Engineers, Colonel Watfon. 
Other pel Tons were embarked in the 
icheme, and the Company engaged in 
two loans to aid them in carrying it on, 
at the Very moment when Mr. Haftings 
was pleading State necellity for robbing 
the Princes of India, and compelling a 
r«»n to countenance and abet the plunder 
of his motluT. The adventure fuccetiled 
as might have been expe<ftod. The Su- 
pcrcargf*es at Canton ftated the I jfs on thd' 
fale at 69,000 dollars, owing, as they 
laid, to the nature of the trade, and 
the interfering of private with the public 
intereft ; but on this he did not infifl, 
becaufe thatwhich vrasin itieJf illegal and 
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difi^rnceful, no niisfortunf co\iL^ ag^ia- 
Vate, as no (uccel's could I'.unJ-^Rin, 

The orders of the ?J)iic6iors wcie alfo 
exp] els, tliat all I’ucli hufinel's as could 
be perl'ormed by contiact Ih.ould be ft> 
perfonneil ; that all contri^'ts ftiould be 
icly advfcrtifed, and the molt ivalon- 
able terms accepted; that ail contjadts 
for provlfions and dranghr ami c.tii I ^vre 
biiliocks for the army lliouid be nnuuaL 
T'lulc onlcis had btfii ItnAly olifcivtd 
while GtMK-ral Ciavermi^, C- loncl Mon- 
ion, and Ml. Francis, cinTj^fed ttic Coun- 
cil, Bill in 1777, Mr. H limes .?^ave the 
bullock, contrairl to Mr. Johnlton tor 
thrte years without avlvci iilin^ it. In 
1779, Sir Eyic Coote piopiled fonie 
aniendnients in this co»'.n.ici ; and a 
new coiiti :i6t w IS mailcout in the ni.^ie 
of Mr. Ciotts, the conlMenlia] fiicndof 
Mr. llaliinos. The new contract was 
ni'idcfor five ycnis cei tain, with a Itipu- 
lation, tliar iinlei's notice was given at 
the expiration of foiii years that it was 
to expire, it Dioiiid continue for fix. 
If Mr. Hallings meant to fay foi thus 
extending the time, that the 01 dots of 
the L'Jiiettors for an annual conn act wcie 
c.ilcnlatrd only I'or peace, ou^ht it not 
to have occuned to him, llui luloic the 
expiration of five yeitrs pvice ungiu be 
rcltoii'd, and tliat inch at le .it llunild i»e 
the limit of ll e c'»ntrHCi ? i Iv cltiin ite 
given 111 by Sir Kvre C oic, the Com- 
inaiidei, was th it 4074 bul ocks woiiid be 
vvanieii for the wliole of the nuops ; and 
nl though it could not be txpedUd that 
all the troops lliould take the fiield at 
once, the number in «he cor.naif^V w.is 
lailvfl to fiyoo. The i.ite as well .'S 
the number was railed, fo that the total 
ditfeicnce between the contract to Mr, 
Joiinlbn, and the new contract i»> Mr. 
Cl offs, was ^00, 000b T he tcims of this 
comra».T, however, were given out in ge- 
neral oideis, and direiMtd be lead at 
the head of Che Icvci al battalions. Im- 
mediattjy after arnved IcUers fiom the 
Diie^iois cenluilng the con:ia6l gURn 
to Mr. Johnlbn, as contiaiy to their 
‘l! Ill II 61 10ns, and direding the 134*11 
article of the iiilti uClions to be lead at 
the head cifeach battalion. What was 
Mr. Ilalfmgs then to do ? He could not 
order the terms of the contr iil to he rea l, 
without ordering another paj.er to be 
read alfo, (hewing that he whole duty 
it was to exa6l obedience to oidcrs, 
had himlclf dilobeyed. He wrote to the 
Diiv6lo!S, that tiiere was a mill ike in 
their letter; that they mult have meant 
the 135th aitlck oi their inltru^^ions to 
Part 1 V» 


be read ; that this article was nothing 
to the jjurpofe, and theiefore that he 
had notordeied it to be ivad. It was his 
duty to £Mve notice of the expiraiinti of 
this contiail at the end of four yeais ; 
butthis he had iiegle 6 lcd to ilo, :illt<iL;irig, 
as a rc.ilbn for inch n.glecl, that the 
conrulerationb)f thecontr -^V was not le- 
g.iliy hefoic the Couticil boai l. I'liis 
could not be the true iraiun, f«<r he was 
boinul to have every part of iluty at 
a i limes nefore him. The tiuc ici- 
f/n w.t^, his j'erlevciMnce in the fame 
txtiavagant waile of the C. nuKiuy’s 
money to enncli bis favouiitef, as lie 
afit-iwanis Ihewcci in be 

C'/uvcrtC(l il.c ct)ntra 6 ls into more lucra- 
tive agtncirs, winch lie wafc alloexpiclsly 
loi bidden to do. 

He was now comp to that pair of the 
chaise, in whicli tlicch imihrof an !>tiicer 
v.'QS implicated, wl»o had pe» fbi med gicat 
and iniportaiu iciviCvS to ibt* Company ; 
but whatever teluolance ihe Managcis 
inigiil fetl i ) bfipg 'ill imputation fjii the 
memoiy of that olfuer, tiiev mult not 
fluit iheir eyes ;*ginull one (ff trie nudl coi- 
nipt and cxtivuag.'.nt a 6 is in th'iadn'ini 
Ifiaiioii of All . ii.tflmps. Wiiru Su hyie 
Co«.>ti* amve I in Ken^id, Mr H.iilir.gs’s 
mnjoiriy i.i tlie Council tupnii!e“ on ins 
own calti'jg vole, llw'-.s tlie-Tore of 
great impoitai.ee to his dehgi.s toobt-nn 
ihf favnui and luppoii i>! Sii E^rvCoore. 
The lalary of a C'n.ncill ,r vva? fix.d at 
10,000'*.; that of ComiTnudei m Chief 
at 6 ,ocol. i and, iiccoi 'linj;ly, luni 
of i 6 ,oool. a yeai w.is ad rh it Gciural 
Claveiing had ever received. Sir Eyre 
Coote hioi’-t lit v'lili iiim a Jcttei from the 
Couit of Dliceiors, oidering that he 
Oioiild receive n-. muie ; but locm made 
a ii« in iiMi of b'.ccol. more, on pi. fence 
that lome i'luli lum !iad betn c joyevi by 
Geneiai Stii>be'r as Commander in Chief 
ptfj A .vz/.c/r, and mull theii^loie devolve on 
hill- — r.ii. F’..illuip.s, li itcacl of refilling' 
this (I'.'mand, as he 011.^ lit to have done, 
01 c<»mnKmg wiiii it litti ally, p’opofcd 
and cairied 111 Cciincil, that tlx- kini of 
ill.oool. a yeai fliould be given tc» Sir 
E>ic C’JOte in additicn t* his foMiier ap- 
plilllmenI^, an.l chaiged this enoiinous 
adiiition on the Nabob of Oude, conn ary 
to an ex PI els jgieement that no more 
charges ihouM bi: m.aU- upon lum, and 
obliged the Nahoi* t . pay it over and 
above nil thefonr.tM cliaiges. 

The next Ailicieof charge was the 
agency given to Mi. Anriol lo» Jupp!y- 
ing the Piefidency of Madras with pro- 
viiion^ in a time of great fcarcity. Had 
K ' Mr. 
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Mr. Haftings’s real motive been to re- nue, under all thefe hpads, to the amoiii^t 
livve the w.nits of he wi uld 58,^381! — a fum more than {’ufficient 

have fiiii, in the ct the. i tr.cvo- to nay yenis iMvnlcmls on the Corn- 

lent rduMC wc •* »..htr;‘;*, c o- jj..ny's ItoeL u that time. It their Lord- 

vercth a nuilotude ofr iinr I jivcn lln s cc*’ } ned the amoun. ot t'-c bribes 

M. . liv(ttin.,s cie lit tor an iire»'imr I X- wiefted hoin him, which he petended 

eriioiiot powtr. Jinl his iin. ivc on to h;.vcM ik*-n loi tin C oinpanyV liivite, 

ginated in the am^’- I’yltcm ot pn‘.*i *lify but vliuii lie never ^\ave up till he 

to iii.ikcMl'e tblrtu .e oi a tavoau'C. Mi,.*' Ciiuh* c-iiceal ih in no longir} it they 

*Aui ioi was app>i«ni'. il rir,vji-, ;K'c*.unia- comp.i.til me auiouin it tlie luins ex- 
\v..^ iikis con- tcr:ed fiorn rht* n uive '■'lincc*;, on the 
'Veiiion '.a ilie tompii.’.i -honlet. nt ihe pica ot Sia . ii.-- - liitj , with the buns he 
Irnin C uno conns ot honour, hn : ihu.> i n. * ni 'nndivuiiiaU 

but pe.viifini; tliid'J piinc’j'c*. \vi ‘dt wiili a vi.w l ' 'j.it inflm rn t*, they 
direct litc ir.iinis ol men, win^n hey li.iw woiilii lee that tlif .'vindv -.n which he 
no uiht'i < ■-» 10 the piirj old. ot nbnlc hoped to jultib/ his (oinlucl wer* un- 
an pe' ii'aiion? An ngeii. jK.iiied in tenable j that •• iiad aimed at inij unity 
IT - \*v'iy d.iiiLircd by iI’.l jdiicclcis in fci ont nin e by ccmmitiirg anoil.ri’y 
1 77 1>, ' contrary 10 their oiocisi ami an>! endeavourctl to Iciun exioiiiun 

ten iiioi ms aiieiwain?, on tin* ap,dica- and pinneier by the molt livith coi- 
tion oJ Mr. Ti-iMiol, Mr. Ibilbi gb pio- rupf.ijii. 

po'tM 'o nial.e him lu'ent tor iupplying IL. concliukd a veiy clear and elegant 
F' li St. Gevii iC, und r^ll the othei Ibe- fpcci-h, with expjtlling his confidence, 
lidenca , with iice and other ailicic^j th it any chdert ot his iii ojiening the 
ami as the intention of the appoiniiiicut ir.aMcr id the clvaigc would be amply 
molt likely to be I'ulfiiled by a corupcr.iated by the toicc of tlie evi- 
lib.j.i! Cl hdeiation of it/* he was to dciU .* and the abiii'y with which it would 
account upon liis lionous, with a com- be coir.inented upe n. 
rrnlfion ot 15 }'€» cent. Winn Mi. Lar- Mi. lI.^il:l^gs aildrefied the Court : 

km, tilt A.x aiiuabr General, came to “ 

exiir.ine the accoiiius of tiiis agency, lie « I thail take up but a vtry few nii- 
repoiitd tliat x.\\^ aUJilion^oi the leverai nutes ct ) our time; Imtwlut I have to 
funis was coi..if,l, bui .hat as iht agent fay, 1 hope will be dreioed ol fuflicient 
was uno'i ho> .<vr, he* did not think luni- iinpoitance to juliify me in rcipitliirg 
feif nuthonico lo c.ill 1 r any vouchers tkai you will give me fo iiuich aituUiou. 

of the li ms ch..igcd. He ^iccouiUigly A charge of ha\lng w uledj c; 84,00 oli 

p.ifled ac cjunis to tlu amount of ise;.rilyin.ide,wherehoinL'ansait''jllo\v- 
430. cool, the agency on which .nH>uiitfcd ed lor aulwtrmg It. It is not pleafant 
to 34,397!. nic, fiom v.'ctk to wuk. ficiu siior.ili 

. Anorlitr .igency was givui to Mr. to numth, trom year tu jear, to luar 
Iiclli, for luppi^ine KonU il]iam,.ird all mjklf accufed cf ciimcs, many cf 

the other Seitlcineri's, with Uoies. This thvin of the moU atrocii us die, and 

was a new appom nient, and by many all repiefcnted in the mult llu ckinc: 
tl’.ought uninccll.uv. It wS'i theivfoic coloius, and to leel that I never fli.i!l 
rcicriied to a Ccmunittee et Mi.ic.h:iijt.s, to be aiiowed to anfwer thtiTi. In n.y 
dtcitie what rate of coiimiiiiiun fin uld be lime of lift — in the life of a man 
allowed Ti’.ty repurleu /•zc'tA’(>'p-r tint, alieady apjuoachmg veiy nt'iir to its 
and Mr. H.id'ngs gave it.irty. WIko clofe, four yeais of which liis reputa- 
this extiav.u ant allowance was objected tion is to he tiuduced ami branded to 
to, he f.iid, that he wculd be relponlible tlie Wwild, is 100 much. 1 cxpefl 

for the homily 01 the agent, and ajfofor to be allowed to conic to my defence, 
the excels of th« conimiflion above /wr///y nor to hear your Lordfliips’ judge- 
per cent, if the Diie^Iors Ih old object ment on iny tiial. I have long been cen- 
to the rate, I he Dii vCbu s did objwit vinced of it, nor has the late Kcfolutiou 
10 it i he fl.ufded off the reiponfibility, of the Huufe of Commons, which I 
and granted a new appuinimcn:. The expe6Ied to have hca/d announced to 
fum paid in this cal'e above Hvtnty per youi Lordfliips heie, afforded me the 
cent, was 34,000!. and confccpiently lead glimpfe of hqpe, jhat the teimina- 
fo much mcney lolt to the Company, lion of my nial is at all the neaier. 

He fummed up the various fiims cor- My Lords, it is now four years complete 
ruptly taken from the Company '^.levc- fincc 1 firft appeared at your Lordihips' 

bar} 
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h^ir ; ror is this all, I came to your bar 
with a mind (brefjom another inquirition 
in anoflicr j)lace, which coiniiieiiced, if 
I may be allowed to date it from the im- 
prelilon of my mind, on the day I arrived 
in this capital, tm my return 10 England 
after thirteen yt ars f.rvice. On that day 
was annoiMiCcd the determination of the 
lloufe of Commons, for’arraigning me 
for the whole of my conduct • I have ' 
been now arc u fed for fix years j I now 
appioach vciy near (I do not know 
whether my recolleftion fails me) to fixty 
years of age, and can I wafte my life in 
fitting here from time to time arraigned, 
not only arraigned, hut tortured with 
invc^livcs of the mofe viiulent kind ? I 
aj'pcal 10 every man’s feelings, whether 
I have not home many things, that many 
even of your Lorddiips could not have 
boi ne, and with a patience that nothing 
but my own innocence could haveen* 
ahled me to Ihew. As the Houfe of 
Contmons have declared their refolution, 
that for the fake of fpeedy jufticc (I think 
that was the term) they had ordered their 
Managers to clofe their proceedings o . the 
Aiticle which has now been opened to 
your Lordrtiips, and to abandon the reft, I 
now fte a prolpefl which I never faw 
before, but which it is in your Lonlftiips* 
)>()wcr alone to realize, of doling this 
clilngrecable fituation, in which 1 have 
been fo King place<l: and however^I may 
be cluigcd with the error of impimtence, 

1 am fine I (hall not be deemed guilty 
of difrefped lo your Lordlhips in the 
ivqueft which I make 5 that requeft is, 
that your Lordfliips will be plcafed to 
grant me that jiu'lrC'c which every man 
in every countiy in the world, free or 
otherwrl'e, .has a right to ; that wheie he 
is acculed he may defend himlclf, and 
may have the judgement of the Court on 
the accufations lliai aie brought againft 
him. I therefore tlo pray your J.ordfliips, 
notwithftanding the time of the year (I 
fed the weight of that itflcdion on my 
niin<l),butl piay your Ccidlhips to con- 
fider not the ui impoitancc of the objefl 
before you, but the inagnirude of the 
■precedi lit which every man in this coun- 
tiy may briiighome to bis own feelings, of 
a criminal trial fufpended over his head for 
cvcTj for in the hiftoryof the j uriiprudence of 

* The Beticion was as follows : 


this country, I am told (and! have taken 
fome pains tofcarch,»nd a - f^r a^ my fearch 
has gone, it has been verified) thcie never 
yet was an inltance of a criminal trial 
that lafted four month ', ‘^xerpt mine, nor 
even one month, excepting one iriftance, 
an inftance diawn from n time and fitua- 
tion of this government, which I hope 
will be prevented fiom tvei luippening 
ao-ain. My Loids, the lequcft I have 
to n-^ke to yotir Lonfftiips if, that 
you will be pleafed to continue the 
Cflion of this court till the prciteeJ- 
ings lliall be clo/ed, I ihaP be heard 
in my defence, and your Lordfhips 
fliail have pi oc ceded to jin!tJ[ment. My 
Lords, It is not an acquittal ihat I defiie; 
that will reft with your Loidftiips, and 
with your own internal conviflion. I dc- 
fire a defemc, and I dcTire a judgement, 
be that judgement what it will. My 
Lords, I I'Hve lioived, I have humbled I 
myfclf before this Couit, and 1 have 
been rtproaclvLd for it. I am notaftnm- 
ed to bow bcfoiL* an authiyiity to which I 
owe fubmiHion, and for whuli I feci re- 
fpecl that excites it ts a willing uidatioii 
from me. I now' .bn, with nil 'hu- 
mility, prefent: myielf a fubjccl of your 
juftice and humanity, 1 am not a iinii 
of apathy, nor arc my p'>wtis of endu- 
rance equal to the tardy and indefinite 
operation of Parliameiiiaiy jnllicc. 1 leel it 
as a vciy cruel lot impoled on nif‘, to be 
tiied by one generation, and, if I live 
fo long, to expect judgement fiom ai o- 
thcr $ for, my Lords, aie all the Luids 
prefent befi're whom I ojigmally was 
tried ? Aic not many gone to tint place 
to which we mud all go ? I am »old that 
there is a dilF^icnce of more than 60 in 
the identity of the jiidgrs bcfoie whom 
I now (land. My Louis, I pray you 
to free me from lliis profecution, by 
continuing this Tiial tiil its dole, 
and pronouncing a judgment during 
thisfefTiun: if your Loidftiips can do 
it, 1 have a petition to that effe^ in 
my hand, which, if it is not irregu- 
lar, I now wifti to deliver to your Lord- 
fhips.” 

Loid Kenyon, who fat as Speaker for 
the Lord Chancellor, faid, the petition 
niuft iie prefen ted to their Lordfhips in the 
Chamber of Parliament *. 

Mr. 


To the Right Hon. the Lords Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament alTembled. 

The Humble Petition of WARREM HASTINGS, Efq. late Governor- General of Bengal, 
Sheweth, 

That your Petitioner having long waited in anxiSns expe£laCion of your Lordfhips de- 
termination refpedting his rc-appearance at your Lordfhips Bar, finds liiinfelf relieved 

If 4 fmriB 
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Mr. Buvke fald, To extraoidinai y a 
fpeech miift not p-ifs witliout I'ome re- 
mark. The piifonei* at thcii LordHikps' 
Bar, forgetljng the fitwalion in w)i«ch he 
flood, was become an accuhr, and 
charged both liis ucufeisami hii Ju«i‘us 
with improper delay. Ir was not impu- 
table to the Commons that they had not 
m, proceeded I'oimer on tlu; iml in the pie- 
lent leifion. It was tk i imputwablc to 
their Loieiflilps. They had wikly 


taken time to confider a great cor.ftitu- 
lional point ; and the Conitiiiition was 
confirmed l>y their decilion. Had they 
decided < ihu wire, then would liave Inp- 
pened that which the piilbncr dcprecai^ed 5 
l.e would have been p: evented from fvei 
ccminj u) his dittuce. Hnl tin* pii- 
Ibner think, when he complained <f the 
h.iii'fltips ot his cafe, that the (.'oimnons 
had anaigiied itini for imall olfmces ; 
that he came to their Lordihips* Jjai to 


from one fnhj-^^ of fnfpence, by being again brought before this Higli Court ; and he has 
fo greit a CDuti.lence in the jutlu^e and d.gnity of your Lomnups, as to believe, that in this 
renewal of a mm! 10 long depending, y«iur Loidjhips mean to render it cfFed^ual^o llie ends 
of foblhir.tial iu'dicc, b'. piotecutmg it withcAit de'.jy, unul it (h.dl 1 e;ich lU final ttrmirn'^tioiu 

If fuch foiiuld be your LM-.olbips purpoie, youi PaiMoner mil accept it as ilie greateft 
bounty uhicli he can receiv-j at tne hands ol your Loidihps j but flnujld his in.d be ad- 
journed over to another year, lie trufls that he flail not be confiiicr*rtl as ilep'ncing firm 
llie r'/fp'^rt \\ti.ch tip beirs to your Lordfhipc, if he prefiimes to t'ly, tint he (hall feel it as 
an agip.'.vaiion of the vciy fevere lot which it has h'^en his luisfinriine ro exjieii' m t-, and of 
winch he Ls tile nrLl example in the joii'pnideiics ot this kirgdiim, if in any oLl.cr a pre- 
cedent can b'* foiui'i, of :i crinniul tn..l ncirg fiifpeiidcd over die bead of u'l nuiividiial, 
living under a fixed law aial a civilized government, duiiog fo long a period of hb n^tuiul 
life, and Id neni cue clou m it. 

Ttulfour years are comple elv elapfid fi'.w vonr Ppiltioivr vvis fiift compelled to appear 
at your Loidlhips bar, to ncai leul, and to aniw'r :o the Charge'; preferred rg.nnlt him by 
the late Hon. Houfe of Commons j but that bt cornputts the ongin of iIhmi Impeachment 
from a much more difl.iiit date, ilie full notificaMirn of an arciilatory pi ocefs having been 
rmde fo long ago as Jum** 178;, the itlclf begun in >'ebruary i7?-6, and continued 

thiough t-ne prorogation and mmy adjouinmentb until May 17S7, when the Impcath- 
men: wa^. carried 10 ‘ oor L»rdlliips I'jr; fo that in eftott, tliougli not in form, your P^ll- 
tioner has been the UihjriJl ot a ciMimal pi oct^ls beloie two Parliaments, and tlin'ugii fix 
fucceflivc >cjrs; yet his profccniois to tin*- ti ue h-ve clofed ibeir evidence upon thice 
Artulcsonly, namely, the ti-ll, icco d, and fixtli, omitting many points ot ilioie nt tides, 
but feledti- g a \cry lew pMintj, honi the 7ih and ixtli, as expUnaiory of the 6t!i ait-cle. 
•—Thai your Petiuoiiei <1 iv'<-b leave to itpiek-nt, that he d.d, in an eaily flags ot the hi ft 
CiKjmry, ciii^c it to be K'p.'efoirxd to thv, late Lion. Houle of Comuiun^., as his eai nefl re- 
4)ucil, that if tin I'lid Honfe i.f mmoiis Ibould enter u|»on ihen Jouiinls any vole of 
crimination or CMifuic aga nil hjm, tliry woiiUl bo plealtd to alh»vv ymir Petitionei the means 
of a f.iir and legal 11 al for the ^ime , but thar the objrifl of your Petitioner in making that 
requcll was, that he nvgi’t he attbrUtd tlic mc.ins of vindicating his charadlcr from the 
loulelt and molt uiijult a.'j)t;i fioik ; but he has lo lament, tliat thoCc afperfions lh“uld Imv.? 
been rcnswe<l and repeaud from vve* k to wo^ek, from month to month, and frerr; 3 - nr lo 
yeai, widiout any power of reply, or profpcdl of time allowed him for his defence aivu jctjnit- 
ttil. — That, great as his lehancf is on your Lordfhi|>s julticr, it is yet impolTdilc for I'lin, 
judging from p,»ll cxpenenc*, not ro feel the appi ehcnfions of fuither delay, w'hcn lie rer-ol- 
lc<its that the lail great adjournment of the Coutt lu'ld by your Lonilhijjs m the preceding 
Parliament, was made on the gtli of June, .iiul that in neither of the preceding ys.irs »hd 
it fit later than ill ; yrh of July j thut the rot ore the longelt intei val which he can com- 
pute for what remains of thi*. Setliun of Pailiament, in its oidinary coiiife, will be infuf- 
ficiciit to enable your Petitioner to enter upon his defence, much lels to bring it to aconclu- 
iion, but that he will have to fuflain the intolerable gricv.ince of feeing anoihtr year of oro- 
fecucion added to the pad. 

^ Your Petitioner therefore moft humbly and earneftly prays your Lordfhips to take the par- 
ticular and uiiprrcodcnted hardfhips of his cafe into confideiahon, and to .ulopt fuclr 
meafures as your wifdom may dcvife, for continuing the proceedings ot your Lordfhips 
Couit, fothit the trial may be brought to a clofe, and judgment given, before anotlier 
proio,; tioM of P.i I’amcnti ^our Petitioner craving leave to affuie your Lordfhips, that ni> 
uoneceifary delay <h<ill he nii'le on his part, but that he wiii eudeuvour to take up asfhorC 
a tune ris p diibie n his defence. 

Tt!c above w'as read and ordered to lis on tlie table. 


prefent 
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Mefent petty crimes, unworthy of the delay. The time of the Court had of-» 
eer.crous rclcntmcnt of Parliament, ten been taken up jn arguing he objec- 
'i*he crimes with which he was chaigefl tionsof his Counlel to the evidencr againft 
were uf a magnirude not to be over-look- him. He did not blame the Counfel or 
ed without a breach of duty to their the Prifoner for that, but let him not 
countiy and to humanity. The pii- charge the delay occafioned hy the na- 
foncr co»j. plained of virulent language tore ot his defence, on the Coiirl or his 
ufed agdinlt him. He piolcllVd to have accufers. . To be longer in the cuftody 
looked over the annals ot Pdrliainent, of anv Court than jultice reqniied, was 
to coinpa.e the hngili t»f Ills own Tiial iimloubttdly a hauilliip, and well calcii- 
wiih that of others. He uiflted he liad lated to excite the compalTmn of the 
availed limiklf of Ins P.iih uneniaiy public. But what h.irdfliip of impiimn- 
knowledge, to fee thit tiie Commons niciit ha-i the piiloner borne, of what 
were as l/tile difpofed to ip.ire ihe la- comfoi t had he htcn dej'wive<i ? he never 
cietl pe ibiis of tlieir LordUnps, when wifhetl that he had; hot let not tha- be 
jultice ca led upon them, as liie hnnildclt lamented which had never been fnlfered, 
individual. He wifhed liini to have le- XheCoinmons had abandoned pai t of ihfir 
tnaikeii, in what icims the thui.dtr of charges, becanie they thought they had 
ihv. Commons was huiie<l agai nit Lord pioved enough for llic j.iu pole of exam- 
Maccictficld, a Nobleman in' higli rank, pit, c«nd bee aule they pivftned inctyn- 
and high in <dH^e, with every thing about pli-te jultice to none at all. If the prilb- 
him tiui could exalt a man above his ncr complai* ed r.f..ny thing, lu^ cmuplatn- 
feiloA men. Yet lie was chaiged with ed of tiie confiiintion, ot V'.e jultice of 
biilus, not with cruelly, riie juiloncr his com. try, which thorewhyadinin/f- 
was ciKiiged wiili cruel ties, with honors, teicd it could not alter cui l.is account, 
wiili iiuiidcis. li was fl'C pieiopativf* of the Crown to 

'Jhe Counfcl for Mr. Haflings <!c- put an end to the h Ision of P *rliament 
fired the Honourable Ma.iag. r m ihevv without ronfulting ihem. The Mana- 
in what pait of the uiirdes exhi- geis of the Impeachment had, pei haps, 
bited, his client was charged with borne as great a hjad timing its ccniinu- 
murder. p' tibut'r, an.* liad as muclii 

Mr. Burke faid, it was not regular to reafon to wmAi f u* its concinfion. If their 
flop a Manager m the ir.iddle of his Lordlhips flmuld think pi oper to apply to 
Iptecii 3 but to hear luin out, and the Crown by petition, o. in any other 
reply. The priloner was chaiged with nianntr, to prolong the SHlion till the 
bloud nnjullly flied in conlequence of Trial was concluded, the Manageis, he 
his coinipi acis, with plunder and ra- kntw, w’ould be ready to proceed, 
pine, and all the exctll. «; to whu h they Fox faid, that he flioidd only trou- 

give occalioii— ami lie complained of bie their Lcrdfhips with a lew woids. 
virulcMii lani?n tge. Were not i he Com- The Uonoin able Manager who h:id jnlt 
mons to call ciimes by their pioptr Ip' ken, had io completely anfweied what 
names? were they to think any the pjiloner had thrown our inregaidto 
teims too ieveie, vvlieic lanv^uage could the Commens of hngland, that no charge 
handy find w-ords of fuftiueni fcrce. could pollibly lemain on the Honourable 
Their Lord/hips would not think them Houle for any delay which the Trial 
honell accufers, if thev came to tlieii bar, might havt fufftfi sd. It any part of the 
toltatetninesinreiinscdfolianddonbt. charge made by the prdoner was either 
fid meaning. The piilbner knew that dirccfe.l at, or in any manner attached on 
the delays of his Trial had not been theii Lordfhips, they heard it, and would 
owing to the Commons, He had been aa on it as they thought proper. Un- 
brought to their Lordflups’ Bar at his doubtedly, it they felt that theie was truth 
own exprefs defirc, in concurrence with in the imputation, they would con fider it 
the opinion of the Commons, that he as ihtir duty to corre£t their error.— -His 
ouo-ht to be fo; and fince that time, complaint or virulent language was furely 
whit day had betn loll to accommodate not made with jultice, nor with propriety, 
them? Let him not complain of being —As the Honourable Manager had laid, 
hardly dealt with till he was acquitted, every acculaiion mult be fupported by 
He was now near the time when his the woids luitable and proptT to the 
defence would be heaid, ami judg^^ment crimes. They would betray their caiile 
given upon it. Never, till that period if they did not do this. The priloner 
ftcuied to approach, had he compiained of had laid, that it was a very great hanl- 



C 70 1 


Af pro him that hd (hall hehoum! tc Ht and 
hear al\ the charges opened again (V him, 
^iihout having it in his power to m.ike 
his defence and jullify himCeU t-* any one 
€>f them. This was a hardfhip which, nn- 
dou bred ly, was feveie; but it wav very odd 
that the prilbner diould complain o* it. 
The Managers had thought it a itncnty, 
and i(\ the uvitiet they propoied to up.-n 
the charge^ article hv aiiicie, and diat 
the prilbiur fhould dtfond himltlf on each. 
The prifoner, howi-vu, wlivj iimloubifoiy 
hnew Ins own caj’e belt, cd'^jcCti'd to this 
method, and theli Lorddiips agreed 10 
the mode which he beioiighr them to pur- 
fue and of wldch hr n<;w compi.'.iiieii as a 
hardship. Jf it was a hanifhi}*, it was of 
his own IVeking. It was I'uiely not im- 
putable 10 the Miiiage'S, for they b.ad 
excited ihemlelves to piocure a contaiy 
coil l ie. He would make b iit one oblt rvation 
more, if tlie pri'wi.er hi ought any ch iTgo 
cm the i^lanajC'i's — or if lie alVeittd that 
their coiui 11 was iinpioprr in anv pait 
of the bufmei'* — he infuiined their Lord- 
iliips that they wimld notaiifwci any fiich 
charge, 01 ftiiveto jullity their condu 6 l be- 
fore any tribunal on eaitb, but that ot 
thfcir conUituents, theCoiiinion.s ot Great 
Britain, They alone had the r-gl t to find 
fault with their conduci:, d tiiey thought 
it wrong — to diiiiiiis them fiom their 
trull —to appoint new M.niagtis in their 
place, and to give them udti inblioiis liow 
tocondu^ tliciiih Ives. To the Iloufeol 
Commons, it was their duty to render 
an account — but to no other tr.buiial 
would they anfAer-- nor would they 
regard any obicrvations that mtght be 
thrown out. 

Mr. Hallings faid, he would have been 
filenc, if he had iinaginei! tint from any 
thing he had laid a concJidion coifld he 
drawn that he imputed delay to rheir 
Lordfhips. 

Mr. Buikc faid, the pri Toner had ac- 
quitted their Loiddiips. If he had any 
charge to make iigainll the Manairers, he 
knew beb^re what tribunal to carry it. If 
he did not make any, their Lordfliips 
wr.uid know what to think of the impu- 
tation he had tin own out. 

Sir James St, Clair krlkine then pro- 
ceeded to adduce wiiiten evidence of the 
inllru^lions lent out by the Court (if Di- 
rectors ; and to examine Mr. Hern on t!ic 
purcliaie cf the ojnuiu contrail of Mr. 
Sullivan, and the iid tequent Talc of 11 10 
Mr. Young. 

The Court adjourned at a quarter be- 
fore fix; to hr igiin on WedneTday, 
SHid to go into tlie llouTe at twelve. 


Seventi£t« 

WEDNfeSOAY, Miy 25. 

The Lords went into the lloufe this 
day, eighteen in number, at liAlf pafl 
eleven, when 

Sir James Kilkine Sr. Chir, on the 
part of rhe Manageis, adduced tiie evi- 
dence, oral and documentjry, pointing 
to tiie diffVient heads ol the i\nn ail 
charge w htch w IS opened in tiie fiiit n>* 
(lance by tui> Gentleman in the Hoideuf 
CoiUUi. ns. 

Mr. V’oiing was examined at fome 
length on the Opnim Contrafls. He 
confirmed Mr. Benn’s cvidencei, as to his 
having given him one hundieJ and forty- 
nine thouTind Sicca rupees a-year, for 
hii intcrell in the Ci ntrail ; he laid, tliat 
the tianlatlion was a profoui'd fecret. 
This anl'wer totally invalidated what 
had been atteinpttd tv> be impreffed 
on the public, that. Mr. llattings 
mull havi been privy ti> tins n aniacilon. 

]Mi. Sullivan vvas in the Hall, but not 
cxaujined by the Managers. 

Mr. Young, on his cruTs-exainination, 
delixfietl hiiiiTelf with the utiindl pre- 
edion. He laid, he would not have 
taken the contiaiit in 1781 on the low 
teiins that he dul t.*ke it in 1 785 ; that 
the Patna Council, when iliey had 
an inteielt in this contrail* never pur- 
chal'id Opium lb cheap by a great tie?! 
as the Co.npany got it for ; proving, 
by this anlwcr, that tlie advantages w'ce 
vciy geneially unknown. — He was r.ik-\l 
if the inlpcdois were ulelefs in B'lh.ir, 
He laid, reriainly they wore, and weie 
eiiiiKu I ad'nig, any pu'JihU gfo'l 

lo arijf. fru?n their appointment, riie 
abolition of thele inipeciors llateil, as 
a rr’ne in Mr. Haltin gs. To one tpiei- 
tioii, “ What film of money he gained 
byj. ?” the witnels objcilcil, as likely 
to expoTe his own private alfans j it vmis 
immediately withdrawn by the Hon. Ma- 
nager ; and another, “ Whether he did 
not *very con/uierahty hy was 

aiilwcied in tfie ailiimaiive. 

The Managei> then lead the Direflors* 
letter, difapproving this contra6l; and here 
ih'sy doled their evi>!ciice, having efta- 
bhiheo the following fa6ls beyond Uilpiiic; 

ill. That opium, before Mr. Haf- 
tii £rs’s time was a monopoly for the be- 
nclii of indivMuals. 

2d. That Ml. tl.ifiingsmadc it a'valua- 
blc Iburce ot revenue tor the Company. 

3d. That Ml IT. II dtings, Clavering, 
MonI'on, liaiwcJI, and Fi.incis, gave this 
('.(^ntra^l loi Opium for oneyear to Melf. 
Giilhthand Wilton, they ulfering better 

tii-ins 
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tcnn^i for the Company than any other 
per Ions, though tlierc were thiiteen com> 
peiitois for the Conti aft. 

4 thly. That the Governor General and 
Cooncii unanbnnttfy jjave the Contraft 
to Meff. Ctj liiitii and Wilton tor one year 
longer, 

fthly. That MefTis. llriftings, Claver- 
ing, jvaiwell, and Fr.iiicis, iM<annriuuily 
gave the <.-'oniijft for three yeais to Mr. 

^ MacVei.zie. 

6:hly, That MelTis. TJaftings, Francis, 
and Vyhchi, urun ,} gave the fuine 
Conti aft to the lame Mr. Mackenzie ior 
one year longer. 

ytlily. I'liat JMrilVs. Ilallings and 
Whelci gave the Contraft lo Mi. 

V.*-!! for r»ur yea IS. 

till' h :oe ihe fafts- 7'he merit is, that 
a ci'iilideiMhlc rci^cnue was ohr.’'ti>L'd tor 
the Conpiny on llu* hell p^Jiholt* tciins. 
7'ln' cmiie is, ililoocdiencc ofouieis, in 
yviiich vVLiy otln r man w is jnll as 
jnuch iinj)lic.:ied as Mr. li I'tini^i, j tor 
it was an order of tl.c Company, tl'. it 
all coiUirtfts Ihoiild be annual, and 
printed to the lowcit bidder. Not t!ie 
iliL\laelt evidence was given to piovt, 
t'Mt Mr. ilalfingc. knew ot this ti in^tti 
ot llie Cwiitr.ift fioni Mr. bnllivan lo 
JVIi. lienn, oi lioiu Mr. Benn to Mr. 

I bnlbvan. It was pioved a»iO, llnii ii»c 
piodt upon OpUMJi 1,1* the Company, 
diiiKi/’ tile g» vti M,mnr ol AJr. Ili^4lllng^, 
wis fi ehnnoied and tliiii} tour ihuii- 
fUnd p' uni!<4. 

'l in y I'lcn proceeded to fiiew that it 
was inipiop.r in Air. flallings to lend 
Opium, on the (\)inpaii)*» a,rv)UiU lo 
Cr.iiia. 'File cvuki.rc piov'"<l, that tiie 
IcHenvj wasicmpoirfiy, and inatit wonlil 
h..ve ti. out to very great adv nitage, 
but for an accident, wdncli ivli. Hai 
tin£:s cwuld m nlicr fo.elee nor pit vent, 
an- 1 in confecjuence of that aceiut:nr, 
tbc Conijiany lolf lixty-ninc thoiiland 
fioilars by ihecoi’cern. It appi wed that 
the Jiotid of Contivul have .jppioved a 
jilan exceuilingly fnnilar to this, and 
It is not irnpioper to fay, that Mr. 
Pitt in tlie Houle of Comiiioiis declar- 
ed, tliat there could be nothing ciimi- 
naj in fending Opium to China ; nor was 
he at ail ready to lay, that the Icheiiie 
was not a very proper one. 

I'ht; Managers, having finiflied with 
this lbpurilic,driig,proceeded,to theliullock 
Contraft. The wildum of tint coiuiaft 
Ins been fo well proved by the melan- 
choly confequencts that have, refulred 
fiom a rigid attention to the ordeisof 
the Company on this point, fmee the 


war commenced with Tippoo Saib 1799^ 
that we Ihall leave tit without further 
rcinaik, except thi^, that many minutes 
or. opinions of Mr, Fiancis were read, 
condt'mning t!ie contraft, and contain- 
irvg on.' imdl cm ions alleition, that he 
fcaictly aw a nee fliry for any bullocks 
at all, as they might be prelfed when 
wanted, as hitlu rto they had been ; which 
coniainCil in a tingle lentence the heft 
argument that can be affoided by man, 
in julfificaiion of a contratf that ren- 
deitd piclnng in fiituie iinncCelTary, and 
iupplied the army wdth the means of 
moving, without which an army would 
be lUciefs. 

Firs was the dulled of all dull days: 
i\Ti. liu.ke apjt.r'ivil for half an hour, 
m i tv/.> /'r »’ ler Ipecches in Aippoit of 
ccrt.:m qu. u .s p'‘v.p.')k^»i by himlclf; 
but not convintir.g the Court, he w'eut 
avv..y and did iint r.:ii:in again. 

b£v,. N r Y-h iR ST Hay. 

Frid \ v, May 27. 

The r.oids niteied the Ha!), twenty- 
one m number, about lw*.lve o’clock, 
awd il)c i" lanap.er" pioceeded to cJol’r- their 
tvideii',e upon die iinllock Conti. 'ft 5 
by -which it appeared, tioin the decla- 
laiion of Mr. J‘din Fergiifon, liie Cuii- 
iriftoi, tintt'u prohts upon this con- 
iraft wcie iu»t im.re ilia i 15 per cent, 
and tiiat t>r.e lack of rnpc« s wa^ to 
be d.et’.infted from ibe Inir. lor bad ilebts. 
'Phis lilt' im lit he gave, lit- i lid, hcc.nile 
ill ppv re ktieis to Englin 1 li-e pro- 
fits of this contraft had been exagge- 
iv.red 111 a molt ir.civdible m inner. 
Ml . Ff-rjufini tuiilur iiid, that lb far 
flo w 6-700 being too ..iL'.it u number, 
;7rm\ beyond th.:t uuinb 1 vi u'c employ- 
cti iiu.il.; ’ne war. Mr. cciguP n is a 
imiclian’ <d the moll .siepraacii hh‘ cha- 
iat“rv,r. liv- t 'V. red to l-v ar to the tide- 
Ji»y of lii'« l\ .I'Mnent ; and thus emlcd 
this import :nt iiu'lock Coinr'ft, liil- 
ly coiihiiiiin^ Liiar it.ilemeiii widcli 
h:is been lo cleaily given by Capiain 
Ki'oomci and Alajor Scott, ot the utility 
ofthistomia ■. 

'J’ht.y luxr pioceededto SirFjTeCoote’s 
allow -inc.'S, and read the t’ourt of 
Dircftois’ orders, that tlicie fhouid be 
fix thoiiland pounds a year in lieu of 
iidary, travellinn clniigvS, See, 'The 
officer next in commaiul ditw at this 
lime eleven thou land a year. Sir Kyie 
Coole iiiovttl, that the iloard would fix 
his allowances for the fund. This Mr. 
Francis opjioled, as the fix tlioiifand a 
year was to be -all h^s receipt, except 
jiis ialary as a Councillor. Sir Fyre 

Coote 
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Coote declared, if he had fo xindcrltooJ 
it, he never would ilia vi;: come to India to 
expend his private fortune. — Mr. Ilaf- 
lings propoled the allowances, and 
while in Oude they fliould he defrayed 
by the Nabob, who chcMrruily and rea- 
dily agreed to it. 

It appeared that Sir Eyre Coote con- 
tinued to receive this money to ine 
time of his deccaie j ami Air. Hal- 
tings’s citdr account of the tranf- 
affiun wrs icad to the Iloufe : that it 
was impoi!iblo to impute a pilvate motive 
to him icr what he had done ; and 
that he was convinceil Sir Emc Cimic's 
neceffary expencts conl'umed tne whole 
I'um, for he was always in the* field f but 
bis pretlecelf r, General Clavenng, never 
iliiTcd oiu of Calcutta. 

The next cliarge was Mr. Auno''s 
agency, which Air. Pitt fo waimly dt- 
fiutlcd in the iloule, dccl.uinjr, that 
whatever fortune Mr. Aunol hail m.nle, 
be well dtfeivcd every lupee ot it: 
that he had moil honourably executed 
bis conimilUons 5 and that Mr. IJal.. 
tings hud prtfctsjiti a naOon ft am pn ijlf 
ing hv famine b} Air. AuiioiS agency. 
Mr. Pitt ;dlo iaul, that by no oilier p*J‘- 
fible means could the buliutts licve bcni 
done fo economically ; thele ta<^‘ts were 
fully ellabliihc'd by ihe evidence ot the 
Managers for the prnfccuttun^ 

The next char.^c was Mr. IVdli’s 
agency for vittiialiing F ut William, 
which Air. Pin had alio vciy Itienu- 
ou/ly defended; and if tinned out to 
be a vciy fair tianfadion foi the Com- 
paiiy. 

All. Haftiugs's Counfel objcflcd to 
fome eviiicnce as to the pjufit <jt Opium j 
and the C'ourt bioke up, having pone 
thiough all their cafe as to a walte of 
public money, 

'J‘he tedioiifnefs of this <la\*s bnfi- 
mfs was now and then enlivened with 
the exiepitons taken by Air. H dtiiij^s's 
Couniei ; anil the cppi fiiion which ihe 
Alanagers gave to thel'e except lon.s, and 
fometiin*'S relieved by theinicivit; ion >jt 
verbal witneifes. 

Among the lairer was Air. Alexander 
Brodie, a Al. mber tf the ilouie of Com- 
mons, wlio was, callCtl upon to prove the 
rate of coinnnirion between merchant and 
ntei'chaiit in India, '^hi^ he llnted to be 
only per rent. \ but wlicn crels-cx- 
amineii, he acknowJedgi d that wi.v ie 
ihcre, was rtique, it varied ; and tliat 
theie vvHS always a cliaige of intereft 
where money xvas advanced. He fud, 
be had been ten yeais refident in India, 


and had forgot many of the pajticularf 
of thofe t: -nfactions which Coiinfei 
aiked him to elucidate. Some of his 
own letters, however, being produced, 
he then rtcollertcd various circiiin- 
ffanccs whicii had efcaped his memory ; 
in particular as to the gOod quality of 
the rice. 

Sir James St. Clair F.rfkine then in- 
foimcd thiir Lordfliips he was happily, 
diawing to a concliifn n, having but 
one fait more to clfablilh, namely, that 
of the lois wliicli the Company luf- 
taii.cd by the ti nti .its which Air. Ilaf- 
tm^'b made coiitary to tlierxprei'i>directio)i 
of hi*' maftiis. '1*0 prove tins, he fhould 
callMr.V/rigbt,Audi:or-Gt-neral of India 
Act. cunts, who liad made a ]ijlf calcula- 
tion of tne whole and who would deliver 
in the fiinc iit on o.-iih. 

Tlic firif qiicllicm put to Air. Wright 
— “ V\’liat W..S the whole (iim paid by 
the E^ll'lmlia Company to Mi. Sullivan 
for opium r’’ — was objecled lo bv Mi*. 
H*ifiing-’s (Joiinfel, an*l a long alterca- 
tion t(.ck pincev h.tli Jafied until aftci five 
o'clock, Sir Jaims, Mi, Burke, AJr. 
Anlfi uthcr, ami Air. Adaiu'^, contending 
tliat the I lacer'.s opinion was nothing 
mort* than r’nc amoiinis of llit di-bts and 
ctedits c.ilt up and a balance Uruck-— 
whillf on the < ther it ind, All. I. aw, Mr, 
and Air. Ficmtr, argued that 
opunon wa> noevidmcc, and that in 
lu.irtti of artount wh.re thcie were 
v'iiiieties of vva) s lo .d’cei tain a balapce, 
the opinion of a wiimis was no piopcr 
lelfimony. 

'J*o this 1 itter dpi^rine Lord Kenyon 
fubJciibed, and then thtir LouifhipK 
ad j iiiintd to the upper Chamber ol par- 
Jiamcnt. 

StVENTY-St fOND Day/ 
Monday, May 30* 

The Counfil foi'^Mr. Haltings agreed 
to take tlic itluh of the fevniil atcount& 
from which the Id's of the Ccimpiny on 
the fcvtr.d headfc. of the choge was to 
be coileiled on the evivlen: e of the Ac- 
comptant General of the India Company, 
without giving in the accounts tl.cm-r 
felves \ and Air. Wiight was called and 
examined accordingly. 

Sii James St. CJaii Eifkine then faid, 
that the Alanagers had clofed the evi- 
dence, which if was now his duty. 10 
film up to tlitir Loidfliips. The Com- 
mons had bioiight loiward this chaige 
of g-iofs imfmano'gtment of the Com- 
pany’s levenue for ' the pnrpofes of cor- 
luption^ as wcU with a view to detcir 

others 



•thfrs from committing the crime, as to 
meet the plea ot over>ruling necefTit^, on 
which (he prisoner, it lee me d, had refted 
the defence of his oth^r illegal z 6 is. If 
luch neccHity had cvcf exilled, their 
LordUnps would now fee fium the evi- 
dence before them, that it was the crea- 
ture of his own extravagance, and that it 
had its fourcc in coriuption meieiy. 
1'hey would fee that patiotiagc had 
[been invented, and money laviilied 
by him, hrlt to ingratiate iiimfcll with 
j'erfons of great weight and authority in 
tne Diieflion, and next to attach to him 
a body of factious adheients in India, in 
Cider to fecuie the continuance ol his 
own power, and indemnity for the abufe 
cf it. In proof of this fylttm, the C'-ni- 
inons had felctled only five ai tides. 
Had they been fo inclined, they might 
have taken almolleveiy ad of hisadmi- 
riltration ; butthcle they thought w- old 
he fuilicicnt for the great puipoleb of 
jultice, and he trufted they would ap- 
pear to their Lordfiiips and to the public 
to have Icleded tuen ai tides as weie 
fuflicieiit to charadtiizc and illultrate 
the heads into which his lyfiem of cor- 
iiiption natuially blanched. 

On the opium contrad granted to Mr. 
Sullivan in 1781, their Lordlhips had 
ft-en that the ciders of the Dncc- 
' tors for ailvtnifing all contrads, and 
nccepting of the belt terms offered, were 
clear and expiefs. Their orders wcie 
I'ptcially intended to guard the iiiterelt 
«f the Company againlt ftvour or par- 
tiabiy to paiticular ptifons, i.iid inch 
tndeis there could be no pretext for 
tlifjbeyiiig. Foi a deviation tioni poli- 
tical initiudions, there might indeed be 
foine exciife. Die tiicuinftances, it 
might be i lid, which made ilioie orders 
proper, weic c^Jinpiehriy changed; and 
to deviate from them w^s not only com- 
mendable, but ncctlf.iy. No Inch ex- 
ciile could be alleJged for dil'obedicnce 
to orders of the ocher defciiption, becaulc 
ihe principles on which tin y weie found- 
ed were invaiiable. Yet tbefe oiders had 
been dilregarded by Mr. Haiiii.gs in al- 
mplt eveiy initance. 1 hey were fiilf dif- 
obeyed in giving the Opium contrad toMr. 
Mackenzie w’thout adveitlfing it. hat 
ki6l was exprelsly condemned by the Di- 
reffoi's; and nctw'tlufanding that, the 
c'oniiaii was then given to Mr. Sulli- 
van on the fame teiins without being 
ad vei tiled, and for four years inllead of 
one. From the Conliiltations in evi- 
dence their LoidOiips would fee the ex- 
trac’idinaiy ciicumftariccs which attend- 


ed that ^contra£f ; they would fee that 
the Secietary to tl^e Council, ac- 
cullomed as he muft have been to the 
conduct of the Governor- General, was 
fo much furpiifed at the infoimaitty of 
this ti an faction, that he knew not how 
to put it into any legal lliape, and 
was under the nectfiTity of applying to 
Mr. Haftmgs for inftru6fion.-.-Mr. Haf- 
tings foon removed all ililiiculties : with 
a noble dildain of obffacles that retard- 
ed ordinary men, he dire^led, that the 
contra£for fhouJd have an extravagant 
allowance, leaving (he amount of that 
allowance to be afcei wards afcct tained^ 
and abolifhed entirely the offiuc of in- 
fpt:6for, whofc duty it was to attend 
to the quality of the opium, becaiild 
a very fmall quaniiry of improper qua- 
lity might difcredii the whole in the 
inaiket, and render it unfaleablc. 
'J'he Counfcl for the prifoner thought 
it of impoitance, that an opium con- 
tractor b :d Ijid, on his crofs-exainina- 
tior, that an iulpeclor was an inconveni- 
ence to the menhant ; but their Lordlhips 
would not be mi ch furpnied, Chat an 
officer whofe duty it was to take care 
that a contraflor ptovided a marketable 
commodity, was tiiought an incon* 
veiiience by the contra^Joj. This con* 
tia6l was folil by Mr. Snllivau to Mr. 
Benn, for 40,600!. and again by Mr.Benn 
to Mr. Young, 101*69,1361. Mr. Benn 
on one branch, which he kept in his 
own hands, got 7,000). fo that the 
whole film loft to the Company was 
76,136!. f *r it was evident that the fame 
iuiii would have been ns leadlly paid 
to the Company, as in thefe purchafes 
fioiii hand 10 liand. It was fold too 
before Mr. Sullivan had a legal right 
to lell, on the meie promile of Mr, 
Uaftings, a ftiong preliimption of cor- 
ruption. The time at which this lofs 
was incurrea was material; in 17819 
when Nir. iiaitings, on pretence of an 
empty treafury, thought it neceffary to 
make a progiefs to Benares to enforce the 
paymentof an 11 njuit demand ot 50,000].; 
at luch a time it was that Mr. H iltings 
thought proper to bellow a much larger 
fum on a tnend and favouiite. Whe- 
ther he was privy to the tale and re-iale, 
was <T little niomenr, for he muff have 
ktiown that Mr. Sullivan could not 
execute the contrail. He knew that 
Mr- Sullivan hail been appointed Judge* 
ailvocatc, that he hid been afl'uciated 
with hiiiifelf in the toils of Einpiie, and 
a£liially attended him to Benartr, fitua- 
tions incompatible with the execution 
L 9i 
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to his contra£^. But Mr. Sullivan Mraa 
fon to the Chairipan of the Couitof 
Direffors, who were then every thing to 
Mr. Haftings. To them he was to look 
for the continuance of his power — for 
the gratification of his ambition and his 
avarice— and, lalf, notleaft, for impunity. 
His influence with them had been lb 
ftrong as to defeat a Rcfolntion of the 
Hou^ of Commons for his removal. It 
was melancholy to fee the firft ctficcr of 
he Company at home, and their firft 
officer abroad, tlius combining in a 
lyftem of corruption, and fhariiiijr the 

plundtr between them. Mr. Haltings 

was then di earning of empire and I'poil 
in Benares 3 and it was not much that 
he ffiouid give a donative of 4.0 000). 
to the young Csciar, whom he had adopt- 
ed his alfociate, being about the Came 
fum which he himiHf received through 
the hands of Ktlleram. But it was ne- 
ceflary to defeend from the throne to the 
counting- houfe 3 and his next ftr-p was,' 
under a falCc allegation of a want of iale 
for the opium, to engage the Company in 
a feheme of fmuggling it to China. The 
opium ought to have Cold for 154., oool, 
and produced only 38,000!. The ioCs 
on (his trail Caflion was cunfequently 
ti6,oool« But taking only the prime 
coft, freight, and other charges, the lofs 
on Mr. Haltings’s* own (hewing was 
53,555!.; and in this point of view it 
was evident, that ris had completely fa- 
erifleed a branch of revenue, which it 
was his coiiftant boaft that he hud pro- 
duced. His Counlel had grne into a 
nCeleCs examination, to (hew what would 
have been the profit had all the ililps ar- 
rived; but the lofs of (hips, or the ex- 
pence of infurance, were to he taken into 
the account ; and they were to compare 
what was ablually received with what 
might have bten received, had the opium 
been fold in Calcutta, as it ought to have 
been. The feheme was not deviled for 
the benefit of the Company, but for the 
purppfe of remitting ill-gotten wealth to 
Europe, which could not come through 
a fair channel, and accordingly it appear- 
ed, that thole who dividetl the plun- 
der of Bidjegur, were (harers in the 
loan ^ opened for the purpofe of carry- 
ing it into efFe£l. The whole tranfa^ion 
was tin6fured with private favour and 
corruption, and the lofs was owing as 
ipuch to the iniquity of the detail, as to 
that of the general plan. 

The Bullock Contrail was grant- 
fd to Mr. Johnfon in lyyy, againft or- 
lifers, for three years. This was Mr. 


Haftings's own for after flating the 
iols and Inconvenience to the public from 
prefling Bullocks when wanted, in a 
minute of Council he added, that as a 
remedy, he joined in givings Contrail to 
Mr. Johnfon, which fecured the public 
from lofs, and allowed a reafonable pro- 
fit to the Contraftor. Yet after his ad- 
miffion, he gave a new Contra6l to Mr. 
Crofts in 1779, at a much higher rate- 
Sir Eyre Coote had given an eftimate of ^ 
4074, as the neceffiry number of Bullocks 
if the whole army (hould take the field. 
Mr. Haftings conti aisled with Mr. Ciofts 
for 6700, at fuch a rate as made an 
annual difference of 60. cool. His Coun- 
iel had endeavoured tofhew,that the new 
contrail contained many providons for 
the public benefit, which the old did not. 
Thele provifions were all for the benefit 
of the contra^or. By the former con- 
trafV any number of bullocks might be 
ftiuak off at one month's notice. By the 
newconti-Hft, the whole number was to 
be paid for two years certain, and not 
reduced then but on fix niontlis notice. 
He next contrived to make the redii£lion 
expenfive, by allowing half the piime 
cofton bullocks reduced, and twenty-five 
percent, on the whole capital employed, 
of which the contiadfor advanced only 
one-fourth— -and becaufethis was an in- 
tricate mode of reck^ming, he changed it 
to an allowance of fo much per bullock. 
The date and circumftances of this 
tranfaftion were of important corfidera- 
tion. Ill April 1779, S*** Coote 
made an unreafonahle demand of exrra- 
ordinaiy allowances ; Mr. Haftings gave 
him three times as much as he afked 3 
and in September following Sir Kyrc 
Coote propofed this cuntra6l, which, he 
owned, had been planned by Mr. Haf- 
tings before his ai rival. It took place 
foon after the firft demand of 55,000!. 
a year on Cheyt Sing was realized ; fo 
that this unjuft and extorted fubfidy— 
extorted on pretext of the exigencies of 
war and an exhaufted treafury— was al- 
moft iiiftantly fwallowed up in an allow- 
ance to a favourite. When their Lord- 
(hips faw a Governor General breaking 
public treaties, and violating the condi- 
tions of a private bribe, in order to put 
money in the pocket of a creature of his 
own, they would be apt to think that 
there was femething more directly per- 
fonal in the bufinefs than appeared upon 
the face of it. Orders were fent out to 
reduce this extravagant contra^; but in 
contempt of the orders, it was continued 
for three years and ten months^ with a 

iof# 
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lofs of ±43,0001. By the terms of it, it 
was to bt prolonged to iix years, unlefs 
notice was given before the expiration 
of the ihird year. This notice Mr. 
Haftings neglt£ted to give, although all 
the circumftaiices were evidently hcfQie 
him i and fcarcely had the term eJapfed, 
when he entered into a bargain for re- 
linqiiilhing what it was his duty to have 
put a dop to without any bargain. He 
paid 6,oool. for the Contractor’s (lock, 
and then converted the contract into an 
agency at ly per cent. commifTion. The 
lofs of thele was 10,900!. making with 
the former a total of 260,263!* He had 
fince laid, that contracts were a bad 
mode of conducting the iupply of an 
army. He was generous of his ad- 
vice, when he had no inteielt in the 
patronage ; but a 1 molt every objection 
that applied to a contract applied to I'uch 
agencies as he had eltablifhed. 

He came now to a tianfaCtion which 
he opened with regnt, hut it was 
perhaps one of the mod unjultidablc in 
the government of India. Their Lord- 
Ihips knew that the allowance to the 
Commander in Chief had been fixed at 
6000I. a year in lieu of all chaiges, 
making, with his falary of io,oooi. as 
a Member of the Council, i6,oool. a 
year. To this fum General Clavering 
liad ftriC^ly confined himl'elf. Sir Eyre 
Coo'e, foon after his landing in 1789, 
propelled that certain laige allowances 
Ihuiild be confii’ered as devolving on 
him. The Council not reprobating 
^is propofition, and pleading the exprel's 
orders of the Directors, as ilu*y ought to 
have done, Mr. Hadings laid, “ Wc can- 
not give you thele allowances, they are in 
the podinrion of another peiTon, we wdl 
make another piovilion for youj*' and 
inltead of Soool. a year which he aiked, 
gave him upwards of 20,000!. It was 
after this that Sir Eyre Coote brought 
forward Mr. Haltings's corrupt Bullock 
contract; a Itiung inftance of the chain 
in which one corrupt aCt followed ano- 
ther. Finding ihis fum inconvenient to 
provide, and difficult to account for to 
the Directors, he charged it on the Vizier, 
on pretence of an expedition for the pro- 
tection of his country. Their Lord- 
(hips had feen the treaty with that 
Piince, and the breach 01 public faith 
and private honour which followed it. 
Mr. Hadings pretended, that the allow- 
ance to Sir Eyre Coote was charged upon 
him by his own confent j but a letter 
from him in evidence, received the very 
day before that allowance wat fp chargedi 


fet forth the diftrefles of his country, 
and the ai rears due (o his fervants for 
two yeara pad ; and dated, that his 
only coniblation had been the h 'pe that 
the Cum|>any would cnciuire into the 
caufes of hisdidrvfs. Was it pofTible, 
after reading th u letter, to imagine that 
fuch an additional burthen was fixed on 
him by his own confent ? This charge 
was not only continuevl while the pretext 
for it iaded, but for thice years after, 
when Sir Kyre Coote was ferving in the 
Caindtic, and, as appeared, till the day 
of his death. Their Loidfhips had feen 
the letter of Mr. Crofts to the Refidentat 
the Court of the Vizier refptCling the 
allowance ; and Mr. Hadings had faid 
at the bar of the Houfe of Commons, 
that he had no doiilit but he gav» 
Crofts authority to write that letter.’* 
This i roved the degree of confidence 
which Crofts, the Bollock ContraCfor, 
pofTeffed both with Mr. Hadings and Sir 
Eyic Coote, and afforded a prefumption 
of colhifiun among the three parties, 
which unlefs Mr. Hadings could meet 
and dtdroy, mud have gieat weight with 
their Lurdfhips. All the money extorted 
from the Vizier was in fa£l lod to the 
Company by the arrears to the troops 
in his pay, and deficiencies in the pay- 
ments which he was legally bound to 
make. The fum lod by this allowance, 
while charged on the Company, was 
12,314!. and while chnrgctl on the Vizier 
7i,oool. making together 83,3i4l.Wheii 
their Lordlhips thus faw coiruption ori- 
ginating in the Council, could they 
wonder that the whole mafs ihould be 
dileafed, and every principle of Govern- 
ment wiakencd and diffolved ? VVhat 
check from fear cf punifhment or lofs of 
charafltr could be left on any man? 
what redraint from plunder and pecu- 
lation hut conlcience f and how great 
mud be the danger when men were left 
with noliipport but their own virtue, and 
that virtue neither clieriflied nor counte- 
nanced by their fuperiors? Accordingly, 
wherever corniptipn or mifcoiuludf had 
been charged on the inferior fervants of 
the Company, they had never anfwered 
by fubmidion and promife of amend* 
ment, but by recrimination t If I have 
peculated in this indance, you, my ac- 
cufer, have plundered in that.— If 1 have 
been concerned in one job, you have been 
engaged in two.*’ Thus charge had been 
anfwered by charge, and hence the evi- 
dence had been obtained, which enabled 
the Commons to bring tbofe enormities 
before Uielr Lordfliips, This dngle ar- 
JL a 
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tide reprefentcd a miniature of the whole 
political life of Mi. Haftings It exlii- 
bitul, hi ft an a£V of coiruptior, then a 
breach of treaty and extortion, and laft of 
all an acciil'ation againft SirEyre Coorc, 
after he was »iead, and time was no 
danger of an anfwcr. Mr. Haiti, g'i Ind 
laid, that he had Tent orders to difcon- 
tinue the payment of this allowance, hut 
the order was ft'nr to the mi'ttary c< fn- 
niidary, who, he knew, h.ul het re iiil- 
coiitinued the payinmt, and not to the 
Vizier, by whom he knew the payment 
was ftill made. This was a mere i'ub- 
terfuge, to enable him more ealily to 
fatisfy the Directors that he had done 
fometiung in obrduntc to their com- 
mands, although viiiat he had done 
was nthcr an inl'uit than an a<ff of 
obedience. The Dii^^ors had been 
perhaps too eafily falls tied on many oc- 
cations, but th^-ir coiiupt facility was 
jio excuSe tor their fcivauts, who cor> 
rupie-i them. 

The next article was the agency of 
Mr. Aiii'iol. In December 17S0, he 
prop led Ik) fupply Madras, and its de- 
pendencies, with proviiions. His pio- 
poi'al was accepted, and the tint iiitci- 
ruption to the execution was on the Com- 
plaints from Bombay of the extrava- 
gant price charged tor lice, when they 
could fupply themielves at a much cheaper 
rate. It was in evidence that h<^ was 
appointed agent for all the otln r Pie- 
fidfliicies s and a i/entlcman of extentive 
commercial dealings and high charaCler 
had been examined, who Itated, that 
five percent on the purchafe^was the 
ufual commercial cotnmiflioii.---Mi.An- 
riolcha'ged w but Jlfieen per ccnt.iiot 

only on ihe pnrcliai'e, i)iit<.iithe freight, 
and all othei inciderual expences. Corn- 
inilii)n on the incidental exptnees was 
uiineccifaiy, and ail above five pt r cent, 
on the purchai'e 3 and by this exorbi- 
tant chaigc the Compiny had loft 
54,596!. He had aifo introduced a 
Xitw/lyftcm of accc’untai.tniip-- a (yltem 
of account mg, not hy vouchers, but upon 
honour* How this princijde came tobc in- 
tro. luced in the mercantile tranla^ions 
of a Cominei cial Company, it was not cafy 
to conceive. It was a thing lb abfurd 
as to admit of no aggravation, from 
} any mode of daring it, and could have 
been introduced for no purpofe but that 
of fraud and deception. Wei c a man 

to coin^ to their Luidthips* Bar, and 
lay, “ Here arc my vouchers, but you 
(hall not look into them, I will be ac- 
i;ooatabi9 only on pny honour j'* would 


they not -think that his honour in th?f 
fenie was a (uhftitute for his honefiy f 
In their Lordiliips* bol'oms w.\8 the puic 
faiiftinry of honour. They fVlt and 
cheiifhL’d the generous principle. To 
that pi inciple thry a^iptaleii untulpefled, 
when othei men nnilf appeal lolemnly 
to the De.ty 3 and he was lure they 
in lift repiohiite its degradation to pur- 
}»ole8 fo bale and viie, as that of pal- 
ting iinauihenticated accounts. "I'hc ' 
Direttors ti rt* oriiers to reduce the Com- 
miilion. Mr. Auriol gtneroufly rdfeied 10 
coniiniie his agency without any }>rotit, 
if he were hut indemnified fos. the lifk. 
Now the jilk was all to the Company > 
every lots was charged iw thtm aLCOunr, 
and the Agent allowed inteielt for 
money in advance. And after ;h!S re- 
du^ioii Mr. Auriol, as appeared hy ilic 
evidence, which had come out much 
ftrmger than the Managers expetied, 
chaiged twenty - five cent, on the pui- 
chaie, and tire per cent, on the incident 
tal expences. He accompanied his gra- 
tuiiou ' offer with the condition that he 
was ftill to account upon honour. This 
naturally iiiiiticed a Ifrong liifpicion 
of the foimei tianfa^lions. Mr. Larkin, 
Accountant Geneial at Fort William, 
having been oideied to examine Mr. 
Aurit i’s accounts, obieived, in the ^ 
giave and formal ftile of irony, ** that 
he found them corie6f in the aJclitions 
and calculations 3 but the agent being 
upon honour with rel'peff to the linns 
chuigeii for the articles i'upplied, he did 
not think himfelf authorized to requite 
any voucher of' the linns chaiged tor dc- 
miiiragc of floop^, &c. On the lame 
giounil he thought hmilelf bound to ad- 
mit the luins ackn wledged as received 
for the Tales of goods re 1 11 n ed, withoui: 
lequiiing voiiclieis of the rates at which 
they wtie Told.’* Would not ar.y man 
think that this report was made witlt a 
view of ridiculing the whole ribiiTa^lion ? 
It was a great aggiavation, that this 
agency w^s given to fupply a province 
almcft peiiniing by famine, and where 
not only lice was wanfng, but money. 
Thus the ricariiiy of Fort Sr. Ocorge 
was drainevi in a time of diftrefs, and 
a monopoly creeled for iht benefit of 
an inoividuai, which prevented com- 
petition, and liopped all the natural chan- 
nels of iiippjy. 

It had been thought neceflary for the 
defence of Bengal to eltablifh a depot of 
ftoresand pruvifu ns. This General Cla- 
venng, who was rei'pontihle for the de- 
fence of the provincej had always op. 

pofed } 



t 77 1 


pofed ; and when adopted, the allowance 
to the Agent was the I'uhjcft of much 
debate in the Council. It was'agieed 
to refer the decifion to thole mci chants. 
Thpir report was twelve per cent, for le- 
placing ftotes damaged or decaved, five 
per cent, commillion, and thice per cent, 
ioi fcrvaiits— in all twenty percent. Mr. 
Crofts, the IjuIIocIc Coi>ira£loi, was one 
of the refciets, and could not be luppo/ed 
heftile to the views of Mr. Haltings. 
Vet after this leporr, Mr. Uaftmgs pro- 
poled and gave an allovancc of tliiity 
per cent. Were the caf. to icft on this 
alone, the extravagance of the allowance 
would be ftrong tvidi r.ee of curiupticn. 
Their 4-crdfliips would find, in ih». Mi- 
nutes of Council on this ltd the 

ftnYleft principles of oecoromy aiiu pio- 
pritty rccoKlcd by tliolc who oppuid 
fiich profufion ; and Mr. Hafiir.gs, to 
fave apptaMPces in foine degre, iinaer- 
took that Ml. Cellis the agent fhould keep 
accounts, and refund Juch pair of the 
allowance as the Diie^tors fliould think 
too much. Ml. Fellis, who was his pri- 
vale bccictaiy, diU keifp accounts, and 
in which their Lordfliips would fee a 
charge of lo.oool. for ariicles too mi- 
noic to be muincM'ated. They would 
alio fee that the lofs on replacing Itorcs 
in two yeais amounted only to 4, cool, 
and that the allowance of twelve per cent, 
on this ln.ad would have been 10,700!. $ 
fo that on the terms propoled by the Com- 
initree ci Meichants, theie would have 
been a nett profit of 6,700!. Mr. Hal- 
tinss next piopofed to conveit this 
aweiicy into a contra6f, which he did tor 
five yeais, on the niemor.'ible 9th of Ai-- 
gulf X7S9, the fame day on which he 
Cvinciuiicd the Bullock Contradl. 7 'his 
w.'s julr at the time when Mi. Uaflings 
thought his power on the eve of diilolu- 
lif.n 5 when he feeined to fay, “ What 
flisll J do to make the milcliiefs of my 
government as Ufting as 1 can ? 1 will 
fix tlicixpences of my fyltcin by ( ai.tiH« 5 t^« 
1 will put a jpeedy lefoim ue)ond the 
power of my liicceflbrs : 1 will leave 
them opprefied with expences which I 
have cieat(.d, to eat the bitter biead 
winch 1 have prepared, and tobeinlulted 
by the .claiins of my dependams, who 
will have all the prote 61 ion of law tofup* 
port jobs, aiul who will, perhaps, have 
gratitude enough to allow me a flirre in 
the profi‘s.'* Such appeared to have been 
the woi kings of his mind. It was no 
new infeience from his conduA. It was 
an infeience made by Mr, Francis at the 
time, who faid, th.\t were he to fucceed 
to the (joveinmenti be would fet aildc 


thefe Contracts if he could. Mr. Raf- 
tings had in fome de^ee avowed his pur- 
pose. He had faid, that when he faw a 
iyfivmatic oppofiticn to eve«y meafiire 
by which an im.ividual might cvemually 
he btiiefitrd. it w-at natural and julf to 
put thole who had «;one hi.n iervice out 
of llie power of his nn-ii.iirs'. Like the 
u^juff Stewriivf, he was making f iendi 
of the uniii^hmons Mamir')n, in hopec 
that whfn ticpiivcd of fiis ftewar ifliip, 
fome part of it wou.M rrveit to himielf. 

Hnvii**^ aonc 'hmugli the fcveiai heads 
of the C ha* < 4 ., lie recapitulated the lofs 
to the ('omp.iny on each. 

On the urn Contrail - ,f.76,i36 

On the Smuggling ti# (,}iina - 
On the Bullock Coii;r i(!:t - 260,263 

On Sir Kyre Ccoic’s Allowance 83,314. 
On Auiiol's Agency - 34,^q6 

On Beilis- Agency . 


Total 3^.54.1,096 
He had colle£fed the fcvcr.1l inms into 
one total, foi the puipol'e of fhewing, 
that when Mr. HaJftu.gs, by the plunder 
of the Begums, and all the mafs of ini- 
quity that attended it, obtained 500,000!. 
hchad Iquandcied a greater fimi in five 
inllances only. He had already (hewn, 
that by the Bullock Contrail he entailed 
a greater aniuiai expence than the 
amount of the lubfuiy iinjuftly exj^ted 
ficmCheyt Sing, and reduced his fuc- 
ccffoi to (he aiiernative of providing for 
that expence out of the ordinary reve- 
nues, or of coruinuing a fiiblidy cen- 
tral y to public faith, Hib plea for many of 
hib oppitfilve attswas State necefiiry.But 
he w.is not to avail himfejf of a necel« 
fity which he had created by corruption. 
Ti.e Commons ha.i now prcTented acorn, 
pletc piirure of ihe government of Mr. 
H.illiii^s. 1 ill this Chaige was in evi- 
dence, it was not complete. It was now 
in full proportion and in proper colours. 
In the confidence that they had done all 
thi^, that they h.ad dune all that was re- 
quifite tor fubfiaiitial jiifiice, and redreft 
of wrong, they had been cautious of de- 
^heir end, by too curious a piir- 
fuit of all that they might have purlued. 
In the two firlt Articles, they bad 
(hewn his tyranny and want of faith ; in 
the third, his peri'onal guilt in taking 
money forhimfelf ; and in the laft, they 
had met his defence of State riccefiity, by 
(hewing that, if necetfity txifted, it was 
the confcqucnce of corrupt prodigality 
th.u it w'as the confequence of Turns la- ^ 
vifheil to attach a party to his intereft, 
to enable him to defy the law, and fecurc 
vrealth foully gotten by foul means. In 
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tW» prorecutlOA they had miny difncul- 
ties to lurmount, «nd miiH i'ee thccc^ii- 
clulion of it with fomt- faiisri6lion— 
when the t.iik of invtftigjHtion was trans- 
ferred to their Lordfhips, when they 
weie to comulete and confirm the exti- 
tions ot the Coinnn/iis to improve the 
Government ot India, to ^ive to the na- 
tives peace and propertv, aiiii iVcuri the 
public virnie of their own coviiiii y a£;ainit 
the contagion of evd >.’• » 'I lie 

appioach of this pcrioii they Jaw with 
plc.ifnii?, with the h:lhft confidence in 
their J on'ftnps* honour, and h'miy per- 
iuaded tint ifieir decifion would convince 
tlioJe who feem to think A7A// tam faric- 
turn quod non I'iolariy nihil tarn nninhum 
^uod non exM'^nari pecunia pojffit—^ttint 
jt was neither to be invaded by fear, nor 
uiuhnnined by inilucnce. To their 
Lordfnips the Commons now committed 
the priioi e: ; to their Loidihips tltey gave 
the opportunity of conhrining the opi- 
nion which the world entertained ot their 
juda.ment and their juftice. They had 
not (luunk from the obloquy of the 
pio/eciition. 'I'hey had lillened only to 
thtf fuggclbons of tluty to the people of. 
Grc'tt rrnHin, whoic inteiTll it was that 
con nation Ihould be repretied, and the 
people ot India protected not plundered, 
govM iicd not oppicdVed. 

Air. Buikc now addrelTed the High 
Couit in a very Hioit Ipetch. He laid, 
that all 'he Managers hcie ch led their 
Chaiges, 'I'hey did not proceed to any 
uiheroJ the Articles and ihey approached 
this day viili a mixtme of confidence 
and lo'.icitiule — ccr-fideri'c in the jullice 
of then crude — ... .I folicitude that the 
higlielt Coiiif whicli the Coi.ltitution 
knew would V ndicate, not ineieiy the 
piln-iplts of Gov'^nmient, but the dif- 
penfaiions of Piovkleuce ; and would 
fltew, that the terriiuiy lb remote which 
PiOMdeiice iiad lubjttffed to (liedoininun 
of Great :?iitain, oui Govtrnii.enr had 
pneigy and ability to psoiedt and cherifiij 
—to flirvv ihrtt the j'.Hicliuu <d tw'O coun- 
tries I'o rem' re, was not unnatur.l ar.d 
luonlboiis — out ot the fettled c'lHkr of 
things, and produi^tive only of evil and 
palampy to both— but that the jn inciplcs 
cf 'our Contli^unon had loch vigour .tnd 
L iftiv tty, that the arm ot Bii*dh juftice 
s yould extend even to die molt dulant re- 
gions of the carih, and manifefi the dig- 
pity. the power, and the pareniai feelings 
of I he country. They approached this 
day, when they weie to coafe troin their 
iabouis with fatistaiHon — not becaui’e 
they weik fatigued with the duty— nor 


hccaiife they llirunk. from the other parts 
of the Charges which they originally 
brought to their Lord fhipo bar— but be- 
caufe they were ardently folicitous that 
the unh ippy becaiife guilty mau (tlie 
piifoacr at the bar) migiu conic to his 
defence — that the juftice due to his 
C'inies might not be delayed— and that 
their Loidlhips might be lelieved from 
the fevere part which they had lo fulfil 
in this national profeciuiun, 1 he life of 
man ncctlfirily fhoitened their iaboiirs-- 
they were ically dn.'iitjus tobi*iiig it to a 
conclufion, iind they yielded a cheerful 
obedience 10 the Honourable the Houfe 
of ComnioriS in here doling their accu- 
faiions, and calling on Waircn Saltings 
for his Defence. 

What new mode of defence he meant 
to let up, he was utterly at a lofs to an. 
tic pate. The piifoner's life had been 
chvcriified with alternate crime and apo- 
logy j for even when in the meridian of 
his caieer, every a6l of his life was a 
crime againft theordersof his employers; 
and he was immediately called cn for an 
explanation, and an apology.— Such had 
been his courfeof life, and in every mea- 
liire he had been condemned by his em- 
ployers, and reprimanded, umil now, 
that he w'as brought to the )aft agonizing 
fliugglc, Ibleinnly accui'ed, im, reached, 
tried, and convi6lcd, by the Commons 
of England. It was here, as he had 
laid, that his had been a life of Im- 
peachment — for his trial had not begun 
will) the Charges hiDUprhi to their Lord- 
fhips bar. His whole life had been f'pent 
brtween tlw commiifion of Climes, and 
the tlefcnce of them. Never was man, 
in tnitli, Jo pioinpr and ready with his 
defence — 01 who cliarigeil the form of his 
deience with lb much fai-iliry. 

When an enqniiy was made by the Of^ 
fitvrs of the Grown into his coiidu^l, he 
came forwird with an apolngy. And 
when tht lloiifeol Commons t-.’ok up the 
biiiiiieia, and took it up in th^ l.iirtft way, 
having all ihe'Chirges againfthim, to- 
gether with all his apologies urdtr iheir 
cuiii'ideiaiion, and when they were me-- 
thoiiizing 5r.nd piiiring them into foim, he 
came forth unr lk^d. wiih another an- 
fwei. This was delivered by hinilclf-— 
detailed — divided-.-and arranged un- 
der fptcific heads. They weie read to 
the HouJ'cby his confidential fi lends. But 
n.j looiKi- were the Charges brought to 
their Lord ft) I p$’ Bar, than^he came forth 
again, ar.d defired to falfify every de- 
fence he had made, to remove them from 
their LorJihips* table^-stnd that they 

WOUI4 
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would confiJcr him as having made no fibly gmnt It. It was highly imporfanf 
defence at all. to him, in his prefent •fituation, that ho 

Now he is to make his laft defence — the (hoiiM learn their Loi dfliips' pleafure on 
defence which he muft (tand to — and he his Petition, that he might confoim him- 
confelTed he was anxious to hear what felf thereto in preparing his defence. At 
that defence could be. He complained any rate, he humbly fucplicatcd their 
of the hard language which had been Lordfliips, that they would indulge him 
ufed againft him in the ceiiife of the pro- with appearing at lead: one day more at 
fecution. Hard language, was a mode their bar this year. He made his requeft 
of acciifation which would do him no in the event of their Lordlhips lelufmg 
harm( for, unlefs fupported by hard fa^ls, the prayer of his Petition, and he truffed 
ahiifive words would lecoi! on him who they would not think it prefumptuous 
ufed them, and would pafs like empty or unreafonable. 

air over the head of an innocent Hts H>s defence had been anticipated, and 
defence would fhew wnethcr tin; words remaiks made upon it, in a way which 
which had been ufed were defamatory or he could not confider as perfeftiy fair, 
not — and the Managers now c.dled upon He w’ould con*^ent hiinfelf for a moment 
him for his defence. They called upon wdth this fingle oblervation — that he 
him in the name of the Commons Houle would not attempt to juftify his afts by 
of Pailiament — they called upon him the plea ot State neceflity. Though the 
in the name of the Commons of K ipland necefiities of the Bengal Government, 
to irakc his defence. The M'^uageVs v^heii under his care, were many, vari- 
would not detain their Lordfhips hy any oiis, and urgent, he would not place 
enumeration of the Aiticles, ^ r of the his defence on that ground ; but would 
points which they had piovtd. 'Fhey left fhew, to the puie and perleft conviilioa 
them to their Lordfliips. They called of their Lordfhsps, that the meafii res fo 
upon the prifoner for his defence, referv- veliemently afperlcd, wer^ individually 
ing cnly to themfelves, their known and founded on honour, probity, and jultice 
unqueltionable right of replying to his -^and th it they were con I’onant with thq 
defence, of calling evidence if they ipiiit and principle of the authority and 
Ihould think pioper— and this light, in inlfru6lions with which he was inverted, 
its full and unqualified tlegiee, they If he failed to prove thi^, the harih 
claimed for themfelves in the name of the and hard terms which had been ufed 
Commons Houle of Parliament, and of againft him he muft acknowledge to 
ail the Commons of Great Britain. bejiiff. 

Here the Honourable Managers clofed As it was neceflTary for him to paiifc in 
the prufecution. the prefent moment, l e again fbiici^ed 

Lord Kenyon, who fit as Speaker of tadr Loidrtiips* indulgence ihat he might 
the Court of Iin^>eachment, faid to Mr. be peimott J to appear at le<.ft one Uay 
liartmgs, that it v</as now his time to mote durinr the pie^'ent Sd'fion at their 
make his defence. Loivi.Oiips* bar, and he would anKiouily 

Mr. Haftings faid, that the Petition w’^it lor theii judWi . 
which he had taken the lihvity to prefent A iuLffage was fent down from iho 
to their Lordfhips rtiil lay bcdoie them, Loids they returned to thdr Chain- 
and as they had not yer condrfceii(le<l to bei of P.ii liamciu that they would fit 
give their anfwer to its nrayer, he was again on riiuifday next, 
led to chcrifh a hope that they might pof- SEVt^NTT* 

♦ On the following day, Tuesday May 31, Lord King rofe, purfuant to the 
notice he had given this day, and begged leave to cdl their Lordihips* aicencion to a 
fubje6l which he cnnfidered of the greiicft magnitude and importance, not on account 
of the individinl who was molt intervlted in it, but as it rouerislly concerned their 
Lordfhips and eveiy fuhjefl in this country. He laid, thtt on a former day, he 

had the honour of prefeiumg a Pcii lun * from Mr. Halfings } wluch, alchougli tt lay 
upon the table, ftill he could not fay had eutiidy efcaped their LordHiips’ attention: 
he muft again bring the prayer of it under difcuflioii. He then expitinted on the 
great length of the trial, the hardfhips that the prifoner mull have fulTcrev-l, and the 
uncertainty of the period wlien it would be ended. He was aw.ire iliat ohjefl ons m^ghc- 
be made to the motion he intended to bring forward, 00 account of the pi obihie duration of 
Mr, Haftiings''s defence; but in order to do away chefe, and clear up tint point, he would, 
with the Imvo of the Houfe, read a letter which he had rece-v^d from Mr. Hillings on 
Chat fubjedl^ occafioned, as it Hated, by his having given notice of ius morion for (his day 1 
* For which the leader is referred 10 page 67. 


defencg 



SiTtKTY-TaiiiD Day* Mr. Haftinp rofe, and intrwted in« 

Thursday, Juno i. dulgence of their Lordfhips to allow him 10 

The evidtnce for Impeachment bein^ read irom his notes what he wiftied to offer 
•lofedi as bis dei'ence. Lord 

die principal part of the letter was rffpefling the time which he would reiinire to make hie 
defence ; which, without meaning to enter into any thing like a compromife, he would limit 
to fourteen days j or if thiC Houfe would not agree to that, to fcven, being extremely anxi:>us 
to bare the trial finilhed befoiethis fedion of Parliament was prorogued. His Lurdlbip 
adddd a few more obfei vations, and concluded by moving, That an humble addrefs 
be prefented to his Majefly, prayings that he would be gracioully pleafed not to pro- 
rogue the prefent parliament until the Trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. was brought to a 
Honclufion. 

Lord Grenville faid, he felt it to be his duty to rife as early as poflSblc, and give his 
dircdt oppodtion to the Noble Lord's motion for many weighty reafons, Tome of which he 
would (late to the Houfe as (hortly as poflible. In the fird place, tie conftdered any fuch addrefs 
as that moved by the Noble Lord, as an infringement upon t1\e Kmg's Prerogative, winch the 
circiimdance'rc referred to by no means warranted ; and in the 'next, if their Lordfhips were to 
agree to this addrefs, it could in no degree be attended with the effedt wbicii thofe who framed 
it intended it (hould ; and as to the propofiticn of limiting to a certain number of days, weeks, 
or any particular period, Mr. Hailings's defence, it was too abfurd to be attended to for a moment \ 
and it it had been a praAicable thing, would it nut be an infult upon the dignity of the Houfe, 
and the honour of (heir Lordfhips, were they to enter into any fuch compromife, by whatever 
siame it might be called, as that propofed by the Noble Lord for the prifoner ? He had 
faid. even if it was practicable, but certainly no man could fay it was. How did Mr. 
Haftings know the queftlons in evidence that his defence might occafien on tlie part of the 
Houfe of Commons, or the delays that their Loidthips might think necelTary to examine and 
argue the nature of fuch queAions } This furely the prifoner could know nothing of $ and iheir 
Lurdfhins well knew that great par,t of the delay which had taken place was occalioned by the 
Tarious qoeftions that arofe in the coui fe of the trial, which required to be difculfed in their 
Lordlbips* Houfw', and obliged them to intenupt the proceedings for the time.-— Was it not polTi* 
ble, or rather, was it not very probable, that many queilions of that nature would occur in the 
future proceedings in that bufinefs } And would any man, after this, treat that vague idea of 
finifliing it in a limited number of days, with any thing elfe but contempt ? So much be had 
fold only as (o the poflibility of the propofal Hated by the Noble Lord ; but when he was 
to fpeak of the dignity, or, wlnt was (lill of more confequence, the jndice of making fuch 
a compromife with a prifoner at their bar,fo as to oblige him to confine his defence to a certain 
number of days, when it wasfcarcely pcflible that he could H.ite any thing like a refutation to 
all chat he had been charged with, he was fure their Lordlbips would (hudder at the idea of 
pafliiig judgment either one way or otUer upon a perfon to whom they had not given an opportunity 
.to defend himfelf, after having been accufed in the moft folemn and ferious. manner.. .All this 
however refpedled (heir Lordlhips merely } hut were the Houfe of Commons to be left entirely 
out of the confideration ? Might not they, by their Managers, alfert their claim of replying 
to the defence of Mr. H^flings ? and might they not go Hill further, .‘ind alfert their claim to 
call more evidence in th?r reply, as well as to comment upon, or refer to any evidence that 
had formerly hern given ? bucU a claim the Commons certainly had ; there were pre. 
cedents of its Jiaving been made, and there was no reafon to think in this inflance, 
that if the Houfe of Commons thought it requifitc, they would not alfert it in their reply. 
Who then could have the confidence to fay, that the defence or reply would be finilhed in 
a certain number of days, weeks, or months ? Their Lordlhips knew well, that on fome of 
the Charges, the (peeches extended Co fuch length, as to occupy their Lordfhips* attention for 
days; and this he did not mention as ridicule, beciufe the trial was certainly coududed by 
men of as much ability, infoimaiion, and conllitutional knowLdge, as any tri.l could be | 
and therefore, had they not thought it abfolucely necelfary to purfue (he line which 
they followed, ,.th<^y would not have done it. Upon the whole, after a variety of obferva- 
tions upon the fubjed of Hie addrefs, and the nomberlefs inconveniences that would attend 
fuch a mode of procedure, be contended, that agreeing to it would be an infiing^mcnt on 
the preiogative of the Crown, in a manner that was improper, if not wrong; .-ind upon 9 
poiuc, that of proroguing Pailiament, in which, of all others, they had the leafl right to inter- 
fere, and particularly when their Lordlhips molt fee that it was delegating (hat prerogative 
tot fevcral different powers, none of whom had the fmalleft right to exercife it. It waa 
nothing iborc of veiling the K ng's prerogative in Mr. 2a the Managers^ in the 
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. l<ord K?nyoq, who prafided in the abfence ,, 
of the Lord Chancelloi'i defirod Mr. Haftings 

to proceed. <* HOW painfully |ne7er I may feel my 

Mr. Hallings theni from a written paper^ difapixiiatmenc tn not being able to bring 'my 
proceeded in nearly the following words • defence before your Lordlhips during the 

continuance 


Houfe of Commons, and in their Lordlhips, thereby making the Parliament completely 
independent of the Crown with regard to its own exigence; an encroachment upon the Royal 
prerogative, which it would be no lefs improper than it would be indecent to undertake. • 

Y Stanhope, when he came down tu the Houfe, did not mean to have faid a word in this 
debate, nor would he have rifen, but for the very extraordinary and wonderful dodtrine which 
his Noble Friend and Relation had laid down, in what he had juR now faid. Their Lordlhips 
had been toid, what he never would hear with patience, or pafs in hleoce, that they, or the 
ocher Houfe of Parliament, had no right to advife the King upon the exercife of any of his 
prerogatives; a dodlrine which was of the moR mifehievous tendency, and ought no fooneir 
to be heard than reprobated ; and his L'>rd(hip undertook to convince their Lordlbips, if an^ 
doubt could remain amongR them on that point, that what the Noble Secretary had faid oa 
the impropriety of Parliament giving their beR advice to the Throne, was a very unconRiiutidiiA 
way of fpeaking in that Houfe. As to the objefl of the prefent addrefs to (horteu the Trial df 
Mr. HaRings, he believed every body wilhed it as much as he did ; though, perhaps, aU'of thciir 
Lordlhips had not made it their bnfmefs to attend that Trial foconRantly as he had done, havidg 
never been five minutes abfent from it. He had alked Mr. HaRings* CounfelTome days agd^ 
wliat time the defence would require, and they could not tell him ; upon which he certainty 
had. determined to vote againR any .addrefs for the continuance of the fillion until it wdt 
concluded t now, however, he had changed his mind, when he heard the Noble Lord RSCCf 
from the beR authority, chat it would only require feven days, if their Lordlhips thought proper 
not Co grant more : from this, therefore, he was inclined to vote for the addrefs, but at tke 
fame time thought that it might be amended, fo as to be more likely to meet with tht 
concurrence of both Tides of the flonfe : the amendment he would propofe was, that thi 
Parliament might not be prorogued until Mr. HaRings had finilhed his defence. 

Lord Mulgravc replied to Lord Stanhope in a fpecch of confidcrable length. 

^ Lord Hawke faid, it was feldom that he troubled their Loidfhips, and he did not mean ns 
detain the Houfe long on the prefent qutflioa. — He certainly agreed with the Noble Earl, 
chat the Houfes of Parliament had a right to advife, though not to dlRate to the Crown ; and 
upon fucli occafions it had been ufual when an addrefs, like the prefent, was prefented to the 
Throne, to have for anfwer, that his MajeRy had received their addrefs, and would be gracioufly 
pleafed to take it into confideratuHi ; and this had generally been aqcompanied with his defire 
to proceed in the bufinefs to which the addrefs related, with all convenient diTpatch. With 
the leave of the Noble Lords who had fpoken before him, he would move an amendment, ro 
leave out all the words after ** That an humble addrefs,** and that there be inferted ocher 
words, fo that the motion thus amended would Rand, ** That an humble addrefs be prefented 
to his MajeRy, humbly to Rate to his MnjeRy, that the Commons having clofed their evidence 
upon the Tiial of 'Warren Hallings, Efq. and this Houfe being defirous to proceed to the 
hearing of his defence, this Houfe humbly requeRs that his Majeily will be pleafed to take 
the fame into his Roy<il confideracion.'* 

Earl Stanhope and Lord King, approving of the amendment, withdrew their motions^ with 
the leave of the Houfe, and (he qucRion being put, 

The Marquis of Lanfdowne rofe. He faid, he knew nothing of an intention to move Rich 
an addrefs as chat now before their Lordlhips, until he faw by the newfpaper that morning 
the notice that had been given of it. la his mind, none of the Noble Lords who had yet 
fpoken in the debate had taken up the bufinefs in a proper point of view. As Co the 
extraordinary doRrine that the Noble Secretary had introduced into the debate, Rating, that 
their Lordlhips and the other Houfe of Parliament had no right to advife his MajeRy on the 
exercife of his prerogative to diflblve or prorogue Parliament, it was an alfertion that few would 
have made in that Houfe, and which he fcarcely, at his time of day,' expedled to have hi^rd 
from a MiniRer in his place ; but as that part of his fpeech had been very, properly and folly 
anfwered by the Noble Ear], he would not fay a fingle word more upon it, farther than thdt if 
it was admitted, and Minifters were allowed to come down to the Houfe with fucharguaaenti^; 
it vyas needlefs for their Lordlhips to meet or deliberate upon any fnbjedl of importance* co^ 
the country, as moR matters ^ importance might be fomehow conntded with the royal 
prerogative; and whether it was to point out the roinoas cooRoaeiiees of i ttoflSaa war^ 
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individaali fupported even by the faU of 
jndice, tn a Tnal which is become of fuch 
magnicude an4 confi'qusnce as to attvaA the 
srteiuion and alsrm the intcrcds of thoufandSt 
could not exptdi; and 1 do iherefoie^ with 

the 

(he necefl^ty for eftabliftiing a peace— or any other bufinefs of equal ronreqneuce to the 
<U>untry, where the advice of Parliament might be uft ful and proper, the Miniilers would Ceil 
(hem^ You have no ngh* to interfere with the King's preiogarive ; in our opinion, ourowi^ 
condudl has not occafioned circnmllances that wairantyout advice;" and thus, inllead o? 
calling together Parliament upon any great emergency, the prcfcm MiniOers meant to introduce 
a nety method, and fend them about their bufinefsas u^elefs and troublefome body, when 
(hey had much work upon their hands, which they, no dituh% could cairy on much better 
yrithout any Parliament : this he took to be the precise A.*te of the Nisblc Lord's tlod)rine,~— 
As to the Impeachment, he was foiiy that Noble Lords, both to night an<i on ihe^ueftion 
jqf Abatement, feemed to have a* great de^il too nuirh feeling and confidcration for Mr, 
Raftings; and regretted much, that any poflibility of bunging the Trial to a fpeedy conclimon 
^would deprs'e him of making fo proper nnd rumple a defence, as they t\i(lied him to have an 
opportunity of doing. Now, with all tdue fnbmillion to thtir (upv.rior judgment and 
humanity, he thought he mig’,!, without any g eat dangei to Mr. -Haftiiigi^, or ciie caufe of 
jullice, fugged, that if he w is content to hntfh nis defence in a given time, he and his Counfel 
might be allowed to know whether fncli a proceeding wa'. likely to be of T rvice to his caufe 
.or not.— Ac sny rate he could not avoid faying, that by making luch a propof^L Mr. Haflings 
feemed to have a confcionUiefs and reliance upon his own innoc"nce, which induced him even 
to truft his defence, fneh as it might be in the ihorc rime he was to m.ike it, not only to their 
liordfhips, but open to |he reply of the Mnnagers, and efpecially if, as the prefeiu motion 
plated, the defence only was to be made this fttlion, and that and the acciifatiop to be in their 
poflefl^nn all (he intermediate (pace; which he owned was certainly, however qrifavourablc 
opotherwife to Mr. Hadiugs, a much fairer way of making up theii minds a^d preparing for 
the folemn talk of jadgmentj than from any notes tlut they might have taken at different times 
Jn the courfe of the Trial. He faid, theie was one point with regard to the whole of this 
9ong«Cominued perfecuti'^n,— (Here Lord Hardvsickc called ihi: Noble Lord to order, anil 
Whether it was decent to apply foch an exprefTionto the Trial and Proceedings of both 
Ifoofesof Parliament The Mc^rquis faid, he would call it proL'cution then, if the Noble 
|,ord preferred the,word; but) what he meant to fay wis concerning a point wherein the 
‘goi)duA of thofe of the prtfem Adminidration who had taken part in fuppi^iting this 
Impeachmenti appeared to him to he incunfnlent; which was, that it was notorious that tha 
very fame meafures and fyftem of Government for which Mr. Hadiiigs liad undergone this long 
pirocradled Trial, were now purfuing in Ind’a, approved by the povernmenc there, and 
fandtioned by the Board of Conrruul a; home. A^s to the Cc<minons, he thought if their 
X^onldilps weie as clear of the propriety to conclude the bofinefs as fpeedily ss polTible, they 
would certainly '<«grce to this addrefs. The Com.mons hau exhibited Twenty Articles againd 
JAr. Hadings, and were now content tofum up and hnidi their piofecuiion, when only Four 
' bad been gone chmugh. As to their ciaim of reply, and bringing evidence ader Che defence 
yvas concluded, thougii he did not mean to fay that there would be no fuch cUim, he thought 
tht kfs it was infilled upon the. better, and tint it was a claim not to be afferted before ^ny 
btl^r Court \y the kingdom in any criminal cafe, except in the cafe of Impeachment. And 
certainly, he concluued on this point, If it had evei been a claim founded either on j^^Aice or 
reefon, it would have been intrmiuced into the Couits below ; for, in his mind, there was liitle^^ 
diflb'ence to the fubjeA, whether he was to b« tried in that lloufe or any where elfe. Having 
treated the conduct of MunAry withagoml dealofafpenty, faid, thit it muA appear obvious 
to every perfon ^icquainted with the prefent fitn.ition of this and other countries, tliat the 
Impe chinent had luithing to do with the proruga' ion of Parliament ; there were other reafons 
lor adi4«un)iugi tht> knew the anxiety and alarm that prevailed all over the country} they 
^*.])cnew tb^ we bad a Aec( ready to fail at the (horteA notice, and that the country was Ukely 
eU^r to befuddenly embroiled in a rainous and bin^thcDfome war, or aiiditionally loaded with 
g.ite expqn'ce of fruitlefs arroam**nis, to hack the mockery of their bullying threats and 
demands } all which they hkewife knew moA induce the' people^ and thofe wbpfeducy it is 
wac^h oyer their intereAs, to make fome enquiries that would not be either pleafmt or 
proAuWe to tliejr rid culous, wild, ami miAaktn politics. Knowing this, they had wifely 
.oetermine<i to prorogue Parlianaeot|i' add bjf thofe means get rid of all enqairy| the refuU of 
’ ■ • • ^ ' • . . - • 


continuance of the prefent fefAon, I neverthe*. 
lefs believe it to have been an indalgeoce winch 
your LordAiips woulcf, if you could, have 
granted} but which it was not in your power 
(o graotf without fuch a facridce as an 



patient and refiiaftfal fobiniOlioii, 

bow tfi your ileterminatinn 

** 1 am chaiikful fcr your allowance of this 
One day in adiluion to the prtfent (tnion.— -1 
hope in fucti a m^inntr to avail myfelf of it as 
to'CompenlVve to your Lordlh'p*^ no lefs than 
to for the trouble of ihis (hurt attend- 

ance, and to induce yom Lorchhips tu pat an 
end ipeeilily, and for ever, to my long and 
. Unexampled prolecuiion 
I It i^ras noi my intention, had your Lord- 
fhip{» coiT))ilied with the prayer ol my pe- 
tition, to bring laboured defence before you, 
applieu to every aliv giition in the Articles of 
the profecution. Neither could 1 hope that 
youi Loidihipsi would endure the time which 
Would be requned for it; iini could 1, if 1 
Would, pi odui'e all (he evidence wh'Ch wouid 
be neceffary for Inch a mode of defcoec. — 
Of ih riy-four genilemeu who compofe the 
lilf of witnellLs, whom 1 h^d oi<g'n.dly le- 
ledcd fur examination, to the ditlerenc and 
fucccllive allcKations ol the charge, fome are 
dead ) fomc returned to then tervice in Indn } 
others after an annual, hut fmolr-fs .md dif- 
heartening attindancc, difpeifed m unknown 
parts of thtfe kingdoms, or, foi aught that 1 
can tell, in the lemoter regions of luiropc*.— > 
Thole whole aurndance I could Migage are 
vciy few in number, chiefly gentlemen c<in- 
neded With me by the habits of familiar in- 
tercourfe, and their teltimoiiy, fort hut reufon, 
^ liable to be depnciated by the licence uhich 
the Managers liaveaffumed with the chan'dters 
of thole, even of then oA-n wnnefles, whole 
evidence lias not anfwered their expedatum 
of it. 

** Thefe, though competent to fpeak in my 
behalf 111 matreis ol comparatively leisimporc- 
ance, may be uoacquiinCed with the gi eater 
points ID niy defence. My evidence,, however 
f^eleded, could nut he fo compleie as it might 
have been, upon fome points, becaufe tiiofe, 
from U'lium itronger teflimony might have 
been delivered, are no longer wi.hin my reach. 

In fiicb cafes, would your Lirdlhips 
admit It as an excui'e for iiifuili>:'<ent evi- 
dence, that J fhouid have hnd better to 


prodooe, had iifjr Trial bden brot^hl tiritjyd 
the compafs ut a regfotiable time front Il| 
commencement.^ Would it hai« beeulf 
pt.rmitted tome, forinftaned, to produce thl^ 
minutes taken by my Counfel ahd Solicitor^' 
though attefted^ by (hem upoh oath, of thd 
examination of the late Lie uienaiic- colonel 
Eaton to a fenes of a61s comrti/.ced under hit 
immediate notice, and all proving inebntefli- 
bly tho dif ffe£Vion of Cheyt Sing, aiid ai 
determinate plan to er^fl his mdependenceoo 
our external aiidk'owng difliculttes? Yet 
1 have no other fo ilrong Co i Co thefe 
points in coi roboration of that ofVjiicb your 
Lurdinips arc already in^pofleffion i nd o£ 
this 1 nm deprived, not by any neglei^.t, ot 
«^ther C:tu1e which could be imputed to nie^ 
bm only b> the efTc^l of that unparalleled 
injury which 1 have fuffcrt il, by the exten* 
fion of a criminal Trial beyond the chances ol 
duiaiion in human life. 

“ This difadvaniage, which every patt 
year has augmented, every coming year will 
continue tw augment, if i: has not already 
attained (hat pDint, at which any evidence 
which i could Cull, would be ineffefliial td 
the real ufes of it. 

Nor IS It of the infufficiency of any 
future evidence only that 1 complain. Even 
of the pai\, I m .7 exprefs my fear that much 
mol) be oblitciated, and the whole rendered 
obteure fiom the various lapfes of time fince 
it was delivered, and from the impolTibiliry of 
dlftinguifhing accurately between the rfme’Vn* 
braiice of proofs, and tlie remembrance of 
meie allega.ions. 

** Every ye^r ha*- taken from mo fomc of my 
Judges. New have fucceeded, fome by 
crc.^Cion, fume by inheritancr, and others by 
election. None of your Lordftiips wilt fup- 
po!e 1 mean any dilrefpeA, when 1 obferva 
(hat (helc cannot be fuppofed to poflefs, dt to 
be capable of aciaining^ the fame knowledge 
of the pad proceedings as thofe who have 
attended to them from the beginning \ and 
every obdrudtion to that knowledge is an 
injury to my caule, if mihe is, as 1 aflert it CO 
be, the caufe of truth. 


wh'ch might force them to fay nr do any thing tlut was likely to give fatisfa^ioh to the people 
or to Patliamenc. 

Lord Grenville entered into a warm ai^d fpirited defence of thofe who had filpported the 
j Impeachment in the Houfe of Commons, where he had the honour to be at that time j aod 
I if there were any amongft their Lorufhips who felt that the ctnfure came Home to them, tu 
■ would he forry foi it j however, he did not believe there was one in the Honfe who codi*' 
•ccule himfelf of having done any thing in that bufinefs, that was inconfident either with hii 
honour or duty. The illiberal ;nd unhindfome infinuations of the Noble Lord would havf 
but little effect, being equally groundlcfs and mifapplied. He denied, that he hid in his forntei 
fpecch aflerced, that Parliameni had iiu right to give advice to the Crown. What he (aid waS] 
tha^ fome fort of delicacy fhouid beobferved in meddling with the ICmg's prerogative, excepi 
when circumltances wairanted their interference, and that he faw ho necelTuy fur it on thii 
,.t€cafiun. 

ueftioD Was then put, and the notion for the addtefs hbtatived withodt a diviflcfl. 

Mi Wit 



With many examples of the uncer- 
Wnty d t Sanaot help at) verting 

to my own. 1 thanit God that I have 
had a more equal portion of health fince tlie 
GqmfA^cemtnt of this Trial, than, cnrifulcr- 
ing the broken (late of my conditotion, my 
a^anced age> and the vexations of a fix-ycars 
rrofecotion, I could have reafonably hoped to 
ppffe6« Yet I have not been wholly exempt 
horn fuch warnings as mi^ke me dread to trufl 
to the contingency of another year, the chance 
of an event fo necelfiry to my peace of mind, 
as the teraj|)^^‘<’" this tedious profecution^ 
if by any ’’prefent effort 1 can obtain it from 
your LoriKbips. 

For thefe reafons, and others operating 
with a (Ironger force n.pon my mind, though 
unneceifar/j and, perhaps^ lefs fitting to he 
detailed to your Lordfhips, I have formed the 
refolution, for which I follcited my app^'ar- 
ance on this day, before your Lordfhips, and 
for which I am alons refponfible, whatever 
may be the event of it. 

*< 1 deem it jud to my Counfcl to declare, 
that although, in all matters of a legal nature, 
I (hould rely moft implicitly upon their 
advice; and although 1 have no Itis leliance 
Upon their perfonal zeal and atc.ichment than 
pn their prOfeiTional talents, yet in this in- 
fl9hce 1 have followed the iinpulfe of my own 
judgment alone, without the aid of theirs, and 
even againU it; for it was not a decifion 
fubjedt to the rules of legal pia^lice, but urged 
by internal c< nfiderations, of the force of 
which 1 alone coald be the judge. 

If they could have m. de my cafe fo ab- 
fblutely their own as to have felt the fame 
impreffion of it upon their minds, thit ic 
might make upon mine, dill th'::y could nut 
advife me to adl upon that impreflion with 
hazards by which X alone might he the fuf- 
ferer, and wh'ch it might be pofFible to avoid 
by wailing to n difianC, (hough indefiniie, 
feafonior a furer lei min.ition of my Trial, by 
a regular and detailed procefs. 

** My LordSf a great poition of my life has 
paffed among a people with whom it is an 
eftablifhed and favourite maxim, that spei ot 
htjuflicc i; bitter than taxuV justice. 

I (hall not adopt this fentimenc in the 
jiceral extent of it; nor from your Lordihips 
ihall 1 expert other than, at lead, intentional 
juftice : but even to your Lardlhips, highly as 
revere ycur authority, and trud to the 
purity of your deci£on, 1 will dare to avow, 
.that I bad mther expofe myfelf to the hazard 
of your prefent condemnation, if 1 thought 
there was a hazard of it, than wait to another 
year for my acquittal, with the uncertainty, 
that even that year would conclude the Trial. 

But with far different expedlations, 1 
j|ew decUrt to your l^rdflupsi that 1 am 


willing and defirous to wave my defence t^ 
the charge preferred againd me by the Com* 
roons of England, and to refer myfelf to your 
Lordfhips* immediate judgment, if your Lord* 
(hips will he gracioully pleafed to proceed to 
immediate judgment upon it. 

** For my acquittal 1 trud mod confident- 
ly to the evidence adduced by my profecuters 
themfelvea'om. ke good their charge; having 
myfelf lillened with an attention fcarce ever > 
relaxed, or diverted from the proceedings; ^ 
and being fatisfied, that not one criminal alle- 
gation of thecliarge has been edablifhed againd 
me, and almod evciy one refuted by their 
own evidence, either by the replies of their 
oral witnefies, or by the written documents, 
or their context, added by the vigilance of my 
Counfcl to the partial and mutilated extradls 
from them which were introduced by ih© 
Managers. 

Your Lordfhips will try my condudl by 
the evidence which my accufers have brought 
before you — not by their fpeeches. They 
were fent by their employers to accufe me, 
and to prove their accufations, not to revile me, 
much lefs to expatiate with all the licence 
of unredrained declamation upon crimes 
which their conditiients had not author.zed 
them to charge againd me. But although I 
have reafon from my own obfervation to be- 
lieve, that their laboured invedtives produced on 
your Lordfhips’ minds impreflions favourable , 
to my caufe, in proportion as they were con- ^ 
tradiided by the evidence before yon, yet it 
waanot to your Lordihips* hearing alone that 
their invcAives were direfted. 

It is the cudom of this country, and 1 
applaud and admire the motive and the end 
of it, that the Court before which the Trial is 
heard, (hould be open and free of accefs to the 
whole world. But, my Lords, this cuftom 
puts my fame and honour at iffue with other 
judgments than your Lordfhips, and their 
judgments are formed not like yours, upon 
calm invedigatioQ, and cool unbiased wifdom, 
decided on the evidence only which has been 
dated; no, my Lords, the audience come 
with other minds, and with different motives. 
They come to hear the declamations of in • 
ve6live, and to be amufed by the ingenuity of*, 
the orators. Bold affertions, however un- 
founded and unjud, are believed by them^ 
becaufethey are boldly made, and heard with- 
out refutation or denial. Milled by the arts 
of eloquence, they are deceived into opinions, 
of which it is imprffible they can either deleft 
the fallacy, or perceive theimpofition. 

" They are pleafed and deluded by the 
talents of the orator { and whatever prejudices 
he wi(hei to create in their minds, they of 
necefiity receive, and, after theeutertainmeiib 
of the dajj depart with their pafilons in- 

flamed, 



Aamedf to tomtnuo^ate their effe^ls t6 the 
circle of their acquaintance, 

1 know your Lordihips do not confider 
fuLh declamations as any legal proofs, and I 
am confident you will not fuffer them to 
make the flighted impreflion on your judg- 
ments $ hut is it poilible that the general effed 
of them thus fpread abroad, can fail' to em- 
bitter my life, and my peace in fociety, 
as long as the Trial hits, by producing all the 
ill confequeiices on the public opinion, of a 
condemnation ? for 1 fear, my Lords, that the 
axiom of the Englilh law, that every one Lto 
be prefumed innocent until he is proved 
guilty by his Judges, will weigh but little 
when oppofed to prejudices fo conceived and 
difleminated. 

“ It is impoffihle for me to refer Judges of 
this defciiption, and unuecelfary for me to 
refer your Lirdfliips, for the tru: criterion of 
niy conduft, to the real and legal piocclh; I 
mean to the evidence adduced, and adduced 
even by my profecutors themfelvcs j and I 
dare to lepeaf, iluit this evidence alone is 
fufficient for my a< qu ita!, fo far as it ?x ends ; 
and that where it does not acquit, it does not 
in a Angle inflance operate to iny conviction, 

“ My Lords, the delay Ins, in fomc maa- 
fure, been imputtd to myfelJj how unjnilly 
is known to your Lordflnps, and to who 
have attended this Trial . It has been f jid that 
1 might have anfwered Article by Aiticl-^ — 
That propofal wai rejected by my Counfel, 
who alone werecap'ible of judging of its pro- 
priety : but, my Lordi, who couU ha.e 
thought that four feflions wnoid el.ipfe betorc 
1 ftumid have an opponuinty of anfweiing ? 
There was no precedent in the hiftory of this 
kingdom of a criminal TriM lafting rveii 
through one fellion of Paiiiament, much kfs 
through five, 

“ It was impoflible for me to avail royfdf 
of the experience of others in this c ife, though 
poflerity may avail itfclf of mine. But, my 
Lords, with refped to wilful dela^ on my 
part, there never was a -moie un‘’Gunded 
alfcrtion ; for whil/l my accufers have their 
expenccs borne by the public *, I am conti- 
nually wafting my priv its fortune, and that 
fo rapidly that evei y day's delay -mounts loa 
fine. Thtscircumftsnce alone was fufT.cicnt 
to exculpate* me from every of delay 

and piocuirtination : and ihis circumftaiicc, 


my Lords, Contributes its (hard (though I ovnij 
but a fmail (hare) in urging meco folicit yuui^ 
immediate decifion,' . ^ 

« My Lords, it w<^uld be an cndlefs talk xi 
enumerate all the items of accufation whicit 
have been made ufe of againft me during thi 
coui fe of this long and tedious Trial. 1 liavof 
been reprefented by one of the Managers (w 
ufe his own terms) as an Encyclopzdia of 
Criminality. It is, however, genci ally ipeak- 
lag, fufficient for the perfon acciifed to giv« 
a geneial denial to gencr.-l charges. But itt 
will not t. kii up much time to ftate to you* 
Lordfliips, the fubftaiiceof the general charge# 
fo olten repeated, and fo loudly proclaimed 
at your Louliliipi>’ bar, and to the public. 

Vou have been told chat I have ruined 
and depupuUitcd the provinces entrufted Id 
my circj tli^it 1 have v.olated treaties, and 
brought difgracc and diferedit upon the Britiil| 
name in India ^ that L have opprefTed thq 
native mlubitants by my extortion, or arbi-^ 
tiary demand:, of money ; that I liave waftei 
the public tieafure by profufioni and Cha^ 
have been p.uiUy of difobedience to the ordt^^ 
of my fupei loi s. Thi>. is the fubftance of t ^ 
general charges urged againll mej and iti«^ 
gieat tiAppIiiefs and comfort tome th.it 1 have 
It in my power to anfwer tliem by faClscd 
fucli public m-torlety, as to require no proof. 
My Lords, in i Jutation of the Fimsti 
nmi-’v, LhMi I M '.I- d die country committed 
to my .care, 1 netd only fay, 1 increafeJ the 
rev^*nues of my govern ment from throe tnil- 
H.,ns 10 five. They h^ive increafed fmee mg 
uepiirnirc, a. id an Hill incrcafiog; infallib^ 
proving thire*'y an increafed population, and 
a good g-ivej.iment in former years. Tla 
acct.uiits d d.veicd annually to the Hojufeel 
Commons iy the Minifter for India are, 
indeed, tl‘c befi anfwer th.st can poffibly bd 
given lo the Charge winch 1 am nowfpeakuil| 
of, ^ 

« In anfwer to my having violated treatietf 
and b:o\,gl.t difgnicc and diferedit on* thi 
iMi.ih II -non, I dcfire tohiform your Lord- 
iImi the letters of Mozt:l?ie- Jung f anl 
Fyzoola Cawn j- to my (ucceiror in oflio 
wcif* laid bnum; ilic lloufe of Cornnions.— 
Tl\ty requcltcd to be ticated by him as tlici 
lud been trc.Ud by me. To theft 1 <B;»; 
add, the ’.c-ttcr.s of Moodajee Ho. Hh J, ih 
S.-Vvieign ct Ikrar, to Mr, Maepheribo 


* The public have already p-iid, cn account only, above forty-five thoufand four hundre 
pounds for the cxpcnces jncuirc/l by ihe I rial, 

f Mozuffor Jung is tl.e Nabob of f ariucknbad, and Fyzoola Cawn theRohil'a Chief c 

Rampore, ' . 

Two of the Articles of impeachment have their u.ime?, but bolli have been abandoned by tli 


prefent Houfe ot C'cminonf , 

I Thefirft in rJidi* 'die Mahralia fea*l.U Chiefs ► 



Bin he (peakt Af me In the mod h(iii9Qra. 
tefim, and exprtfleaan aoxie.y for twf 
hh) far beyond the conTmon cou: fe of com. 
nc. If farther cedimony were rec^uifite, 
alfo quote the letters of Nizam 
dk ^ to his Majedy, and of Madiijee 
naJia f co his Majedy, and to the Compniy, 

; more drong'y exprelTive of their leufe of 
my jultice and good faith. 

> in anfwcr to the Charge of my having 
^refled the natives by exiortiMis and ex^c- 
I have to offer the teltimonials of all 
^kika ol people in India in my f..vour. 1 
^ftyour Lordfhips have not fnrjjotwhat my 
Kculer laid upon this luhj it two years ago. 
IVhen thefe rntmorials arrived, he felt the 
jiroighc of them He found the fiiuation of 
to accufer to he very aukward, when the 
people^ in whole name he had charged me 
nrith the grolfelt oppi - (lion, denied the truth 
Ilf his accufations. told youi Lordihips 
' lat the teliimnnial!i were extorted, and, in a 
hgoracive manner of Tpi^aking, he faid, th .t 
jj* the hands were yet wai m with me thumb - 
ferews that had been put on them." 

The abiurriity of this dcfclara'ion was 
Shch as to require no anfwer. My influence 
b India has lone ceafed. it ts veiy feldom 
that mank.nd aregratthil tnuugli to doevtn 
tomroon juflice to a fahen M iriler; and I 
^ieve there never was an mdance in the 
Iftnalsof human nature, of an injured people 
dfing up voluntarily to bear talfe telliinony in 
^▼Oiir of a dillanc and profeected opprefTor. 

^ In anfwcr to my having fquandered 
ay the public treafure, 1 have only to refer 
X Lordihips to the amount of the expences, 
j^vil and miiitary, of the government of 
llengal doling my adminifl'-ai on, and that of 
iby fuccelfjr. in peace ^l• 1 in v,ar: let the 
l^alance, which is vciy ccnOderable in my 
|bvour« determine whether I have been pro- 
fufe Ol cecnnomical. 

In anlwer co the general Clnrge of 
Hfdhedience to the orders of the Court of 
liredlors, 1 viU -* >r pretend to f«y that I 
ive in no h*' n- ' obviated from rheir in- 
'udfions ; mofl ii:Utic,clIy I have ; hut where- 
brer I have done lo, 1 rrolt 1 (hall be nWe to 
piAjfy ihofc deviations by the neceflity ^ the 
^e, and by the event. 

Thai the Couit ol Di'^e^ors w 'c fatif- 
j|ed with the gt-neraHint . I tern r of my 
is evident in>m t!i< ’uks vvhich i 
i^e be repeatedly hone . .i. . 'Ui by ibit 


** I have fefther to fay^ that the gbnet# 
fenfe of tlie Piopnetors has been at all times in 
my favour $ for 1 have had repeatedly their 
thanks aifo, in the fullefl and molt unqualified 
manner. 

My Lords, I am fenfible. that though I 
had the thanks and approbatibo of my fiipenors 
in many inflances, and though it is acknow* 
ledged by many of thofe who voted for my 
impeachment, that my Cervices were of the 
mmofl inr>ix>rcatice, and, in fadt, have pre- 
ferved India co this country, I am fenfibie, I 
fay, that notwitbflanding thefe thanks and 
fervicts, it is (till pfiflibleformetohavecom. 
mi ted many reprthenfible adtions, and that 
the periormauce of a choufand n^eritorious 
deeds, is no proof of innocence in other 
tranfiidtiuns. 

•* My Lords, although I have fully and 
irrefutably anfwered all the general charges 
urged againfl me, I cannot expedl you will 
give me credit for perfedt innocence in every 
paiticuLr inOance, unlefs that innocence were 
proved by evidence now before you j and it 
is with a view ol recalling your Lordihips’ 
attention to that proof, that 1 (hall now enter 
into a curfory exami'^at>on of the criminal 
points contained in the four fever.il Articles 
whicli have been bi ought before your Lord* 
Ihips. 

“ ltcann'>t be expedled 1 fhould rep’y, in 
the fpace of one day, to ev* ry minute alfe- 
gation which my accufers vvuuld have your 
Lordihips behold in a criminal point of view. 
The want o( time will not permit to go into 
a detail; and I mult therefore diredt my 
attention to the ?renc points nf criminality, as 
they ar called by my accufers. 

“ Tile firft Charge wHtch was brought 
before yoiu' Lordihips (lam forry to fay now 
more than three years ago) was, that refpedl* 
ing Benares— and the points to which cri- 
minaliry is imputed are principally thefe: 
That 1 violated a treaty with an independent 
IViDce, by unjuftly compelling him to' pay 
five larks of rupees annually for three years ; 
ihn 1 caufed his perfun to be arrefled, and 
that I intended to impofe upon him an enor- 
mous fine foi imputed delinquency ; that I 
expelled him from his country, and appoint* 
ed a fucctlT^r with a flipulation of fevenieen 
lacks of rupees advanced rent to the Com- 
pany. • 

“ My Lords, thefe are the fuppofed prin* 
cip:il points of criminality i!i the firlt Article. 
Thefe are not all; but the remainder are of 


The Chief or Subac. \ <», :| »»ince of Decan. 

‘V + A Mabratta Ci hoi ur, a ‘ gt uudai ‘cr^i^ory in the Weft of India, and conrie6led| 
luring tbc adiiuniftration Ol ^vir. Hallings, b** a i. par ate tre ary of alliance with the Corn-* 
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an inferior nature, and fo dependent upon 
tilt fe which 1 have enumerated, that "they 
fuuft Itand or fall together. 

My Lords, there is abundant evidence 
adduced by my prolccotors to (bevy that Cheyt 
Sing was not an independent Piince. He 
wa», as his falhei and grandfather had bten, 
the vaitil of Sujah Dowlah. 1 he diftridts of 
Benatesaiiit Ghazepore were tiaiisferrrdro our 
goveinment by the picfeiic Nabob of Oude, at 
a tune when 1 niyleJf could not he anfwera- 
ble tor any of the adfs of Adininiiiiatiuu, be- 
ing then in a minoniy. 

** My Lords, it is true that my accufi rs 
tooK inhuite pains to piove ihat Cheyt :mig 
was made independent of our government in 
every refpe^V, except that of pacing to it an- 
nually twenty -three lacks of rupees, and that 
we had irrevocably bound ouilelves di>w'n not 
to exact, in any cafe whatever, al.tigcrfum 
ihiin tiiac ju(i mentioned. All this body of 
proof IscolleClcd from the difeordant minutes 
ol the diftereni Members of the Council, and 
from the reiolutions of ilie whole. Upon 
thefe minutes aud rcfolutiuns they have retted 
Cheyt bing*s i igtit of independency. 

My Lores, 1 fcarcely need tdl you, that 
whatever our various retolutions or opinions 
might he, individually or coUtCtivoly, they 
could not .iffeCt the right or title of Cheyt Sung 
to the Zcmiitdary, nor the tenuie hy wliiuh 
he held It. He was neither m^re nor lefs 
than a Zemindar. His Sunnud and Poccah 
were made out, not liom a copy of Uipula- 
tions and agreements' between him and the 
Company, but from the common formula of 
fucii initruments granted to Zemindars in the 
Company's originaj piovinces. The Rajah 
never pretended any light to ftipulate or 
dciziund : he Wos content with wlial the 
Company was pleated to allow him. 

My Loids, 1 do again inhlt upon it, 
that no arguiuenis, votes, or reiohuions, of 
out Board, could comer any right or title upon 
Cheyi Sing, which he did not pollefs from his 
Pottah and Sutinud; therefore the whole of 
the evidence, winch the Manageis have 
hrouv^bt rcfpeCfmg our various opinions on 
the rights ot Cheyt bing, is null and void ^ 
aud he muft be CiMifidcred the fame as any 
other Zemindar of the Britifh government, 
with the exception of certain privileges 
conferred upon him, which were accuiacely 
defined in the Sunnud and Pottah. 

“ Perhaps theic never was a more unfair 
;^uempt to delude a Court ot Jutiice than that 
of makirg me anfwerable lor violation of a 
treaty with an independent Piince, who had 
iiQ other claim to independence than that of 
being fo (tiled in fome of our debates in 
Council, through the inaccuracy of Ian* 
|u=»ge. 


It follows from what I have (aid, .that tf 
every Government b|s, in tims of danger and ^ 
neceility, a right to increafe the taxes and re* 
venues u|K>n tneir fubje^ls, we batf alfo the 
fame rigiii to increafe the t'lX, lent, or reve- 
nue or whatever name he given to Chey t Sing's 
yeaily payments, upon h%nt% who wasonr fubm 
jefif wlienevei neceflitylh'inld require it ; and 
of ih.*t nccLffify G vernmentonly could judge# 
Thefe, my Lords, were my fentiroents 
at the time when 1 moved in Council for a 
temporary fuhfitiy to be paid by Clicyt Sing, 
Thcfe^aie my f .iitimcnts at the prelent mo- 
nrieir. ] coiifidercd taxation and proCeAion 
as iRfepirahly aiifing from each other. X 
never did l>ok u|K 41 the Sunnud as exempting 
Cheyt S ng iroin the cuficnciary den ands 
which all fupettur States in India make vpori 
ilair de[>er>dant6 in lime of war^ namely, 
th.it of aide both lu money and troops. To 
this point of right in our government, to 
demand atd in tre .ips and money during a 
war, 1 mult ciiticat your Lordfhips moft 
pirticuhiily to^iiteiid; for if youi Lordlhips 
(hall be of opinion with Hs Majeity's 
Prime Miniiler, an opinion delivered with 
much folemniiy in the Huufe ot Commons, 
that our Goveinment did polTefs the right, 
then all the criminality imputed to this 
demand of a contribution of Cheyt Sing 
vanitbes, and is lolally annihilated. But 
fhould your Lordfliips think oiherwife, which 
I cannot lor a moment fuppoie, in that event 
my guilt will be a mere error of judgmenr, 
which is rather a woaknefs of human natura 
than a fauk. 

“ Again, if your LoriKh'ps think with 
me, tiiat we had a light lo call upon Cheyt 
Sing, then the next q atllion will be, whether 
our demands were too grcar foi the ui geocy of 
the uccafiun, or beyoiiu his ahility’to comply 
wirh. The fom demanded was only five 
lack';, and it was not made till alter we 
comnieiiccd a war with the Mahratcas, and 
had received iiuelligeuce of a ixar with the 
Firpch, and thought uurfelves lU danger of an 
iiivafion. 

“ My Lord*, I need not enter iiHp a detai 
of the various obje^mns, d'Biculties, am 
delays, which Chc>c Sing made m the pay. 
menc of the required aid. It is (utBcieiit ti 
acknowledge, that I went up the countn 
dctei mined to call him to account for hi 
mifcondudf. The rciult was his iroprifun 
mentand refeue, a icbcllion, and hi6 coiife 
r^uent expulfion (lom his country. 

** My Lords, if we had a right Co an eit 
traordinai y aid fiom our Zemindars in time n 
war, ^>*6 had a right, to enforce that demand 
We did enforce it upon Cheyt Sing $ but i 
was attended with fu many iiicreafing diffi 
eulties and delays, that it aimolt rendere 

aburtiv 
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lAoriivc t!v' purpofjs k was inicnOcd for at a 
n»oit erkical fcafon. 

My Loids^ ii is urged agaip'^ i«e :•! u 
tnatur ot grejt crimtn.ility, ih«t I p'.. :'a 
R ajah Ctievt Slog ii:iu v anefl. I. i$ iii.v-, I 
fo} but his airtlt was not attcih-el w,tli 
•9y difgraceful rcilraint, for it wa» m hkown 
boufe. 

** It is alfo urged Efr.'i'irt me w.th much 
Mrimony, that I inreiv'cci lu lay a fine on the 
Rajah of fifty lacks of rupees. Tlie Cum is 
undoubtedly large in A.iind j but it by no 
means exceeded the ability of Cheyt Smg to 
pay It with e.tfe, as is evident fioni the trca- 
lures left behind him nfiei he had employed 
Jdl bis cairiage cattle to export hii. ^nUI and 
jewels to a foreign terntoiy. itiufl hive 
been immenfeiy nch ; and a fm.itl hue ould 
not have been felt as any punifhment by a 
man of ' hi^ opuknee* 'dut, my Loids, 
whether I was wrong or right in my inten- 
tion, 1 had no oilier view in it t!un that of 
relieving the neceilities of the Company, by 
SN> ait which I conceived to be Itndly jail. 
And after all, there certainly can he no ciime 
in an unejteciited intention, an intention 
which the R.ijah knows not to this hour, and 
which I ^<'lV;hly miglii Inve alttre j upon the 
Rajah's tubinllUon and pifiimife ot better 
^nduift. 

** The next point of criminality is, that I 
appointed a fucc^fTur after the expnhioB of 
Cheyt Sing, and incieafed the r<- venues to 
leven een lacks of rupees anoually. 

** My Juords, there was no altei native be. 
tween the redoration of Cheyt S.og, and the 
'apfX)inimcHt of a fncceffor. The former was 
impdflible, and the latter confrqitcndy una* 
voidable. In my choice of a (ucceifor, 1 was 
guided by the rules of confan. uiiiity and 
hereditary fuccellioti ; and in ieitling the 
revenues, X did what myjduty to the Com- 
pany required of me. 1 fixed their amount 
from the beft mformation of the country’s 
abilities to pay it; and the annual payments 
of the fame fum, from tliai time to the 
pici’cnt. With tr flins balancf s m fom-w y^ar^, 
which have hncii been reahz d, arc a fuiti- 
cienc teftimony of its not being uvi'i -iated. 

Before I quit this A.iticle, it may be ne- 
ceilaiy to call the aiuiiLiun v f y<iui L.;ul(hips 

atiot her point A^fing, ai 1 urn, unrera 
dedegaud authoiity, 1 inamlain, that wlien- 
t^er my fuperiors hail infonutroust Iv.niiof my 
ppioiAn and condu£^, and exprcii'.-d no dihip. 
probation of either, thetr filciice aamunted if> 
m approhaiton, awd may ho julily ph.^dod by 
me as a full jiirii^Jcatiun ol my condudt.— 
\V^eii I hrlf propofed the demand of five 
leeks^ ol rupees a year during ihe war, a 
sicubi was (tilled by Mr. Francis as to our 
Sjighroi (u..k.T.g ic j i ucordcd.,(ny opiujoni 


that we pofTefled that right which is inherent 
in all Govenimencs, of calling oimn their 
A’* for extraordinary aids upon excraor* 
dir. oy emergencies, and that we were not 
pi^clnded fr«»ni eX'iicil'ii'ig that riglit by any 
engagement made with Cheyt Sing. 

“ A fecond debate arole at the fJoart) upon 
the lame quetlion in conrequence of his delays 
and evafiuns, and 'a pouired reference wag 
made of the queftion, m both inliances, to 
the Ccuit of 13iredluis, from w hom 1 never Y 
received one word of ccnfnre or d>fappruba- 
tion to whac we cont'iiued to do, and regu. 
larly repotted in our letters and minutes, for 
three years fucceflivcly. The fame commu« 
nication was made to Hjs Majelly’s Muiilter, 
the prcfcnt Eail of Guildford, with ^lom, at 
his own rcqucR, I correfponded for many 
ye.:rs. 

“ My Lords, it would be an extremely 
hard cafe lo make me anfwcrable for an error 
in iodt>mt>nL ; into which if 1 have fallen, 1 
have fallen in common wi'h my immediate 
foperiois, and llis MajeAy’s MiniAer. — 
But, my Luids, I feel myfejf fo Arong, fo 
grounded on the matter of right, that 1 bold 
it alnioft inipoflihie there fhouUl be adilfenting 
opinion in any human being who will be at 
the pains of examining the queltion with 
impaittality. 

** My Lords, in the courfe of this Trial my 
accufers, to excite a popular odium agaiiiA 
nie, have Cwllcd me the .ibettot pr ufurper of p 
aibitr^ry power. I certainly did not ule the 
words afiiiroty power in the ftnfe which has 
been imputed to nic. The language, it is 
true, was not roy own, for 1 was indebted 
for that pat t of my defence to the alTiAance 
of a friend ; but this I can aver, that nothing 
mere was mrant by arbitrary power than 
difcreiionury power. I coiifidtti ed myfelf and 
Council as invelXed with that diferetionary 
power which Commanders in Chief have 
over their armies, which the Legiflatine has 
lately conferred in a greater extent on Ljiot 
Cornw.*IJis fiiigly, and which all Govern- 
ments have in iheir legiflative capacity over 
Ihe property of their fubjedls. 1 neier con- 
fidered that my will or caprke was to be thp . 
guide m my condudi, but that I was reiponfi- 
ble fur the ufe of the authority with winch 1 
was invelted, to thofe who had coiifcrred ic 
on me. 

“ My Lords, let me be tried by this rule : 
Did I act pruderitly and confidently with ihe 
inicicll . of my fupermrs, and of tlie people 
wtuim I govern-d? Whatever may be your 
Lordfhips* opinion upon this qutjAuwi, I can 
vvith a fare coiifcicnce declare to <ih,Uia lOorld,^ 
that my inieutioos were perfctXly Kipright, 
and Biaff^d by no fvrlfth fionfideratious what- 
ever* 

« % 
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My Lords^ tiavinft fald thus much on 
the fubjcft of the Firrt Anisic, 1 muft pray 
your pattence whilft I make a few conimeiics 
op tbei Second 

**• The principal point of impured crimi- 
nality in this Article iv, t»iat after cne Supreme 
Cuuiu'l had {;uaranteeU the licgnm in the pof- 
feUion iif the 'reiifure left in her cultndy by 
her deceafed hufb.md, Sujjii Dowlah, I per- 
mitted her Ion c<* rcrime by force the faid 
treaf ires, aniUpereby violated the guiranlcc. 

In Older to infiaence the minds of your Lord, 
fhips and the Public, great pams i^'cie i.iken 
by my accufers to lepreicnt me as guilty uf 
the mort aironoos ciiaeltr'S and harb.uitics m 
the aCf of I elvimpiu.n. I have, howevc r, the 
liappmefs lu fii.d, that ir is totally unniHeiTaiy 
fjr me to ent-'^r into an exculpation of niyfeif 
with regard to the l.nter pot ; for the evt> 

, dcnce of Captain Jac^Vi‘=:s and Majer Gilpin 
cteaily proves, not only that no ciucines 
Wttie comniictcd in the manner which is 
Hotted in the Articles, but if there really had 
ht^en any cruelties* wommitied, no biime could 
be imputed to m'\ nor to any perfon afling 
under the Britifla Government. Th'it the 
refumpiit II of ihe Kegurn's ii^ghi.e'', and 
the refumptwm of her tieafurc, had my 
approbiition, t readily admit; nay more, 1 
admit, that alter 1 had given my confeiit to 
the Nabcb*-. refuming all the jaghires, and 
refutniog all the trealine, 1 dideamcllly urge 
him to carry his intentions intoetFeCt. 

<< My Lords, at the lime of my giving this 
confent, 1 was, from the itiirihgence 1 had 
received, fully convinced of the Begum’s 
difaff^dlion to our Government. It was nut 
rtiy opinion only, but it w js the gentrrd ru- 
mour of the country, that llie and hci Mi- 
nillers aided and fupported Cheyr Siog in his 
rebellion. I uat fuch w.i.i the gencr..l i umour 
and publ.c opinion, is evident from the affi- 
davits aheady before your Lordfliips j and not- 
wiUiftanaiiig the ingenuity of the Managers, 
whohiboured to explain away iheir meanings, 
they ttiH contain and afford the molt ample 
protif of the huftilc intentions both <if ihe 
Begum and her Min'fters towards our Go 
vernment. But had the eontiniMtion of this 
f. ‘iTion enabled me to cntcrin to a detailed 
defence, 1 could have brought the molt 
irreffitible to prove, not only the 

general rumour and opinion, hot alfothit the 
Begum did, diiough her MimIUTS, .tdiually 
lend her affiibnc? to our enemies. 

** My Lords, 1 brlieve rhere is no State in 
the world that confidcrs a guarantee, made m 
favour of another State, binding any longer 
than whiUl they CiMitinue in amity with each 
other. .Til* firlt holti'e adi of the party 
guarar.teed is, and muli be, a fufficleuc raafon 
lor wiihdrjwiiij; protediod. 

Part IV. ' 
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** It is not e^pefled ^lat we fhouid proteijfc' 
our eiici Dies, It is true, the Begum iiooM 
not be considered as the Queen or Emprefsof 
an independent State i fbe was properly a » 
Jaghired3r, under the dominion of her fdii| 
and, pc. haps, th'jre was much more Intefhat 
cnminality in making the guarantee, chan in 
Withdrawing it. 'i he act of making it Was 
not mine; it was done by the k Tid^nt with« 
out the knowdw'iigc the Board ; but it had 
their appri«b.iiion after it war done. Neither 
do I coritend, ihac our Guvefnnient was not 
bound to rhe falShmnr of the conditions. 
But as a great clamour nad been raifed with- 
out doors abo.iirherefumpliDnof ihc Br>gum*B 
treafu c, mid as it lias been rcprcfeni-c as a 
moi’t unnatural !ci a fan to lob bis mother, 

1 bopt your Lordfhips will allow me to Itaic 
and explain the maticr. 

“ When Suji». Dowlah died, he left a 
large fum of money m th cuOcidy of hiS 
w fc : fhe h.d been wit trealurr'i, and was (b 
at lll^ ueceafr. Bv the Vuliomedan laws, the 
wuh w havirg a do.vcr ci Itulcmcwt, not 
entitled to any fhiirc of the \m» ttute's cfFe£ls. 

- Snjih Dowlih died without i wii. ; and 
though p'llhirwU of a vtiy U.‘‘ge fum of leady 
monty, was alfo very dceplv m debr. His 
debts, if pa.d, would probably h.we c-infumed 
every lupvC in histreafury. lo Lidia, as in 
all o»h«^r counrntit, debts muft bt' paid, if rhere 
are fofficient alTe's, prior to le^:. cies, or any 
diflribo ion among the luirs. In any point of 
View, the Uegum.liad no ley,al ngi-.t the 
ireafiir..s of herdecea''ed hufba' d: (he lad no 
iu;hi, except that of polk (lion; aiidvfiliat 
her fun would have lorcibly dcpiived htr, had 
not Che Refidcot ioterfe^-ed with his concilia- 
toiy advice beiwccm Ci*cm. Nothing could 
cxcofo t'is interference, but the confid*. ration 
of the near j'eUtionffiip between the parties, 
aiw! thu certainty of the Nabob's having hiS 
juit right at the death of his mother. Had 
my arenf. n, ih<>nghi fir to have taken the other 
fideot the que-ft.on, they could with as much 
eafe, and with much morcjuftice, have in- 
ftucnced the minds of :heir hearers agamft the 
mcihsr for her unnaiura) conduct to her foUf 
than th'*v Oid inftaence them agamft the fon for 
ill cniidii^l to his mother. — I fay with much 
muie juftice, becaufe the fon had a right by the 
law^ of iv.s country, which his mo her had 
not, U' the Utter was deprived of the tree. 
fuie, flie was only deprived of lui fome jears 
later, of wide t (he could mak; no ufe, 
and which (he ought voluntarily cohave giver 
up fomc years focner. My‘l.orWs, J i, rak 
this on il.e equity ut the cafC; fur tliough il 
may be contend^ iK.it Ihe Begum had a right 
to the creature, by the Nab^b^s conceffion anr 
our guarantee, (he never had, nor could J]«ve, 
an tfuitabii right to rera,a ic. There wouU 
N , h'avi 
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have been nothing umuft or unnatural in the 
Nabob's taking by force the treafure left hy 
bis fath'^ry tf lie had 'done ic in the h fl Iii> 
ftance^ a id appiopr a^ed it to the* paymenc i f 
the immenfe debts which Sujah Dowiah owed 
when he died a d which tlie luii was 
obliged to pay* It is, nothing more than is 
done frequently by our Cc u ts of Juliice, who 
will compel an avanc oas mother to divide 
Iwr dcGcafed hufband’s property with I.er chil- 
dren! by an execution on her guodf, or im- 
prifonment of her per on. 

•• If iheic would have been nothing im- 
proper in the Nabob's infiltMig upon hu right 
in the hid indjiice, there could be nothing 
unnitCural m what he did in the fecond in- 
llancc: he unly cxercifed a rght which he 
was reilraincd from ufing by a foreign in- 
fluence, wh.ch, as 1 have faidj was nut very 
properly exerted. 

But, my Lords, whether our interference 
in the original difpute between the mother 
and the fon was tight or not, it was ceitain 
fhe was entitled tn our favour no longer than 
wh.le (ht continued to deferve it. 

My Lords, after 1 had, upon the fulleft 
convidlion of the Begunrs difaffedlitMi to our 
Governmen'! confented to the refumpcion of 
the treafure and j^ghires, It is true, I was 
defiious of having it carried into immediate 
But the lelumpiion of the jaghires, 
was flrfl propofed by the Nabob himfelf to be 
general) and the point upon which I after- 
wards prefTed him was chat of lefummg the 
jaghires from his orderlies — a defcripiion of 
men th.iC were by no means deferving of his 
countenance or favour. He never was averfe 
to the refuniiKion of Che jaghires which were 
held by his mother ; but rather than extend 
that lefurnpcion to his oiderlies, though ori- 
ginally pro|)ofcd hy himfclf, he would have 
abandoned the plan altogether. This 1 op- 
pofed flrenuoully, hecaufe, having committed 
myfelf by theaflfenc I gave, 1 could not brook 
the Idea of oiy name being m ide ufe of for 
the purpoie of making fo unwoithy adiflinc- 
cion, which mu/l have aficdted both the 
chai after of myfelf^ and of the Englilh 
Government. 

Much criminality has been Imputed to 
my negledl of the Company’s orders, whicfi 
enjoined me to make a judicial enquii y into the 
truth of the Begum's difafledfciun. My Lords, 
I pofitively deny now, as 1 did at the time 
in Bengal, that any order was tranfmicted to us 
to m-ke any enquiry at all ) and if upon any 
COnUrudlioii of language it had been deemed 
.an order^ which it was nut by any one Mem- 
ber of tlie Board, it would have been an aft 


of infanity in us to have obeyed It in Auguft 
1783 , wlKrn a perhfl reconciliation liad taken 
pioce between the Nal^b and his mother.— 
Such an enquiry would have throve n all the 
Nabob's dominions into utter conlufuin.— 
To have entered into an enquiry, if it had 
been oidered, which 1 .'<fiirm, and fo did Mr. 
Maepherfon, after attentively reading the 
letter, it was not, would have opened the ' 
breach again, and, perhaps, prevented it from 
ever clnfing: bthdes, no arguments upon ' 
earth could have convinced the Nabob of the 
propriety of his refloring the treafure, which 
ever was, in flrifl juflice and equity, his own, 
and of which he had been unjufliy kept out 
of pofTefTion. 

My Lords, there is a contradi%lion in the 
Charges brought againfl me by my profecu- 
tors, which (hew, that their zeal for accufing, 
tranfported them beyond the bounds of judg- 
ment. 1 am accufed of wringing by vio- 
lence ftom the Nabob, bit conjtnt to »he re- 
fumption of tlie tieafuresand of the jighires 
ill otic pait of the At tide ; and in aiiochei, of 
having (old my confent to the fame mcafure 
for ten lacks of rupees /« the Nabob. 

My Loids, it IS impoflible thefe two 
propofitions can Band together: tlicycontia- 
difl each other, and 1 pofitively deny them 
both. 1 have another obfervation to make 
with refpedl to the refumpcion of the jaghiies. 

It was flipulated with the Nabob, that an ^ 
equivalent in money (hould be annually paid 
to the Eegum, in lieu of the lands of which 
(he was deprived. There was certainly no 
iiijuflice in this, and the meafure was of in- 
finite fervice to the Nabob's government ; 
for it cut off ihofe mifehitfs to which adividcd 
authority is always liable in India. 

1 muil increat your Lordfliips to re- 
member, that at the time 1 formed an incen- 
tioo to levy a fine upon Cheyt Smg, and 
when 1 confented to the relumption of the 
Begum’s tieafure, our Government was in 
the utinofl dittrefs fur money. 1 need not tn 
this place en.cr into a minute det.iil of the 
feveral armies we then had in the Add, or of 
the various demands upon me for immediate 
fupplies of treafuie. U is fuflicient to Liy, 
that the diitrefs was as great as it was poflible 
to be without an a€lual (late of bankruptcy 
and infolvency. It was very natural, under 
fuch vircumflaiK.es, for me to avail myfelf of 
every juft means of fupply which fortune 
might thro or in my way. It oiighc, and 1 
may f-iy it a£luallyr did, incline me to a£l 
With greater promptitude and dccifiun than I 
ocherwife Ihould have done. 1 do not, how- 
ever, mean to fay, that the want of money 


♦ Above half a crorc of rupees to the E a ft- India Company, and from nine to fifteen months 
pay hundred choufandmen. 
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for ths public fenricc would have Induced me 
to t^kti the very meafiires 1 did i neither is IC 
necLlf.iry (ofay wliat meafuref. 1 (hould liavc 
^ taken, under other circum fiances, to procure 
ffoijpeedy payment ot (he Nabob's debt.— 
But it would have been highly criminal in me, 
had 1 negledled or lefufed to give my alTsnt 
to the Nabob’s propoficion, winch was foimd- 
'fd in juPice and expediency, both for his 
government and ours, and particuhirly at a 
t time when treafure was lo much wanted for 
the payment of our armies. 

My Lords, 1 do moft lolemnly declare 
that 1 adted to the belt of my judgment, 
paying due regard on the one hand Co the 
laws of juftice, and on the other to the in- 
lereft of my employers. To myfelf indivi. 
dually It was a matter of no moment how the 
exigencies of the fervice were fupplied, fo 
they were adlually and tfftdlually lupplied. 
1 could hive no undue bias upon my mind j 
for had 1 been inclined to adl corruptly, I 
' might have found my own account m for- 
bearance, hut not in exadlion 

“ Trie NEXT Chaige, my L^rds, is that 
of the PRESENTS, and it divides itftU into 
two parts, viz. that of the concealed, and 
that of the avowed Prefents. 

** In anfwer to the hrfl, I need only fay, 
that there ib no proof before your Lordlhips 
of my having iccepced any thing more than 
the common Z^iVut * } and even of this there 
^ is no other pr ut than my own admilfion.— 
1 will not pretend to deny, 1 nevei diU deny, 
that 1 accepted the ufual entertainments 
which were then (for it w.i$ previous to the 
AA of Parliament prohibiting (lie receipt of 
prefents) ufually given to the Vifitor, by the 
Vifited. The Nabob of Bengal icccived a thou- 
fand ficca rupees a diy fora fimilar entertain' 
ment, from the Company as often as he vificed 
the Governor in Calcutta, It was ufu d in the 
country, and it is impufFible lor any perfon to 
read any oriental hiliory wiChoiick lowing (hat 
the cultqm has prevailed all over the Eaft, 
from the moR ancient times to the prefenc. 
My predeceiriis, as 1 was informed, had 
received the fame, and it was never held 
criminal in them. 1 can moR lolemnly aflirm 
for myfelf, and I dare fay It might he fa.d 
for my prececeRbrs alfo, that 1 did not add 
one rupee to my fortune by this allowance { 
and 1 am cunbdent i muR have charged as 
large a luiu to the Company, if h^d not 
been paid to me according to invariable uLige, 
from (he Nizamut. It is impoRible iheie 
could have been any thing wrung in this 
tranfa^lian i not only was it a mat:er of 
public notoriety never denied by me, but the 
opinion of Counfvl was taken hy the Com- 


pany, as to the propriety of commencing a 
proiecution againR me W it, a: a time when 
the MiniRer wifhed to ffze any ground fdt 
removing me from my Ration. throi|gh the 
medium of the Court of D'r<*6lors. Tlie 
L:giR iture, fince this bufmsR was the fuhjrdl 
of difciiflion, hastlire>*feveial times appointed 
me' Governor- Geneial of Bengal, at the rs» 
commend itiun of rhit Mmifler. Surety, my 
Lords, It cannot be the intention of my 
countrymen, after availing themfelves of my 
lervices as long as they wanied them, to call 
me to an account for adfs which were publicly 
known fifteen years ages If (here WdS any 
ciiminality in my receiving the amount of my 
expepces from the Nabob, it was fu/Hcient to 
have induced my fuperiors to have recalled 
me at the time wh^n they firfi knew of it : 
but It was never held up to cht; world as a 
heinous offi^nce, till my enemies thought It 
might be oi ufe to load the fcald of crimi- 
nality. 

“ Time, my Lords, will not permit me to 
fay any more in exculpation of myfelf from 
the rtmiiiider of the allegations in this part 
of the Article, noi is it neceirary, fince no 
evidence has been given upon them; but I 
rdemnly declaie that each allegation is utterly 
falfe, ana without a fhadow uf foundation; 
I folemnly declare, that 1 never dirc^Iy or 
indire^ly leceived a prefen r from Nunden- 
mar, or any other perfon mentioned in this 
divifinn of the Charge. 

** 1 muR haRen lo make my obfervafons 
on that part of the Charge which is called 
the avowed prefents. 

My Loids, the Managers of the profe- 
cuiion aga nll me have here prepared a two- 
edgeiifword; for they have endcivoured to 
fhew a d.^uble lhare »f criminality in this 
cranfadtion. FirR they contend, that I Coolt 
the pretents with a conupt intention, and 
would have kept them, had not my fears 
uigeit me to a difclofuie; and (ecnnHIy, that 
the receipt of piefents, though for the ufe of 
the Company, was a breach of an aA of 
Parliament. In fupporc of the hrft conclu- 
fion, they have norhing hut their own fuf- 
picions, wliich they have endeavoured to 
imprefs upon the minds ot your Lordfhips, by 
adenipting to (hew a variation in the feverai 
accounts which 1 have given refpedling the 
lime and UMnner of receiving them. 

** To repel this nuHie of attack, and to 
efface the (ufpicions which they endeavour to 
laife, I have the oath of Mr. Larkins, a man 
of the hightR charaRer for truth and honour, 
whole integrity has been repeatedly acknnw- 
Jedged by Earl Cornwallis, the Board of 
Controul, and the Court of PireClors, and 
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whom I bolioveto be st jigidly honed a man 
M any in Europe. Ihat there are v/>riations 
in vhe different .ccnunts 1 admit. Many 
midakcb I have m which have flruck me 
^ch as mu h adonifhnient as they coidd pof- 
i^bly duke any of yju; Lordflup^. If cheie 
bad been any act done by me a few years ago, 
qf wh'ich I conceived myfelf vvaruiited to 
fpeak with a moie pirfcdt recollteiion tlian 
another, it was ihi’« Thjt before I left c M- 
cutta, in July 1781, J had endoifeJ the 
bonds of which your L^rdfl’iips iiave lieard fo 
Snuch, and had left them with Mr. L^ikins, 
to delivdr up to the CounciJ, in the evem of 
piy death. Sd defirous was 1 that thw lUte- 
p mr of this fact Ihould not relt upon my 
•irerlion, that 1 dcfired a fearch might be 
mide at the India Huufr^ for thofe bonds, or 
for copies of them j hut none were to he 
found. 1 ih<n requeued Maj<:r Scott to 
wn e ro Mr. Lukins in my ‘ ame, .md to 
defire fea* ch 10 be made foi them in CLtlcutta; 
and i' found, that lh(.y might ne publicly 
trantmitted to the Company, ihey were 
found; they were fent to the Company in 
1789 by Earl Cornwallis, at the expreL re> 
quifition of Mr. L ikins, who ftates in his 
letter Chat he made 'I'at rtquifrion at my 
defire, tranfmitted Cu him by Major Scoti; 
but to my utter forpiize the endoffenKiu of 
the bonds is nut daicd until the 29th of May, 
1782, 

** After this fart, my Lu'ds, I am as ready 
as any man to acknowledge, thn.l have been 
imprudent in a degree th<iC merits (ume of the 
reflertions fo illiberally thrown our agunfl 
me, for having written, as 1 have roo often 
done, on matters of account, iii which 1 h.ivc 
mylelf been previoufly concerned, without 
having afingle paper or document of any fo c 
near me at the time 1 wrote : for 1 a lniic it 
to have been well obierved by the Manager 
who clofed the Article of Prefents, chat i not 
only affirmed I had endorfed the bonds in the 
middle of 1781, but had alfigned a reainn for 
fo doing ; namely, left 1 ihould die dui ing my 
abfence from Calcutta 

** My Lords, after this, 1 ihould be almofl 
afraid to hazird a fuppofitioii ; hut ihs 
bonds were left with Mr. Larkins a> my 
attorney, and as Mr. Ljikins knew from the 
fifit that ihey were hot my property, 1 con- 
dlude that 1 told him, in 1781, ch«c in the 
event of my deceafe he whs to deliver th&ni 
lo the Council, which I confounded with the 
of having I'.ndorfetl thtm. 

** But, my L^rds, from all the inaccuracies 
‘ in the accouilt^ before yuu, 1 defy any c.indid 
man alive to draw this conclulion ; chat 1 
intended for a moment to apply this money, 
or a rupee of ic, to my own ufe. 

My Lords, you cunoot fofjpert me of a 


fraudulent intention, without looking upon 
me as the we.kel), or upon Mr. l^ukins as 
the rnolt peijnred of mankind Had my 
condru6\jon of the purpose intendc’d hy the ^ 
endciii m. nc of the bonds been invent e<J^>e^ 
the purpufe of deception, I (h:>nld have ttop^ 
ped when 1 had alfigned it. Infiead of this, 

I fought, and wiih a diligence which it is noC 
likf'ly th.it 1 Ihould have employed to detc-^t 
mylelf in a falfifhood ; firit, for authentic 
copies of the endoifed bonds at the India^i 
Huufe, and afiei wardsi for the origuinh m 
Calcutta. Thefe being found, proved that 1 
had erred in my iccounc of the tranrat.hoii; 
but it dlo den.onllratively proved, that 1 had 
given that acchuiit, believing it to be true ; 
and prelumptively, that mv intentions and 
conlequcnt inltructions to Mr. Lnkins, were, 
that the bonr>s, in the event of my death, 
ihould he c:incc.iled by him. 

Time will not dlow me to enter into a 
dct.iilof the various ci I cumitances, and to give 
my reafons for .ccepiiug the prefents, farther 
than to f epeat w hat 1 have often dcclarei* , that 
the neceifines of the Company’s fervice made 
me joyluUy tnaich at every jull means of 
relieving them. I he Managers have totally 
failed in their endc ivoiirs to fhew any cnrrnpC 
art done by m*? in favour of the perfons from 
whom theie prefents were received. The 
lands at Nudd ea, D.nagepoor, and Bahar, 
were let to the heft |M)lfible advantage, and 
eveiy means c.aken to realize their leve- ^ 
nuts. 

“ My L *rds, it will depend upon yonr 
L'ro(h:ps to give me what degree of credit 
you pleafe. Whether 1 tniendcd for a mo- 
ment to 3pply any one of ihc fams received f>y 
me to my owu nfe, is a |>oiiic which can be 
known on'y to God and my own confcience. 

1 Can foicniiily, and with a pure confcience, 
affii m, ih.ii 1 never did haibonrfuch a thought 
for an inLlant: and peimit me to add, my 
L »rds, lint 1 was roo intent upon the means 
to bct niph yed fur picferving India to Grcat- 
Bntain, fmm the hour in which 1 w.is inform- 
ed that i lance meant to drain every nerve to 
difpu'.e chat emptie with us, to beftow a 
thought upon myfelf, or my own piivate 
lot tune. 

♦* With refpert to my having violated an 
Art of Pailitimeur, I do by no means admit 
chat 1 have done it : tiiat depends, not upon 
what 1 h ivc done, but upon what your Lord<* 
(bips may do; that is, upon what conftrurtion 
your Lardihips may put upon the difputed 
ciaufe. I can only fay, that I interpreted it 
to the bell or my judgment ; and if 1 have 
erred, 1 have done lo in common with many 
others. No perfon ever fuggefted to me, 
that the Art of Parliament deprived the Com* 
pany of the right of receiving the cuftoin.4fy 

prefents, 
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prafents, till I heard that intcrpretafinn from 
fome Members of t'-e Houfe of 

“ Jvlv Lordsy I fhoiild ihiiik it impi iTihle 
'^ryour LurdlhipS lo fix ai»y ciiivinah'y upuii 
igiioiancc— I fay imutahiti — for 
though y. ui L',rilhips Ihould pniuJh me m 
tl.e leverclt mannpi: for ihis ouiidkfl, ihe 
fcxamplt trti: lu no iiie t* »ht* pidtnt gc- 
Urratioo, no! to pofunry : for y<m can nevt'f 
give a common muJer/bmi,r )2 jiowm of 
*l^Vll^g into the latent me. mng of nn t bjeure 
claulti in an Adt of Pdrnam<(iL; a il.uife of 
whicii Its real hiu lal.j|jL meaning is at va- 
riance Willi i.5» gramnirincal conUruClion. 

Bur, my Loidb, a cnmiiulity of th'S 
nature nmft depend as well upon the mider- 
l^anding of ihc Judges, as of tlie panv ac* 
cufed ; for ic is |)OllibLc that Ins iii'.cipreu- 
tion may b<. right, and theirs wrong. 

“ Bu', in> L irds, 1 have two obfervaiions 
to mi.ke, chIki of which alone would he a full 
anlwM- tn ihc point of criminal ty. — Firlf, 
liui theic c.in be no crimmainy in u lavoida* 
hie eirorj lor though it is a luaxim in law, 
Chit igi orance is no excufe, it gcei. upon this 
luppuhtioii, that Informatiun w.t pfijjibic j 
which, in n-y cafe, it was not. Secuiidly, 
that ‘‘ Communis ertor fuoit jus\* foi cveiy 
ho’^y tluit I iiaii occation t<« convc»fe or c<^ne- 
fp iiul n ich, feenied all to uiidcrlland the ciaiife 
in the l ime light as 1 did. 

“ i molt here conclude my enmment upon 
this Aiticle, with again declaring the pui.ty 
of my mrtiuions ; tlmi 1 .ifcepr, d the prtieirs 
for the good of my tmployeis, and th.»t I 
empioyed them m thun* hivice at a tune 
when the government of India was dtUrelled 
beyond the power ol dctci ipiion. 

“ My Ljrds, the FOUR • H ARTICLE 
is ihJt of CONTRAC rs and aI.LOvV- 
ANCES, It comprehends, in a goveininent 
of cliirieen ytars, five diffcreiK lieaus. 

“ llu' firll lb, ih.t 1 gave Mr. Sullivan a 
contradf for opmiT); which proved very lucra- 
tive to him, and that I i^ave it w'ithcut pu ting 
it up to the loweil bidder. The fadls are 
true, and it is lucumbtnr upon me to cxplun 
every circumBancu in the traiiradlinn. U 
was I myfclf (fiat cicated that refiiurce of 
levenuu for the L'ompany, and they derived 
much advant.ige from ir, above half ariuUion 
Rerling in my government. 

Tl\e value of the opium Contrail was 
firft afceicained by audiou, and we accepted 
tlitt propofals of Mr. Griflith and Mr. VVtUon, 
who were the loweff of thirteen bidders. — 
W e gave it Co them a fccono year \ and in 
1777 this contrail was given to a friend of 
Mr. Francis's, to a Mr. Mackenzie, who 
held ic three yi^ars u|>on the former terms, and 
Chen It was given to him for one year longer, 
was next given to Mr. Svllivaof who^ ic 


fee ms, fold the contra A at a very advanced 
raieio'vii. I'tiui, who*ai upwards fold it to 
Mr. Yui! ijj but of ihis lale I was utterly 
ignotau . until ^ttei ny Hinvd m England) 
and Mr Smlr an was, dmirg the whole pc* 
ried of I'lis ciiiitrndf , the peilon refponrible to 
the Ejft India Ct'mpany. 

“ M> Loids, it was impoflTihle for me to 
know' the ex’u^r price of opium in the pro* 
vnicts; and ic now appears upon evidence, 
that it WHS puivhaled by the fecond contrac- 
tors iViU'Ji cheaper than ever it had been by 
the Faina Council, when they enjoyed it as a 
peitpuiiie. 

** i he only qvieftion that can be alked here 
is : Why was not the contradf put up to 
audtion according to the Company's order? 

To this, my L'luh, I aufwer, that 
opium was of tfiat nature, and fo liable cd " 
frauds and aduiter.ition, that it was detri- 
nuiital to the imci Kl the* Company to give 
a contra'll upo’i fuch low tfims as to drive 
the contiaftiir ro the neerfliry of debafing it* 
quahtv, to pr?(crvc himlrlt from lofs. It 
wa» .^bfoluttly nectlfi y in lu- h a cafe, as ic 
was in many oiheis, to have a man of credit^ 
honour., and property, i*poii whom we could 
rely lor a juit and taiihtul performance of hit 
ei;ga..'cm2nt. 

“ iMy Luilb, It was obj-i>erd that Mr. 
SuHiran Wds coo %oiin^ nc! fenced for 

lucli .in employment : but tnoie wlm made 
the ot)j«.6tio.) did not advert to this conlidera- 
(loij, that the fame oKjedlion would he againft 
Mr, Macko’.zie, .ind it w%’u!d opera.c againtt 
the appoirnmL.nt o everv Mi mher uf Council 
wh-. had of late ■ cen le'.t tn India, burely 
iiicxpeiience .n the growth and manufacture 
ot opium, and inexperience m the inodes and 
foims of government, are expofed to hazards 
of veiy diffiTenr matfuituik .md conitquence« 

‘‘ An ohjedTioii has been laiJed agamll Mr* 
Sullivan, on account of his being Chilled my 
atTilfaut. By affilfant it \v.is not meant col- 
league io ollloe, or participant in power) 
but a OKire rclpedlable iiapie for a fecretary^ 
or wiiter, 

“ )Tie next head is, the Army-cattle 
Con TR HC r. Upon this i am charged with 
cotiuptiou and wa lie In the rates, and excels 
in the incrcafed numbers of the cattle. 

“ The corruption, I conclude, alludes to 
fome inordinate profit in ic. To this 1 an- 
fwer, that the pro.ht was folemnly attefted by 
Ml . Fergidou, offering to confirm ic by oalh, 
that fitieeu per cent, per annum was the 
extent of the profit during the war, and thac 
profit Itill liable to ouiltanding debts. This, 
fo far from being an exorbitant profit, amount- 
ed to no more than a rcafonable agency- 

** But 1 Ihould firfi have anfwered the 
charge of breach of orders in not putting the 

contra^ 
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ContrraA up to auAtnn, and acrrptint; the low. 
eft bnhiir. The ^Viiuy Comiafl hstl for 
ininy (ucctliive years been p\'.t up to annual 
fale, un'ii it ha^l bv;en bi^aieo down toiatcs 
vne(iu.il lo the feivice. This cune in proof 
before ire : for when :hc war .v.is fpreaiiing, 
the cunti adtoi chicw hmlclt upon our equny, 
and dedal cd he could iiul pci form the teri^xe 
Bpoij (h; leims iu' h>td lipderiaken. 1 he 
tetms. 111 contequcncc of cliat leprefeiuatian, 
were levifed ami anieniled , the Bo .id hiv- 
ing in the year 17-8, gr.m'td addoiouil 
allowances, btcaufe the foimtr were inliffi. 
cient. How wa«s it poflit*le to advticiie fur 
the lowett bidder, while wc weie itj-£ti.ig 
Ihe luwcll bidder, ami adiniiim^ the expe- 
diency of laihig hr terms!? The il.ing re- 
qiiiit by the 'Jornpany was impradiC.tble.-<- 
As 10 (he extravagance of theutes, th (e had 
been lornned with the advice of the belt in- 
b>i tiled and mofl expeiienced cfiiceis. I'his 
piMid i<>as aUi hn light in piooi before me: 
ior when General Godd.iid’s arniy was to 
march acrofs I'ldia, they had fc. reel) quif-ed 
nui provinces, wlun the connaJoi proved 
himidf orce mme ohhj'eci to ihtow himielf 
upon tl e juUice of th& Board, not wiihftanding 
tire ratf.d rates, which lie f<MMd inadequate 
10 (he (ervice; he theietoic pr.tvjc (hat tome 
otViei might do the (erviccj ;ind his piaycr 
was granted* 

Ihe excels of nun.ht'is »s next to be 
CtNifldcred. bix thoclaiiO liven bundled 
were appointed for an aimy <d thiit>-hvc 
Ihoufai d men. No delaci’nient marched 
iImi did nm itquiiea much laieer piopiriion 
tlklsi thefe Duii'hers bore to tii«2 v\huic ..iniy. 
The army now in tin* held, ot t ightecn 
Ihoufo d men, has twenty- thfte lhmir<.nd 
bead or c.’ttic. A detachm- nt ot two ih »u- 
iand five hundred men marched from iioin- 
bay'j t'jcy hau nineteen Chculand lu'td. in 
Ibort, no army . yer moved (hat did not puive 
the nutnbeis fixed in the new contract 10 he 
too tmaU, luCU'^kd ot coo gieac, prr.vut. 0 I am 
lijl^lit III rny opinion, which is. tli.K liK arniy 
in Btn^^a', and iu Oiuie. Ihounl <it all ii.ncs be 
in leannefs for aclual Icrv ce. 

♦‘Tlie next cilminal point impiiod 10 me, 
is that of grinCing extiaotCiii.iiv oll< wanc's 
to Sir Eyre Cooir, <imi coniii umg ihtm 10 
him after the Court ot P.rcdtors had piohi'- 
bited (hofv atlowauces. 

•* My the Company allowed the 

Cnmnsandrr in v hei, hen g 111 Council, hx 
thnufand poor.dis a > year, toi bis (1 pjiare truft. 
Sir John Cl ivtimg 1 bought it infufficient, 
,and remoiitti.il?'l, but with Ut tucceb. 'Uv 
.jnobabli: Cunfeipjcnce of l.is iailure was, that 
never vtficed the iliitant Ifations of (lie 
^rmy, nor took the field in perfon wh'.lft m 
](tidia. Sir Eyie Coqie, on Uie Gontmy, 


early declared his intentions to vifit the 
frvr-ial Ballons of the army, and the Board 
fixed certain allowances, which he was to ^ 
fectnvL. while ahfeiit fioro Calcutta. 
rtv: wed the army in Oude, and the 
thoiiplit it leafonable that, while S.r Eyre 
Coo*e lAas in the Vizn-.rV'* dominions, ihefe 
extra allowances fhould be de'r.iyed by the 
V.zier, who reai'dly confented to pay t'.em. 

“ This, my Lords, was noi any breach of 
treaty, for the treaty mentumed in thui Ar- ' 
tide, as having been vtoljied, was the tieary 
of Lucknow, concluded in I775. by which , 
the Nab^b was to pay two Licks, r.nd fixty 
thouf.ind lupees a month, for a fpecific num- 
ber of tioops; hut fiiice that period an addi- 
tional number of (loop's Rad been ifStioned in 
his own dominions, at his own ezprcL re- 
qiiifition ; for n Inch he panl an additional, 
hilt indefinite fum, annually. 

“ The Nabob had I'o liigh a fenfe of Sir ’ 
Eyre C( ote's merits and fci vices, that inflead 
of objeding to the propofed dllowarce, he 
exprelkd a v'lfti that it were double ihat 
amount. Ht doubtkfs never lofi fight n. the 
06116131 % ahfence of Ins being engaged as much 
in the defence of hts provinces as of thofe of 
(he Company, and ic was upon that princi- 
ple that he was fo forward to continue Sir 
Eyre CooieS allowances whilft on me coaft. 

It IS always the cuBom for all the Company's 
military llivants to diaw double B^tia, or 
cMia allowances, when out of the Company's ^ 
provinces j and it would he Brange indeed, 
toil the Commander in Chief Ihould be the 
only '.xccption. 

My J.ord$, when Sir Eyre Cnoie quitted 
(he upper province*, and went oi fcrvice to 
the coail, the tame allowances were con'inued 
to h m by the Company : for it was u. rea- 
•oiiahle that he fhould take the field upon the 
aiiowjiKcs which bis predeceffur enjoyed for 
Bnyiiig in Calcutta. 

“ IViy Lords, 1 fo w'cll knew the value of 
Sir I'yie ooie's pre ence oti thecoaB, at the 
time when the aimy wan defeated and difpi. 

I lied, I hat there is hardly any thing he could 
have alked, wli ch I fhould not li.ive given 
him. 

*• My Lords, I miift alfo pray you to ad- 
vert 10 iht circuniitance ot Gentral bribherr, 
who was an infci lor officer, ' aving an allow- 
ance of above eighty thoufand iiipees aytar, 
x'’.hiUt Genera! Coote was reBilCted to fixiy 
thoufiiiid. Could it he exp^^^ed that he 
ffiouii! have been famsfied with that dvgiading 
diffbience, at the Lime time tliai he was u|voii 
adtual fcrvice, and liable to many additional 
expences, whilfl General Stihbert was at bis 
cafe, in cniiionments, or gnrrifnn h 

** My Lrjds, it was imp:.Bib!e for Sir 
byte's Coote's allowance, as fettle^ 0I 

tu 
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to be fufiicient in tht if the fame fum 
was not too much (or General Clavering in 
Calcutta, or if a greater fum was not too 
1 irgc for General Stibbeit, in Cantonments, 

.Bur, my Lords, it was not a time to cavil 
With Sir Eyre Coote about field allowances : 

1 never was more convinced of the truth of 
any hypothefis than of this 3 namely, that if 
Sir Eyre Cooie had refi^ned in difgufi, which 
he m<ght liave done, the Carnatic liad been 
infallibly luit to itiis count y,for ever. 1 can 
only fay, in addition, that I had no finiltcr 
view or motive m what L did 3 and 1 (lionld 
think It my duty to a6t the lame part over 
again, in hko ciicumliances. Nay, 1 would 
have abridged my own allowances to have 
increafed Ins, if he couUl iiave received them, 
rat Iter than have fuffn -^d him to relign in 
difguil, or to have quitted the at my in dif* 
Content. 

My Lords, in accounting for the agency 
given to Mr. Auriol, it will be necclf-uy for 
a moment again to call your adentUin to the 
veiy alarming and du^rclTcd i\ de <it our pnf- 
fciU a.b in the C .matic Hydtr Ally, vit?a- 
riout in tor jield^ with his numerous atniy, 
wiiich had cut (ifi a Large detachment nt oitr 
troops, and had driven the main body hack 
With confiderable lofs to Madras, was buying 
fn ge to Arcoi, which inevitably fell loon 
after, for wan: of fuccours. His numerous 
followers were dcfolating and laying walte 
the whole face of the couniiy, by bumiug the 
villages, and eedn y:ng the cuUivatuin, up Co 
the veiy walls of (Vladias. 

In this d=(pei ace fitiuMon did the Prefi- 
dent and CouucJ write to us for eveiy poifi* 
ble aid of troops, money, and provifioiis. — 
Sir Eyie Coote, with a remlorcemenc of Eu- 
ropeans and iieafuiv, by the celeiity of his 
dep inure and arriva!, though in the werft 
fc.ii'.in ot the year, gave a fortunate luin to the 
ll.ilc of our . flairs upon llic coatl. We at 
the rame time cnteied luCo a concia^t to lend 
them the quantity cf rice w'hicli thr^ had 
applied for: but this was loon ejchaulKd.— 
7 *hty applied for more, and Mr. Aunol, our 
Sei.re.ai>, dellvcted In prupofals to (end it on 
the tame trims as the lalt contr idl. 

“ My Lords, 1 thtn fon f iw that the Pre- 
fideiicy ol Madras, as well as the army, mull 
depend ent|<ely for their luhfiitence and tup- 
port upon HcngaL Another cuntradl would 
liave been but a feeble refource. 1 he ex- 
ports of individuals could never be rehed upon, 
foi fn great and fn f^enous an objedt. 

My L'lrds, contradls might have failed. 
One contracl, and one only, was entered into 
during the lervice of the agency, and that did 
fail. The contra€lor prayed to be releafrd 
from a great pait of his contract, and was 
leleafedi although the rate of hiacoiUradt was 


higher than the arerage jyice of all ihc agent's 
fupphes, with his commiiEon included.— * < 
N.iy, cuntradls mufl h«ve failed for want of 
relourcesin the I'rcafnry to fulfil the Itipuia* 
tions for the public. The agent employed his 

own credir. 

My L >rds, the French fleet was for near 
two whole feaiuiis in c >iTipluteand uiiditturh«> 
ed poifefiion ot the Bay of Bengal 3 ours be% 
iiig in harbour, at Bombay. Infurance was 
not always to be procured, and individuals 
would net trull their property but intheliopes 
of laige piofi's to conipenfa'.e fur their nfkf. 

My Lords, (he pur lic had fo great a 
flake lu fave, tnat it anfwered to tiiem ta 
fend rice at all rilka ; and the event has prov- 
ed, ih.tt it aiifw ied well 3 as the agent, 
though his com .11 Hi n wa« liberal, fupplkd 
the fettleiiienc of Madias with rice, both 
better in qualhy, and twenty percent cheap- 
er, than Che former cent I a A. Kc fupplied 
them with it at one h. lf the pi ice at which 
individuals, landing ;t ih(.re, were compelled 
by the government of Madras to fell it to 
ttiem in exchange tor hills upon Bengal ; aud 
Che avenge rate cf all his fupydies, with 
cowiniilUin inchidcd, was lets than the rates 
of ten out of eleven piopofals recewed for the 
contract, after the agency wasaboh(hed3 ami 
as low as the very lowell propofal. Tlie 
commiHiun, I admit, was hberd, hough not 
more than had been ufual for officts ot fup- 
ply in Bengal . It wa.-. originally fifteen never 
twe*.ty’five percent, (*rs eirontoully fiaieil 
by me Manager who fvimmed up the Chai'ges) 
but afterwards confiderably 1 educed ; and 
theie wcie many charges to be deh ayed out 
of it. 

My Lords, 1 fubmit, that an agency 
was Che only efieiHii.i mode of infuiing a 
coiili.int and futncieiit fopply for this ifi»» 
pul lain fervice 3 and 1 maintain, that it has 
proved to be the rued frugal mode to the 
Company. The confidence which the Rs.ud 
iiad III Mr. Aurud's diligeivce and integr 
confirmed by many years experience ot his 
Conduct, fioiiutd him out 'as a proper perloa 
fur tms lervice, and he was accepted. 

1 he mode of dehv wring accounts upon 
honour was not a new mode in the Compa- 
ny s ferv cc’, (.md it i^ pra^lifed at the prefenC 
moment in Bc.ngal) nor was it by any fncoos 
intended to preclude the examinatiim of 
voucneis, wheie voucher^ weie required, or 
could t>e produced 3 hut meant to llrcngthcn 
theohhgaiiiio on the paiiy accounting, wticie 
voucliers eiilier could noi be had, or were fo 
numerous as to make it almofl impracticable 
to examine them with the accounts. 1 tin- 
derfl.nd that vouchera never were refufed by 
the agent. 

<< But as fo much has been faid on this 

fubjcAa 
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fuhjed, 1 hops I my be permitted to remark, 
without eny impuied d tiefpedt to your Lord- 
filips, whofe hmiour no man can more hij'oly 
reveietlian 1 do, fhat 1 think it is impo.!:- 
lak you can conceive the u-iin hts b.en pmf- 
tituted or mitapplied on thei'e cccafi ^ns.--* 
fivery merchniit depends i.n me h;;oonf, cre- 
dit, good faith, Of U'Mtciiy (cjil it yuo 
Will) 01 his reputed dt.dmgs j and wen* t-ns 
dependence b^'n-ilua lit m the cniTju'iiniry, I 
fear we (houlu luve vei y litiK' itcunty for 
Any tranladions in cur micieouric with man- 
kind. 

<< My Lords, 1 am accurecl of granting an 
Algency to Mr. Belli, 'vhi* js l^ated tu be one 
of my own dependants, with a vwaHeful and 
improvident comttnQion. It w'ill be found 
that this bufuirls did nut originate with me. 
The neceHiry for laying up a depot of provi- 
iionsaud floics in the garrilon ot For ^V.t. 
Jiam, th.iC we nvght bt picpared for a tnge, 
was, as 1 recoiled!, (Irongly urged botii by 
General Clavei mg and Mr. Francis j and a 
degree of neglect impuud to me for no: hav- 
ing provided againl! fuch an cmcgc-ncy. — 
The meafuie w.\s afterw'ards, on a m.nute 
which 1 delivered , C'^nfuiered in Council, and 
Upon Che relulunon of the Boird, that fuch a 
dep6c Ihculd he formed, the opinion of mer- 
chants was required upon the quantum of 
Comm.Blcui ad>^qiiaie to an agent for his 
trouble, charges, and lofs, by wattage ^nd 
decay in keeping up the floie from year to 
year in contlani good condition. The mer- 
chants declared that twenty per cent, was the 
leaji com pent at ion that coUid be allowed. I 
propofed Mr. Belli for the agency, and upon 
examining the accounts of a former fervice of 
this kind ext-'cuied in the government uf my 
predecelf /I', Mi. C.>riie>, vJi cli wcie called 
fortoaHift us in our determiO ition, 1 found 
that the Compjiiy had fultained a real iofs 
upon Che i elaic of thofe (tores, at the end of 
two ye?r8, of ninety per cent. No agent 
would undertake a fervice by which he was to 
be a lofer : his profits ought to be propor- 
tioned to the naeuie and importaoLc of the 
tiling required. He might be a hdar by ac. 
cepting the leaJl ffojJllU Cbmmiffi'jny or, wiitcli is 
Worfe, a ladiire uf his duty might be d:m- 
^erotti to the laftty of our puir-^lLuns. 1 
trufi your laTtlfhips will not think the com- 
sniflion of chiry per cent, per annum, which 
1 propofed for Ciie agent to aofwer all charges 
and Ioffes by waftage and decay in the cti^ng- 
iog of itorcs, from time to time as they re- 
qdtred it, was an inamoderate allowance for 
the due pertormance of fo important a duty. 
»-*Tbat 1 was not improvident in grant* 
teg it, will appear from Mr. Belli's own 
accounts, delivered in evidence to your Lord- 
ibipt* There has been fome doubt ihruwn 


upon them by the Manager who Tummed «p 
thisChaige, but Mi. B'dli is in Eii'^Lnd, > 
and can veriry thtm I Ihall clofc this fub^ 
j- v‘l with remarking, that fince my rrturn/i) 
hngland both the Court of Ihredors and my 
buci'tlfur in the G >veinmeiic hive expi'JKd 
thc^ii itiongeft approbation of his initguiy .n 
this huhnefs. 

i will not detain your Lordlhips by ad. 
vcrriDg, for any length, to the ftoiy told l-yy 
the MrfnHgtir who opened the general Charges 
itbiivc to the horrid Criielties praflifed on 
the N #tives of Dhee Jumla by Deby Sing.— 

It villi be fufhcient to fay, thn the Manager * 
never vcntined to introduce this floiy in the 
foim ot a Charge, though n"CfreAan(l uiged 
to do fo, m the itrongeft \>oirihle , both 
in rtud oat of Parhament. — Mr. Pateifon, on 
whofc authority he rel.cd for the truth of Ins 
aireitinns, and with whom, hs faid, h? wifhtd 
to go down to poiterity, has had the geiv^ro- 
fity to wiitti ti* my .-itorney in Calcutta for 
roy iniormaCiun, “ That he felt the finceieft 
** cancern lo fioa In'* imports turned :o n^y 
r!if<idvan»5»ge, as I nflcd as might be ex- 
*• pected fi'^rn a man of lumunity throoph- 
“ .*01 all (he tr inl.'ii^li-ms in which Deby Si g 
“ \v .s ctinrer.^.sd — Had the cruelties whxh 
the Manaj er flared been re.illy uifliiled, it 
was not potlible, as he vciy ivtll knew at ihe 
tune, 'o impute rhem, even by any kind of 
fuiced conitrodtioii, to me. — My Lords, it is ^ 
a ta£t tliot I was the firft peifoii to give Mr. 
Paierfon an ill opinion of Deby S’ng, whofe 
conduct upon former occafions liad left iii 
unfavourable, and peihapsnn uujn't, impief- 
fiun upon my mind. In employing Dehy 
Sing 1 ceilaioly yielded up rny <'p'ii<on to Mr. 
Andorhm .’ind Mr, Shoic, whi,- had better 
oppuituiiities uf knowing lar' (ii.in 1 conld 
have. In Che couife of the i. qaiiy into his 
conduft he received neither Lvoar nor coun- 
tenance from me, nor from any Member of 
the Bo'ird. That inquii , was earned on 
principally when I was at Lucknow, and was 

completed during my iovernmenr, iliougli 
it was commenced and continued with every 
poffiMc folemii-ty, and with the fmeereft 
dfcfire, on my and on the part rny 

colleagues, to do llrift and imparCij! jufticc. ■ 
1 he refulc 1 have read in England ; and it 
ceitiinly appears, tha' though the man was 
not entirely innocent, the extent of hi-* guilt 
bore no foil of propnruon to the magnitude 
ot thech.'iges agamlt him. In particular, it 
is proved that the moU horrible of thole horri- 
hh a^ts, fo artfully de:-n!'.;i, and with fuch 
elTc6t, in this place, nwtr wtrt emmitud at 
all, 

•* Here I leave flie fuhj>6t, convinced that 
every one of your L'l* iMhip:* mult feel tor tlic 
unpaialleled injultice tiiat was done to me by 

the; 
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the lotroduAion an^ prbfiagation ^ thai 

atrocious calumny* 

My Lords, I will not uovif detaifi your 
Lordihips by offering many remarks upon the 
grofs injudice that 1 atfo fuftained in b wing 
been compelled to appear at your Lurdfliipfi* 
bar to juftify a As which have received the 
repeated approbation of the King's MiniCters, 
and virtually of the late Houfe of Commons. 
My Lords, it is perfeAly true, that the Articles 
to which I allude are not inHded upon, or in 
other words, they are abandoned. But f feel 
the injury mod fenfibly, and the expcnce of 
defending myfelf againlt them has been into- 
lerable. 

The' King^s Miniders, as Members of 
Parliament, voted to impeach me for accept- 
ing a delegation to.Oude, and for forming an 
arrangement with the Nabob Vizier which 
fubfids at Che prefent moment.** 

Afr* Fom, ** My Lords, J am fure I fhcutd 
be very unwilling to do any thing to interrupt 
a perfon in the fuuation of the defendant ; 
but I think you cannot permit him Cu date 
how a Member of Pailiamenc voted, becaufe 
the defendant cannot poffibly know the faA." 

Lord Kenyon* The perfon accufed at 
the bar will certainly meet the wifhes of this 
Houfe, and of the Managers alfo, in replying 
to the allegations that have been opened 
againd him, by avoiding, if he can, the uf.; of 
names ; though it is certainly competent to him, 
if he thinks it for his advantage, to point out 
any inconfidency or kijudice in the conduA 
of his profecutors.'* 

Mr.HaJiings* ** My Lords, I befeecli you 
to recollcA the very great tendernefs 1 have 
ufed when 1 have been fpeaking of the mod 
atrocious aAions that have been committed 
againd me : it is not my intention to accufe 
any body ; but if any faA necelTary to my 
defence (hould, in dating that defence, ne- 
ccfTarily involve the criminaCioo of otliers, I 
do not mean to criminate them— ^ut the 
confequence is Inevitable — it is not my fault.*' 

Mr* Fox. My Lords, the nature of my 
objeAion is thjs:— 1 do not objeA to any 
language the prifoner may ufe, of any kind 
fvhataver, in his iituation $ but having dated 
that the King’s Miniders have fo voted in the 
Houfe of Commons, 1 think that is a faA that 
he cannot bring evidence of, and confequently 
it is iropoffibie for ns to anfwer in reply. I 
thinkitisimpofTible he can know howa Mi- 
nider has voted in the Houfe of Commons.’* 

Mr. Hajlings. My Lords, may I, with- 
out difrefpeA to the Managers, fay, that 1 


nfe only a licence fo( which 1 have their' 
example t they have done fo on many oeda- 
iioDs. I neeer interrupted iberoi nor did my 
Counfel iheerrupt them, when they were 
making their long fpeeches agdiod me. i 
throw myfelf on ^our Lordfliips* proteAion, 
and 1 befeech you to proteA me againd this 
violence.'* 

Mr* Burke* My Lords, we oflitr no 
violence: the Managers o^ the Houfe of 
Commons offer no violence to the prifoner at 
your Lordihips* bar.'* 

Lord Kenyon* ** If the defendant is guilty 
of any impropriety, he may correA himfelf.'* 
Mr, Law. 1 wifh to recai to the Hon* 
Manager^' confiderdtion—— 

Lords, Go on, go on." 

Mr* Hajlings, My Lords, I really lay 
under a gicat di fad vantage. If what I have 
faid is wrong, punifh me for it) but 1 befeech 
you ilo not let me be interrupted. 1 cannot 
fpe^k from the fudden impulfe of my owol 
mind — I am not accudomed to it. 1 havk 
wiitten down what I wifh to read; and I 
tcili Gtd to witnefs that 1 did it with a due 
regard to the reverence due to this honoura- 
ble Court/* 

Lords, “ Go on, go on/* 

Mr. Hadiogs then proceeded as follows : 

** 1 fay, my Lords, in four feparate letteri 
the King’s Miniders approved of virhat I had 
done, though they voted to impeach me for 
doing it. They ordered my arrangement to 
he invariably adhered to { they approved, at 
they declare themfelvcs, of the frinciyles on 
which It was formed ; and the Minider for 
India h.i» taken credit every year for the fub- 
fidy procured by chat arrangement, which id 
paid monthly with the punAuahey of a Bank 
dividend. They voted alfo to impeach too 
for having rumed, opprelfed, and dedroyed 
the natives of Bengal, although in the firil 
dageof Che biifinefs they oppofbd the Revenue 
At tide which contains I hefeallegatioas,anci 
alcliuugh the falfehood of the Charge muft b^ 
apparent to every man whO is not prepared to 
prove that the Minider for Lidia hasannuaiiy 
prefented falfe accounts to the Houfe oC 
Commons. Both cannot be true^ 

** In the few words that Itikd the bohovfr 
to addrefsyour Lordihips on Monday, lafliired 
you that 1 diould never make a defence for 
my conduA on the plea of neceflity, sAchough 
the Managers for the Commons have takto lb 
much pains to refute tliat plea. 

According to my condroAion of the 
law, it was not criminal to recAve prefents 


* This Reyenue Charge was moved in the late Parliament by Mr. Francis, aiid vaj 
drcngly oppofed by Mr. Pitt ; but die Minider and the whole' Board of Controul were left 
in a miuority, being beat by fifteen voices : wheO it waS framed into an Article, elk Minider 
and the Board of Codiroul voted it to contain higti drimes and fflUdemeauQls. 
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fvUh a foleniD <letermtnation in my own 
inind to appropriatb every rupee fo received 
to the pobUcfervice, and to that public fervtce 
was every rupee applied with ihe utmoft fide- 
, lity, I thought it perfctlly confiftent with 
' jollice to levy a fine of forty or fifty lacks of 
rupees from Cheyt Sing for his eontumacy. 
1 conceived it ftrid^ly jufiifiablc, upon the 
information that I had received of tl>c Be- 
gum’s difaife^lion to e nfent to the refump- 
tion oHijr Jagliires, and of th.c ircaforc in 
her pofTeflioi'. That I had information of her 
difaffedlinn bcfoie me is clearly in evidence; 

. and if 1 could have been favoured with a few 
days attention in this place, I could haveefta- 
bUfhed that fa6l by irrefifiihle proof. 

But, my Lords, does it ceafe to be ma* 
lerial to el)ab]:fh the nectflity, or is it to be 
faid that the iiecefiity did not exIA at all, 
becanfe 1 am of opinion that I broke no law 
in accepting prefents, and did not degrade my 
own ch.tra£ler, nor the Britifh name, by my 
conduct to Clieyt Sing or the Begum } 

** My opinion of our neceffities may he 
eollefied fiom the following pafTage in my 
Narrative of the InfurrefBon in Benares : 

1 left Calcutta impreffed with the belief 
** Chat extraoidinaiy means were neceffary, 
** and thofe exerted with a ilrong hand, to 
preferve the Company’s intersfis from 
finking under the accumuiated weight that 
** ^prejfed them, I faw a political neceflity 
•• for curbing the overgrown power of a great 
^ member of their dominion, and making it 
** Contribute to the relief of their prejfmg 
exigencies. If 1 erred, my error was 
prompted by an excefs of zeal for their 
** interens operating with too (Irong a bias 
upon my judgment,’’ 

' Of what nature thofe necefllties were I 
will now (late ; and T believe the proofs of 
them were upon the table of the Uoufe of 
Commons wl.en thofe nectlTiTifs were denied 
Co have had exigence, and when my Inipeach- 
medt was voted. 

] left Calcutta ill July, and figned the 
treaty of Chdnar on the i8th of September 
lySi. 

** We had at that period borrowed as much 
money upon bonds as we could borrow^ for 


the bonds bore a confiderable difeounL— 
Every letter received from Madras between 
November 1780 and September 1781 , 
contained the moft prefiing applications for 
money and prnvifions. Thefe letters are 
upon record, although not before your Lord- 
(hips ; and I am in polfefiion of private letters 
written to me by the Governor of Madras in 
that period, in duplicate and triplicate, moil 
earnefily prtfiing me to fave tliem from 
finking, by fending them ample fuppJies of y 
money and pruvifions. Sir Eyre Coote de- 
pended upon me for feven lacks of rupees a 
month, for the pay of the armies in the Car- 
natic. The mod prefling applications fur 
money were received from Bombay, and 
from General Goddard, whocomfiianded the 
army in Guzzerat ; and very heavy bills were 
drawn upon the Government of Bengal in 
the firft months of the year 1781. The 
troops in Oude and in Bengal were many 
months in arrear. Colonel Muir's army, in 
the province of Malwa, and Major Popiiam’s, 
at Benares, were confiderably in arrears. A 
French fleet had appeared ofl Fort St. George 
in February 1781 ; was expedled to return 
in the enfuing fe.ifon, and did adiually come 
upon Che coad of Coromandel in April lySz* 
Sir John Maepherfon, who landed in 
Calcutta in Odlober 1781, has truly de- 
feribed our ficuation at that moment : 

** An empty treafuiy, and every refource 
for raifing money fo completely exhaufled, > 
that it was with the utmod difficulty the Go- 
vernor could raife a loan for a remittance of 
eight or ten lacks, which he had folemnly 
pledged himfelf to make to Sir Eyre Coote, 
whom he had left at Madras in September in 
the greated didrefs for money.’* 

** It is in evidence that Colonel Muir, after 
the feparate peace which I concluded with 
Madajee Scindia, could not recrofs the Jumna 
until he received a fupply from F>zabad in 
February rySz*. 

** The fadl, my Lords, is known and ac- 
knowledged by every man who ferved during 
the late war in India, that our|pofleliions there 
were preferved only by die extraordinary re- 
fources procured by me in confequence of the 
treaty of Cbunar f. 

Such 


• Page'941 of the printed evidence. 

■f* Extrails from Sir John Maepherfon" s Letter to the Court of Dire&ors^ dated ^ath March 

Of the genera! didrefs of your aflairs in all your Prefideocies, in the latter end of Angufl 
SySiy when I arrived at Madras, you have long fince had authentic accounts, hut ef tho 
fimger. to which the very exi fence f the Company was then expofed you can have uo adequate idea, 
' In the Carnatic, your principal fettlemenr, and your main army under Sir Eyre Coote, 
wpre furroupded by the army pf Hyder, who bad indeed been defeaited on the id of July 
gyjSis btu who, from that check, feemed only to have become more guarded, and deter* 
fisiped ip his purpofe. Neither your army^ nor even Fort 5 /. George itfelf bad at that timo 
aiove a few days provifiont in fort ^ nor could there he any profpc& of fupply from the eauntry. 
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Such was the diArefs of the troops in The Nibob Vizier had completely Kqoidated 
Oude, and in the Mahratta countiy^ chat the his debt^ and his fubfidy was paid with the ur- 
officers fold their plate for the temporary moft pundtuality. Benares afforded the ful 
relief of their fepoys, as they did alfo upon revenue which I am impeached for havinie 
the coaft. procured. The fait, tlie opium, and the land 

“ But if with the fiira of one hundred and revenues of Bengal, added to the fubfidy from 
thirty eight lacks of rupees, which 1 procured Oade and the Fenares collections, produced 
in Oude from September 1781 to Septem- annually to the Company neaily five millions 
1782, and a veiy large fum received in four hundred thoufand pounds. 

V fhe next year, wc found it difficult to main- But, my Lords, fo inadequate have thefe 

tain our armies, what muft have been the refources proved, with the addition of the 
confequcnce, had 1 not formed fuch a benefi- revenues of Fort St. George and Bombay, 
cial arrangement with the Nabob Vizier? that fmee the commencement of the prefent 
And your Lordfhips will believe that I felt war a very confiderable fum in fpecie has been 
the full force of our fituation when Icon- tranfmitted from England 'O India; money 
eluded the treaty of Chunar. I had not then, has been borrowed to the utmoft extent of 
I have not now, the fmalleft doubt that the their credit at Bengal, Fort St. George, and 
Begum had afforded military affiAance to Bombay, at a high intereQ ; and Hyder Beg 
CheytSing. CiicumAances have been brought Khan, whom your L irdlhips have heard of 
to my recolleClion fince the Trial com- Co has ailiAtd Luid Cornwallis with a 

mcnced which had efcaped me before ; and loan of twemy-two lacks of rupees.— 1 men- 
tliefe are confirmed to me by evidence which lion thefe cirrumAances to your Lordfhips to 
I am fure your Lordfhips would deem deci- prove that the rcfourcts of India cannot, in 
five upon the fubje^l, had 1 been allowed a timeof war, meet the cxpenccs of India, 
few day*, to lay it before you. ** Your Loidlhips know that 1 could not, 

“ My Lords, you are now better enabled and Loid Cornwallis cannot do, wbat wary 
to judge of the difficulties wliich I had to Minijicr of England has done Jince the Rtvolu^ 
encounter in the lalt war, than I did fup- I could not hoiiow io the utmoft ex- 

pofe it within poffibility for yuur Xxirdfhips tent of my wants duiing the hue war, and tax 
to be when this Trial c mmienced. poftcrity to pay the intereA of my Joans. 

** Your Lordfhips will feel for the wants The refources to he obtained by loans, thofe 
^ under which I laboured when 1 had to con- excepud tor which bills upun the Cump'tny 
tend, at one time, with all the Powers of In- weie granted failed early in my adminiAra- 
dia, combined with the French and the Dutch, tion, and will fail mncli earlier m Lord Corn- 
becaufe your LordAiips have proofs befoie wallis’s, not from want of confide iics in chat 
you in the Council Chamber of Parliament Noble Lord, but becaufe the fin plus refources 
that the refources of India are now utterly of Bengal h.we not been employed in liqui- 
inadequate to the fupportof a war again A one dating ilie debt coiiti acted in Bengal during 
native Power who is unaffiAed by any £ui««- he late war, 

pean ally. Wc are in alliance with all the Allow me, my Lords, to call again to 

Maliratta chiefs, and with the Soobadar of your Loidlhips’ recollcdlion the many and 
Deccan, whn were in the former war Gonfede- the unprecedented difhculiics with which I 
rated againA us. The Government of Ben- had to couiend during the Ute war in India, 
gal, when this war commmenced, was free Every meafure of my admin iltraiion was cal- 
fiom foreign and domeltic embarralfments. cuUted to lelieve the public exigencies; nor 

** Bengal^ on which your other Prejidencies depended aJinoft entirely for fuppHes, your trea. 
Jury was drained, and every effort of raijing money by loan and by partial remittunets bad been 
tried, 

f « On the fubjefl of the fupplies which have been fenr fiom hence from the period of my 
•* arrival (elev«*n days after llie treaty of Chunar was figned) for the (upport of the war in 
«< your other Prefidencies, I have the honour of tranfmitiing you the accompanying oAici.tl 
account, figned by your Accountant-General. From this account you will pleafe to ob« 
** ferve, that the amount remitted, and adludly paid, from rlie 30th Sei)tember 1781, to the 
** lA March 1783, is two crores, hfty-eight lacks, one thoufand three hundred and bfiy-fix 
rupees, befides the treafure and ftores which were fent fome days fince with Sir Eyre Cooie to 
** the coaA, and bills accepted by this Government, and under payment, making in all a fum 
little Ihort of three millions fttrhng," 

In the year 1782 the Governor-General and Council diew bills upon the Company Co tlie 
amount of that year's inveAment. In September 1783, the Dire^ors wrote to Bengal, 
exprefling their difapprobation of the meafure, and telling their fervants that they muft f^ll 
upon fome otkr mode of fupplying the public exigencies. 
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C MO 3 

can any man m England point one other military operations; who conneAed Princes 
means than thofe Vhich 1 employed, by anil States by alliances with iiis parent king* 


which the public necelTutes could have been 
rel'cved ; yet I have been four years impeach- 
^ before your Lordihips for the Teverat a£ls 
by which 1 preferved what the India Minifter' 
has called, in the Houfe of Commons, tfte 
^rightefi jewel in the Brltif} Ciown! 

** 1 have now gone through the examina- 
tion both of the general and fpecific crimes 
which have been laid to my charge. I liavc 
pndeavoured todevelopc the great and com- 
Snmding points of evisjy diftindl Article, 
from thole which are e>ther immaterial in 
themfelves, or which depended for their rec. 
titude, or CTiminality,on the foimer. 

In this work I have in cfT; A undertaken 
to reduce the compiled ma(& of feven folio 
volumes into the compafs of a few pages, a 
labour requiring months of leifure to execute 
it as it ought to he, snd a length of time pro- 
portioned, not to the extent of the lyork, but 
to the degree of its abbreviation. 

1 have urged all that in this view of the 
fubjefl was, in my judgment and recollec- 
tion, uecelfaVy to the elucidation of itt but it 
is hardly pcfliblethat fomethingroay not have 
been omitted, which would have rendered it 
more complete ; fomething the w;|nt of which 
may yet leave doubta on your Lordfhips’ minds 
refpcdling parts of my conduA detached from 
the general tenor of it. For this, and for 
other deficiencies in this addrefs, 1 have to 
beg your Lordlhips* candour, and to plead 
the difadvaiitage of the red i i^cd and inade- 
quate time, and the infirm date of body, 
under which I have arranged it. 

M 1 mud reTuffantly prefs upon your Lord- 
ihips* time, and Qiall halten to conclude vi ith 
a few general obfcivjt ions upon the nature of 
this Impeachment, as it relates to thofe piin- 
ciples which conftiluce the moral qualities and 
cha racers of all mankind. 

** If the tenor of a man's life has been in- 
variably mirk^ with a difpufition to gujlc, it 
will be a drohg prefoinption againd him, in 
any alleged indaoce, that he was guiby. 

If, on the contrary, the whole ttnor of a 
man's life was fuch as to have obtained for 
him the univerfal good will of a]! w'iih whom 
be had any intercOurfc in the inicreded con- 
cerns of life, the prefuniption will be as well 
grounded, tl'.at he was innocent of any parti- 
cular wrong imputed to l..m, efpeoially if 
thofe who are the alleged fuderers by that 
wreng, make no comphintagamd him. 

** But what (hall be f'tid of complaints 
brought againd a man, who was in trud for 
Ihe intereds of thegieated commercial body 
ili'|he World ; who employed and direAed 
II^Tervices of thouCinds of his fellow citizens 
it official tlcpanmentp, and in ex’.enrivs 


doms, and on whofe rule the peace and happi- 
nefs of many millions depended ; 1 fay, what 
(hdl befaid of complaints brought agaii)d fuch 
a man, ip the names and on the behalf of all 
thofe deferiptions of men, who till unite their 
in bis favour f Such complaints, 
with fuch a prefumption againd the prUibility 
of their truth, may have exided, but tlip 
hidcry of mankind cannot produce an indance 
of thrir being received On fuch a foundation, 
until the late and prefent Houfe of Commons 
thought ft to create one in u$j jm^eaebrnf-nt, 

** Permit me, my Lords, to retrace the 
principal events in the public life qf that man, 
whom tlie Commons have thus brought, anti 
have hpt jo long^ in Ttial before you. With 
the year 1750, 1 entered the fervice of the 
Ead- India Company, and from that fervice I 
have derived all my official habits, and all the 
knowledge which I poiTefs, and all (he piin- 
ciples which were to regulate my condufl in 
it. If thofe ptinciples were wrong, or if in 
the ohfervance of them 1 have erred, gieat 
allowance ought to be made for human in- 
firmity, where I poffeired fuch inadequite 
means of obtaining a better guidance. Yet 
the precautions which 1 invariably ufed, ren- 
der even this pha unnecelTary by Che refe<« 
fences which 1 made Co the Court of Direc- 
tors, my immediate maders, of every meafure 
which 1 haveniidercikeo, with its motives and 
ohjt6l<i minutely explained and detailed. 

** For the truth of this afTertion I might 
fafely rippcal to them, and 1 am fure that 
they would atceCl it ; and the volumes both 
of confultations and letters in their pofiVffion, 
prove that my dure of the compilation ex- 
ceeds, beyond all degrees of companfon, that 
of the mod laiiorious of my predtcelTors, out 
excepting even my ever-honoured fiiend, 
Mr. Heniy Vanfittart. 

Nor was it to them only that I was thus 
rommunicative. When Great- Britain was 
involved in a complicated war, and their Go- 
vernments in India had, befides European 
enemies, a confederacy of all the principal 
Powers of India aimed againd them, I gdve 
the then M under of ijiis kingdom condanc 
information of all the meafures which 1 had 
taken, in conjunciion with my colleagues in 
the Government, to repel the dangers which 
preffrd us ; the motives an^d ohje^ls of thofe 
meafu es ; the conftquences exposed from 
them ; and the meafures I had further in 
contemplation j and it has fince afforded me 
more than common pleafure to that 

every fucceffive letier'vei ified the expedtations 
and the promifes of the preceding. 

“ IF 1 had given evidence in my defence, 1 
(bould hav^ called upon the Noble Lord to 
' ' ‘ produce 
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produce all my letters in his poflefTion.' 
Thofff and my letters to the Couit of Dircc* 
tor^, hut my letters to Lord North in a mod 
(Iriking manner, would have (hewn how 
careful I was to expofe all my adlions to 
their knowledge, and crnfsquently how little 
apprehenfioit t could h.tve felt that there vv:»s 
any thing in them that could be deemed 
reprchcr.fihle. Ii; all indances whicli might 
yhavebecMi deemed of a doubtful nature, thefe 
"communications were virtual refeic.-jces for 
llieir f.in£lion, orfoi thrir future prohibition. 
If 1 received neither, their filence was a 
confirmation, and had more than the e(fc.dl of 
an urdci, fince, with tl^n tacit approbation 
of them, 1 had impofed upon rayfelf the prior 
obligation of my own conception of their 
propriety. Were 1 , therefore, for a me meat, 
to fuppofe that the adls with which I am 
charged, and which I fo communicaied (for 
1 communicated :ill to the Court of IJirednis) 
were intrinfically wrong, yet from ftich 
proofs it is evident (hat I thought them right ; 
and theiefore the wcrll that could he faid of 
them, as they could affedt me, is, that they 
were errors of ludgment ; and even for thefe 
in ail indaiKes u hrre they were i epeated, or 
the caufes of fuli{e()ucnC a£ls, deriving the 
fame quality from them, thetrror, and every 
blame which could ati. ch to them, was theirs, 
•ivhft Uiight have contCud thewy and did notm 
. In the year 1768 I was appointed by 
^ the Court of Diredlors of the E.id India Com* 
pany, a Member cf the Council, and even- 
tually 10 fucceed Cu the Government of Ma- 
dras. 

** In the year 1771, when the affairs of 
their principal edablifhment were fuppofed 
tp be on the decline, and to require an un- 
ufual exertion of abilities and integrity to 
retrieve them, the Court of Diredlors made 
choice of me for that ti uft : and I was by 
iheir Older rtmt<vcd frem Che Council of Foil 
St. Geoige, to the Government of Fort Wil- 
liam in Bengal, and to the principal diredfion 
of all the civil, military, commercial, and po- 
litical alfaii'.*^, di'pcndent on It. 

In theyt ar 1773 1 was appointed by an 
Adi of Parliament Governor- General of Beti- 
/ gal for five years, 

111 the year 1778 I was re-appointed by 
Che fame auihoiity for one; in 1779 for an- 
other; in 1781 for ten years; and in 1784. 
1 was virtually coitfiiroeil by that Adi vihich 
forms the prefent Government fur India. 
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In this long period oi^thirteen years, atvcl 
under fo many focceflive appointments, 1 beg 
leave to call to tlie recolleAion of your Lord* 
fbips, that whilft Great. Britain loft one half 
of its empire, and doubled its public debt* 
that Government over which 1 prefided, waa 
not only preferved entire, but increafed in 
population, wealth, agriculture, and com* 
mcrcej and although your Lordfbips have 
been fold by the Houfe of Commons, that my 
meafures have difgraced and degraded the 
Britifh charcdler in India, I appeal to the 
general fenfeof mankind, to confirm what I 
am now going to fay, that the Britifh name 
and charadler never flood higher, or wen 
more refpedled in India, than when I left it« 
So much may 1 fay for the general eifedt 
of my Government. For tlie f|>eeific 
which have contributed to produce it, it 
Would require volumes to recite them.— 
Shortly permit me to enumerate the principal 
heads wnich comprehend them. 

Every divifion of official bufinefs, and 
every department of Government, which now 
exuis in Bengal, with only luch exceptions at 
have been occdfioned by the changes of autho- 
rity enadted from home, are of my formation* 
The efiahlidiment formed for the ad* 
roioifiration of tlie revenue, the infiitution of 
the courts of civil and criminal juftice inrtbe 
province of Bengal, and its immediate depen* 
dencies ; the form of Government ellablifhed 
for the province of Benares, with all its 
dependent branches of revenue, cumroercev 
judicature, and militaiy defence; the ar* 
rangements created for the fubfidy and de- 
fence of the province of Gude,, every other 
pohucal connedlion and ailnnee of the Go* 
vernment of Bengal, were created by me, 
and lubfill unchanged, or if ciianged, changed 
only, to ufe the words of my noble and vir- 
tuous fucccii'or, applied lo the principles of 
my arrangements in the province of Onde, 
“ with a view to Jirtngthen their principles^ 
and render them permanent,^'' 

** Two great fources of revenue, opium 
and fait, were tf my creation ; the firft, which 
1 am accufeil for not having made more pro- 
dudlive, amounts at this time yeatly to the 
nett income of xio,oool. the bft (and al( 
my colleagues in the Councjl refufed to ftiaio 
with me in the refponfibility attendant upon 
a new lyllem) to the yearly nett income of 
above 8oo,oooi 

** To fum up all ; 1 maintained the pro- 
vinces 


* The hiftoiy of »he opium revenue is in evidence : Of the fair, the Directors wrote to 
Bengal the a ill of September 1 785, in the following terms : 

When we confider the alarming decline of the fait revenue in the year 1780, and for 
which no remedy feemed for feme time to prefent itfelf, we acknowledge ourfelves iodebt* 
^ ed to the abilities and seal of Mr. HalUngs. for a plan fuggefted and completed by him, 

« which 



[ 102 

«>ncesf»f my immediate avl mini ft ration .m a Tcotirg**, who, rfmcmhcnng the effeOs of .V 
IlMe of peacey plenty, and fecniity, Vshcn fonisi inthcl.'on r>f this dreadful c-ilaniity 
otfCfy other member of the Briiiih empire wjs have made their fenfeof the obligation whicli 
'ftotrolved in cxfeinal wars, or civil tumult. they owe to me for this blclTing, a very 
- In a dreadful feafon of famine, w.’iiJi. ^p.incipnl fubjeft of many of the teflimoni Is 
infited all- the ncigtibouring Stites of Inthn, tr.infmiited by the inhabitants of Bengal, 
dhting' three fnccelfive years, 1 rcprulTod it in Bi.har, and Henates. 

Its approach to the countries of the British And laBly, I raifed the colledlive annual 

dbminicn, and by timely andconiinned regu- income of the Company’s pefleflions under 
lations, prevented its return j an aft little my ruiminiflraticn from three to ^vemillions', 

linowft in England, becaufe it wanted the fterling, not of tempo ,-ry andhirced exaftir n, 

pofitive' effects v^hich alone could give it a but of an cafy, continued, and Hill* exifilng 
tpifible communication 5 but proved by the produftion, the fnreft evidence of a good 
graceful acknowledgments of tlicfe who Government — improving agiiculture, and 
would have been the only fufferers by fuch a incrcafcd poiiulatlcnt. 

' « To 

** which not only retrieved that branch of trade and revenue, hut produced an effeftive benefit 
M to the Company, beyond our mod fanguine expe-ftation. It -s with pleafarc aUo that we 
** remark the indudry and talents difplayed by Mr. Henry Vanfittart, the Comptroller, in 

carrying the plan into execution. 

•• Approved by the Board, and figned by HENRY DITNDAS, 

« W. W. GRENVILLE, 
“ MCLGRAVE, 

“ WALSINGHAM.’* 

• In 1770. 

•J* When fo powerful a body as the Hoofe of Commons commit their name and charafter, 
by Ibe adertion of afaft which turns out upon examination not to have the fliglurd foundation^ 
ill truth, the refpeft which every Rritifh fuhjeft owes to that branch of the Legillature, will 
naturally induce him to produce every pofiible fpecies of evidence th.n may tend tojuftity h.m, 
in an indnnee in which he ventures to differ from fo great an authority. 

That Mr. Hadings raifed the rcfourcesuf his Government from three millions a.year to five, 
Uin evidence before the Houfc of Commons, and that evidence was entered upon the Journals 
en the motion of Mr. Dunda«, tlie India Mmider. 

But left it diould he faid that Mr. H.idings profnfely lavifhed the revenues that he Ind 
createtl, we ihall here infert an ex *ft ftaftmtni of tlie aftual profits annually ariTiog to the Cafl- 
India Company from their Bengal polfeirion*-, from the time they acquired thole polTeirions in 
>765, down to the year 1791. The documents are all before the Houfe of Commons, 
cxcejpt for two years, 1779-85 and 1780-81 ^ and we believe that the accounts for ihofe two 
years are very accurate, rhoegh we do not give them with the fame con hdence that we do the 
other years' accounts, which are all of them upon the JourDt.ls of the Houfeof Commons* 


1765-6 

47if067 J 

^ Lord Clive’s Go- 

>77* 9 

£• 

i>040,4 37 

- 

1766-7 

1,253,501 5 

1 vernment. 

1779 So 

377,677 


1767-8 

871,622 1 

* Mr. Vereift's Go- 

1780- 1 

354>454 

Mr. Haftlng^'s Go- 

1768 9 

SagtcSi, 5 

vernment. 

1781-2 

275,782 - 

vernmeot. 

1769.70 

1770-1 

336,812 3 
275,088 1 

Mr. Cartier’s Go- 

i 78 i '3 

1783-4. 

1,029,622 

1,163,224 


1771-2 

768,571 5 

vrninicnt. 

1784 5 

1,128,612 


177a 3 

567,866 • 


1785-6 

1,038,987 7 

Sir /. Maepherfon'g 

J773-4 

1,03 1 806 

1 

1786.7 

1,660.86s f 

Government. 

^ 71 ^- S 

1^625,336 

Mr. Haftings’sCo- 

1787-8 

*>-33,943] 

Earl CornwaUis'a 

1775 6 


^ vernment. 

1788-9 

*>767,369 \ 

Government* 

1776 7 

1777 8 

*i7^7>49* 
1,200,623 ^ 

1 

1789- 90 

1790- 1 

2,807,4443 

2,295,811 

By Eftimate. 


From this. iccount it appears that theaftual nett profit received by the Eafi- India Co.iipany^ 
during Mr. H.>ftings’s Government, was above twelve millions eight hundred thoufand pounds, 
though, from the year 1777-8, to the dofe 0/ his adminiftration in 17S4-5, the Bengal army 
was upon a war eftdblilhmeiu ; and in that period two confiderable detachments were ferving 
Sn the Carnatic and the Weft tf Indin, and 3 third for lome time in the province of Malwa.-— 
The reAoracion of peace, and the return of ehefe arn/ies, enabled the Bengal Governnnent to 
redotc military expences above a miiiu>i) de/littg ay fat. This reda6iIon, with the 

progrcfTive 
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To the Commons of Eni^and, in whofa 
name T am arraigned for defolating tbt pro- 
vinces of their dominion in India, I dare to 
reply, that they are, and their rcprefentatives 
annually perfift in telling (hem fu, the moft 
flourifhing of all the States of India— It was^ 
X who made them fo. 

The valour of others acquired, I en- 
larged, and gave lhape and cnnfifttncy to the 
dom nion wlvch you hold there; I pieferved 
yit: 1 fent forth its armies with an effefVual, 
but ceconomicai hand, through unknown and 
huflile regions, to the fupport of your other 
pofTeiTions ; to the retrieval of one from de- 
gradation and dilhonour ; and of the other, 
from utter lofb and fubje6\ion. I maintained 
the wars which wete of your ft.rmation, or 
that of otliei s, not of mine. 1 won one mem- 
ber of the great Indian Confederacy fiom it 
by an adt of feafonable refiitution ; wit 
another’)* 1 maintained a fecrct intercourfe, 
and converted h.m into a friend ; a third ^ 1 
drew off by diverfion at>d negociaiion, and 
employed him as the inflrument of peace.— 
When you cried out for peace, and your cries 
were heard by thofe who weie the objedl of 
it, 1 refitted this, and tvery oihei fpccies of 
counieradlion, by nfing in my demands ; and 
accomplifbed a peace, and I hope evetlatting 
one, with one great State || ; and I at lead 
afforded the efficient means by which a pedce, 
if not fo durable, more feafonable at leaff, 
^ was accomplifbed with another §. 

“ I gave you all, and you have lewarded 
me with conjif cation, dif grace, and a life of im- 
peachment. 

One word more, my Lords, and I have 
done. It has been the fafbion in (he courfe of 
this Trial, fometimes to reprtfent chs natives 
of India as the mott virtuous, and fometimes 
as the mott prcfligare of mankind. I actett 
their virtue, and offer this unanfwerable proof 
of it; 

“ When I was arraigned before your Lord- 
fhips in the names of the Commons of Grcat- 
Briuin, for facnficing their honour by adls 
of injuflice, oppiefTuin, cruelty, and rapacity, 
committed upon the Frmces, Nobles, and 
Commonalty, of Hindottan, the natives of 
India of all ranks came forward unfuheited to 
< clear my reputation from the obloquy with 
which It was loaded. They mamfslUd a 
generofity, of which we have no example in 
the European world : their conduA was the 
effc£l of their fenfe of gratitude for the hene- 
brsthey had received during my adminittration. 


My Lords, X wifh I had receiivtd th€ 
fam.e juttice from my country. 

The tettimonials of the natives of folia 
were fent to the Government of Bengal, au* 
thenticated by the various ofiicial channelt 
.through which they patted ; by (he Govern- 
ment of Bengal to the Court of Diredlorsy wlifi 
their tranflitions; and copies of the latter bf 
the Court of Diredfors to the late Houfe of 
Commons, on whofejournalstiiey ttill remain. 
To thefe let me add the addrefs of n^ 
fellow citizens inhabiting the town of Calcut- 
ta, prefented on the day on which 1 left them 
to return to England, and of the Britifli offi- 
cers in India, written and fent after me, many 
months after 1 had left it. Authenticated 
copies of thefe too were read in the Houfe of 
Commons, and while 1 have life, I will 
gratefully preferve the originals, as the moll 
honourable tettimony of a life well (pent, and 
of a trutt faithfully difeharged ; becaule be- 
flowed by thole who h.id the nearett, and 
confcquemly the futeft means of knowing it. 

** My Lords, I am aware of the prompti- 
tude with which my accufers will feize on 
this* expofiiion of my merits and fervices, to 
conttiue them (to ufe the phraCc which they 
have already applied to them) a feC-ott againtt 
confetted offences. 

** I difclaim and protett againtt this ufe of 
them. If 1 am guilty of the offences laid to 
my cliarge, Ut me be convi^ed, and let my 
puolihmenc be fuch as thbfe offences fhall 
deferve. 

No, my Lords; 1 have troubled you 
with this long recital, not as an extenuation 
of the crimes which have been imputed to 
me, bu: as an arrument of the impofTibiJity 
of my having committed them. 

My I ’^rds, when 1 folicited yourind^nU 
gence for this day's hearing, I did it umfer a 
belief that there woniJ he ample time in this 
ftttion for ycur Lordfhips to give judgment : 
wiihoiit that belief 1 (hould not havp urged 
tl.c requett which 1 made on Monday latt.— 
1 atture your Lordfliips, that there is iioobjedl 
upon earth fu near my heart as that of an 
immediate determination of this tedious pro- 
fecuiion. 1 am fo confidcni of my own 
innocence, and have futh perfect reliance 
upon the honour of your Lordihips, that 1 am 
not afiaid to fubmic to judgment upon cha 
evidence which has been adduced on the part 
of the 

“ My Lords, it is imputtible for roe to 
know the iimits of the prefenc Sefllon of Par- 


progrettive improvement of the fait revenm*, accounts for tlie confiderahle increafe in the nett 
annual profits of the Company in Bengal fmee the refignaiion of Mr. Haftings. 

^ The Nizam. f Moodajee Boofla. % Madajea Scindia. jj The Mahrattas. 
§ TIppoo Sultan. 

liamcnt; 



andutidfer this untertainty, I can 
only fay, that if t!here be fufficient time for 
yotir l^lhips to come to u final judgment 
before the prorogation of it, then 1 mod 
chearfnity and willingly reft the caufe where 
It now ftands» 

•* 1 am above ill things defirjus that your, 
liordfiiips (hould come to an immediate deci- 
fion upon the evidence before you. But if 
the (hurtners of time Ihould prevent your 
iLordlhips from complying with this my ear* 
neCi defire, and the Tilal muft of nectllity, 


and to my onfpeakabte forrow, be prolonged 
to another.'Seinon, then, my Lor^d^i, 1 truft 
you will not coniider me, by any thing J have 
iaid, as precluded from adopting fuch means 
of defence as my Counfcl may judge muft 
advifcable for my iaicrcft.** 

Mr. Haftings having concluded his defence, 
the Lords adjourned to their own Chamber, 
and lefolved to proceed further in the Tnal 
on the jir^ TjsJdny in ths nentStlJim ofPar-»< 
lidwifif* 

4 
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THE 

Trial 
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WARREN castings, Efq. &c. 
P A R T V. 


Tuesday, Fcbraary 14, 179a. 
-Seventy-Third Day 
A FTER the iifual ceremony of thv 
Peers taking their rcfpcftive feats^ 
fold the Piiibner being bi*ougiit to the bar 
in culiody of the UUicr of the Black 
Rod, 

The Lord Chancellor informed the 
Managers of the Impeachment, that their 
Lordihips were ready to hear further evi- 
dence, and called upon the prtfoner for 
his defence. 

Mr. Law, leading Counfei for the de- 
fendant, in a fpeech which laded from 
one o’clock until half pad four, partly 
opened his client's cafe. « 

The exordium did credit to his abilities* 

Their Lordihips, he faid, were now 
entering upon the fifth year of a trial, 
for which the hillory of this or any other 
country furnifhed nothing like a parallel | 
and it at length became his duty to occupy 
fomewhat longer the harrafled, and near- 
ly exhauded, attention of their Lordihips, 
and exercife rehiftantly the expiring 
patience of hts client. Mr. Haltings, 
by the bounteous permilTion of that Pro- 
vidence which diifwfes of all things, with 
a conftitution weakened by great and 
vigorous exertions in the iervice of bis 
country, and impaired by the unwhole- 
f fome influence of a remote climate— fuf- 
fering horn year to year the wounds which 
mud pierce a manly and noble mind— 
the paflive lidener to calumny and infult 
— -thirdlng with an honourable ardour for 
^e public approbation^ which illudrious 
mlems and fervices are eyer entitled to, 
while malignity and prejudice are going 
on to degrade himi and blacken bis fair 
reputation to the eyes of hit country— 

• Hxs Majrsty opened the Sission of 
on the following day the House of Loans 
‘ Tuefday, the i4lh of February; 

Part Vt 


fubdued by the painful progrefs of a trial 
protracted 10 a length unexj>ericnccd te- 
fore by any Biiiifh fubjedt, and of wliich 
there was no precedent in any former, 
arid he hoped never would be in any fu- 
ture period of the Britifti hidory— under 
ill tbefe accumulated hardfhips, 
ladings was alive this day, and kneeling 
a the Bar of their Lordihips, to implore 
te protection, as he was fure of the 
jtdice, of that augud Tribunal. 

lut although his client was thus confident 
in he confcioufnefs of his own innocence, 
his Advocates were opprelTcd with fears to 
whidi he was a ftranger. Seiifible of the 
great weight of authority and abilities 
wiih which they had to contend, equally 
fenfibb of their own great inferiority, 
their fpirits funk under their apprehen- 
fions of the great variety of matter, fo-< 
reign indeed to fhe charge, but peculiarly 
calculated to affeCl opinions which they 
mutt endeavour to repel# All thtf arts 
that move men’s minds had been em- 
ployed' with the greatett power and ettbCl;. 
Crimes and cruelties, at which nature 
fhudders, had been direClly or indireCliy 
imputed to hvs client, and the impreflioii 
enforced by fuch talents and eloquence, 
as no former occafiun had ever fcea 
brought into one point of aClion. 

To a cafr thus pampered, he had a 1 - 
mott faid corrupted, by thefe lufciouS 
delicacies, the Advocates of his client 
could only bring plain fads and argu- 
ments. They were even deprived of the 
charm of novelty, the power of which, 
though perhaps unfelt by their Lordihips, 
they knew to be great on the public at 
large. They had, befides, the irkfome pro- 
vince of difpelling brilliant iliulions, fel- 
dom a very grateful talk | and if their 

PaaLi AMENT on Toefday, January 
refoWed to proceed further on tlio Trial on 

B abilities 


a^iHtles were equa\. to 5t, the almoft expi- 
riiift patience of their client denied them 
the necelTary time. 

Under all thefe difadvantapjes they 
were furtained hy il>c recollection, that 
the conflict was before a tribunal not of 
cxptCled, but cxpeiienced jiiflic#', of he- 
ledltary honour^ aboVe partiality, and 
" ill knowledge of the vaiioiis ciiciimllances 
and relations of tlie feveral parts of the 
Empire 4)eyond the reach of prejiidiceir 
Their minds alti ndcd only to the voice of 
reafon-— to the d'Ciates of truth, and to 
the accompli /hmeut of nibllantial juftlce. 
It mattered not in what form the accufa- 
tion or the defence came. The point on 
which they were to decide was, the fimple 
fa^, and the lefs ornamented that fa^ 
was, the more cafy, of courfe, it mu ft be 
to difeuver «ts validity. A true fa£l, 
therefore, appears to greater advantage 
when naked ; and juftice pays it much 
more refpe^l in that innocent ftate than 
when it is drefled out in all the gaudy and 
rich apparel of the molt beautiful elo- 
quence | for when it mafks itfelf in the 
Rowing habit of rhetoric, a very proper 
fufptcion arife$,f hat it is either an impoftos 
or (hat it has fome black foots to hid^, 
which if not covered would betray tie 
caufe it was thus clothed to fupport. 

The province of his and his broiher 
Counfers duty was, therefore, to give 
thole fa£ls, not as the ingenuity or' the 
lion. Managers had laid them dowi, but 
as they really and do/ta fde ftood. In 
doing this, it would be neceflary to reca- 
pitulate what ha! been adrsneed, in order 
to Ihew that eloquence was iubftituted for 
^proofs, and acrimony fupplied the place 
of evidence* This, no doubt, would add 
10 the expiring patience of his client— to 
the trouble of their Lordfhips— and to 
the Herculean labour of the whole Trial ; 
but in the end it would fubvert tlie moft 
Angular combination of talents that ever 
were employed to perfecute an innocent 
mail, and the moft rich and powerful 
treafures of imagination that could be 
coi'eHed to fupport that ^erfecution— a 
perl'ecution which be Ihould pray to God 
no other Britifh fubje£l might ever ex- 
pdiience* 

Theircliept was now at the entrance of 
the fifth year of his trial-«a fituatioii in 
which no Britilh fubje£l had ever ftood 
before, and in which all muft concur in 
wiflnng that none might (land agiin. 

This great delay he was well aware 
might be in fome meafure attributed 
to Mr- Haflings's Counfel, who fo often 
look ficceptions to the mode of proceed* 


ing adopted by tb/t»nap«W» **><* ««*• 
fcquently gava •“ 

trouble in reiiri/‘“ '^'^ide npon each 
qnellion, that tW ■'><* of 
one wliolc yoar ^°'"S f'"""' **>o Copit to 
the Cliamber, f™'" ‘^e Chamber to 

the Com t. ji the defendant had this 
confobrion ii^’® wifdom of their Lord- 
fliips, that twenty- four inftances 

where ft-'rted by hh - 

Counfel, icnty-lhree were decided in his 
favour. 

But 

cefsful / often interrupted 

their li'dihips by errors, he felt aftiamed 
of })4efump,'"on, whei^ he con- 

(idere importance of the talk which 

he Jd undei taken, and all" fpirit and 
hor funk beneath it. He had been taken 
fr<Athe ordinary habits of his profellion, 
vvth no particular knowledge of the lo- 
a\ interefts of India, and had, on this 
ind many other accounts, a claim to the 
prote6lion of the Court. The inequality 
between the condition of the Counfel for 
the defendant and of the Honourable psr- 
fons who had produced the accufation, 
alfo enforced this claim, though indeed, 
by the laws of England, no exprefs dif- 
ference of perfons was acknowledged in 
the purfuit of juftice. He trufted alfo, 
tliat the candour of the Honourable Mana- 
gers would not permit them to animad- 
vert harfhly upon any improvident ex- 
prefTions of theirs, but would permit 
them to ufe, if not the laws of retaliation, 
at lead thole of an adequate felf-defence. 

It was certainly not his intention to 
intimate any difrefpc^l of the whole body 
by whom the accufapon was produced, 
or of the Gentlemen who bad more efpe* 
cially the condu6l of it; but he could 
not avoid mentioning, that in criminal 
profecutions It had been the cuftom of 
England, varying only in one prior 
inftance, that nothing but plain arguments 
ihould be ufed againft the defendant* 
The only inftance prior to the prefent Im- 
peachment was in the profecution of 
Sir Walter Raleigh, and that inftance 
was the difgrace,of the otherwife great 
and learned perlbh who had violated tb« 
humane rule. In the Inmachment of 
B'llhop Atterbury, Sir Clement Wil- 
loughby had acknowledged this rule by- 
his praclice, and by his afTeitions ; and 
the noble Lord who had led Hie profecit- 
tion againft Lord Loviti in an apology 
for replying at all totbi^ounfei for tba 
defendant, (aid, that he bdd avoided all 
lilftammatory language, bud u(ed only 
plain arguments againft tht^defendant. 



It had been urged, that ?n profLCutlona 
for mirdemeanours fiich language might 
be juftifiabie ; but he muH contend, that 
it was jiiftihable To far only as it was 
necefTar)i to prove that the offence com* 
plained of was a mirdemeanour. 

He again implored the protc 5 lion of the 
Court to his client, and their indulgence 
for himfelf. He had much to offer on 
the fubje6t ; but trufted that he fhogld not 
tire out their patience befoi-e he convinced 
thtir reafon : and he added again emphati* 
cally/‘ If we do not claim the law of re- 
taliation, we fhall exercile the rights of 
felf-dcfence." He did not mean to infult 
the feelings of the Managers. It was 
enough to accufe them of being in error, 
without endeavouring to wound the mind 
by acrimonious abufe. The iineft attri- 
bute of nature was mercy — theworft was 
revenge. He pitied the temper and 
difpolition which led a fellow- creature to 
infult the perfecuted, and could never be 
brought to conceive that judice was the 
end looked for, where vengeance was the 
means employed to obtain it. 

Thus far Mr. Law caught the attention 
of every perfon in the Hall ; but quitting 
the fertile plains of imagination for the 
dry and barren fubjeft of recital, the re- 
mainder of what he delivered being tedious 
ijccapitulation, did not gain on his audi- 
tois, and tired nut the patience of many. 
It was necclTary, no doubt, to the gene- 
ral defence, as it was a leciiitl of ihofc 
charges made by the Managers, with 
comments on them that dilavowed, and 
arc intended, by fa6is, to difpiove their 
validity. 

He began with the moft early age of 
Afia, drew a picture of Alexanders 
vifityto India, mentioned the fyftein ot 
Biaminical government there, and fo on 
tjll he came down to the firfteftabliihment 
of the Engh/h in thatpaitof the world. 

From thefe principles he drevv this 
coneJulion— lirft. That until the Englifli 
formed a feiilcmcnt ihcxe, the inhabitants 
were a favage race of barbarians under 
a government of the moft cruel tyranny ; 
and therefore that Mr. Burke was wrong 
in his defeription of India “ enjoying all 
the happinefs of the golden age, the 
wolf drinking with the lamb, and the 
kid fporting in innocent gambols with the 
tyger, before we planted the dagger of 
animofity there.” The-faft was the 
direft contrary-*-nay, was more than the 
dire6I, it was the contrary in aggravation 
^for the lylvan wolf not only ate up 
the fylvan latnb, but the human wolves 
ftpyoa upon ptUff* 


devaftations cf Tamerlane, whom the 
world called a Hero ; the calamiiies that 
fell upon the long, and comparatively 
peaceful, reign of Aurengzebe, werefuf* 
ficiently recorded in the works of nu- 
merous hiftoiians ; but an infpe^lion into 
the writings of authors of amoreobfeure 
caft enabled him to iliew that (heir go- 
vernments were founded in the blood of' 
the inhabitants, and, under the BraminU 
cal or Mahometan inftitutions, were 
completely defpolic. Their wars were 
nearly inieHanr, and always bloody. 
There were accounts of x 00,000 men 
periihing in one battle $ and in another, 
where we think he ftated the number of 
men to be 100,000, and of elephants 
30.000, at the termination of the confli 61 : 
only eight remained alive on one fide, and 
four on the other. So far at a'i events^ 
and, as he contended, in every other re- 
fpefV, the Britilh power and government 
was clearly a blefting to India. 

To ftiew alfo that it was no ufurpation, 
he detailed tl'.e vaiious Powers which at 
different periods obtained afcendancy and 
dominion Jn that quarter of the world. 
The Mahrattas, ifTumg from the moun- 
tains in irrefiftible bodies of cavalry, had 
cftabiiflicd their power, fince fo much ex- 
tended, in the year 1640. Tliis at moft: 
was only fixtcen years before the Englifti 
empire in that part of the globe j and 
whatever acquifitions weie lince made, 
were confequeiucs arifing from provoca- 
tion on the part of the natives, and the 
conquefts made in war, which v.c wue 
forced to undeitake in oar own defence. 

Mr. Biiike had faid, that there never 
was fuch a thing as arbitiaiy power 
India. Mr. Law, on the contrary, read 
extracts fiom Bernier, Catrou, Gibbon, 
Mjnicfquicu, Dow, Major Kennel, and 
many other unexceptionable writers, in 
order to prove, that previous to our 
eftablifhment in India, its hiftory is a 
hiftory of the treafons, murders, poifon- 
ings, cruelties, and defpotil'm of the 
rankeft kind ; each author ftaiing, that 
the lands, liVfes, and propetties ot every 
man in India depended loUly upon the 
will of the Sovtieigh. 

Mr. Law meft happily explained the 
purpofe for which he gave this account. 
It was to ^ew what a happy change had 
been e|Fe£led by the prevalence of Briti:h 
power, not to rebut any charge of cruelty 
alledged againft r4r. Hallin{;s, by (hew- 
ing how much more oppreffive the former 
government had been } and he denied in 
the mptt folemn manner, that any one 
charge of ctuelty alledged againft hif 



client h^d the Aightcft foundation in fa£l. 
He h^ed leave to imprefs it on the 
minds of their Lordlhips, that of all the 
cruelties with the exercife of which Mr* 
HaiHngs has been charged, not one has 
been proved— -the rubbing the foies of the 
fpet with bricks, the turning the women 
naked into the open air, the thumb ferews^ 
drc. &c. appear, like the b.ifcJers 
fabric of a vilion, to have no other foun- 
dation but in the fertile imagery of the 
mind. He equally defended the Britifh 
Adminiftration in India from the lame 
charge. 

Mr. Law's next head was, the rife and 
progrefs of the Britifli power in India 
from the depofition of Suraja Dowhi, in 
1756, to the elevation of Coflim Ally 
Cawn, in 1766* He deferibed Mr. 
ftings’s fiiiiation in all that period, as a 
junior ftrvant, but employed in the high 
and I'efpoiiribie ofhee of kefideiit at the 
Durbar of Meer Jafiier. 

He next vent through the period of 
Coflim Ally Cawn’s government ; and 
mentioned, moft forcibly, the honourable 
part Mr. Haftings a^ied, in giving his 
utmoil fupport to the Government in the 
war againfl Coliim, though he difap- 
ptoved of tlie meafuies that bi ought it on. 
He told the h. dories of the three Seals, and 
of Mecr Jafiier^s, death, in a dyle that 
carried univerfal convi£Hon ; and forcibly 
complained of the injudice done to Mr. 
Hadings, by introducing thofe dories at 
all. 

With the clofe of the war againd Codim 
in 1765, Mr. Hadings clofed his fcrvices, 
and returned to England. 

An indnuation had been thrown out by 
Mr. Burke in his opening, as if there were 
fome fort of coriupt connexions between 
Mr. Hadings and Co/lim Ally Cawn. 
This Mr. Law refuted by calling to 
their Lord /hips', rccollef^ion the adertion 
of Loid Guildford, when he was Prime 
Minilhr in 1773, the truth of which was 
confirmed by the univerfal voice of Par- 
liament. It was this— That of alUhe fums 

f irelcnted to didercni Gen^nen at dlf- 
ercAt periods in Bengal, Mr. Hadmgs 
dtd not appear to have icccived a finglc 


rupee. 

Mr. L:iw, in anfwer to a declaration 
.from Mr. Burke, that Mr. Ilaftmgs, on 
his reiutn to England in 1765, intiigued 
for ofricc-i-adirintd, that fo far from it, 
he was on the point of retiring to the lei- 
fure of academic life, when he was called 
Mon to fill a very honourable lituation 
aC Madras, and afterwaids appointed by 
ilie without any folicitHiion ol 

owDi to the Governmeitt of Bengal, 


Here Mr. Law deferibed in the cleareft 
terms the difficulties he had to fui mount s 
—that he found a Bond Debt exiding of 
above a Crore of Rupees; in addition to 
which, the Company had been drawn upon 
for above a Crore— he had to tak% the en- 
tire management of the Revenues into his 
own hands— to arrange every department 
of Government, and to form a Conditu- 
tion where none had exided before. 

Mr. Law deferibed the various import- 
ant a 61 s that Mr. Hadings did in the t^>\ o 
fird years of his government 5 that the fyf- 
tems he then framed were iliofe by which 
the Revenues, with very trifling altera- 
tions, are dill adminidered ^ that he created 
two fources of Revenue, Opium and Salt 3 
the latter of which produced, in 17S9, 
above eight hundred and fixty thoufand 
pounds, a fum which more than paid all 
the dividends, and the annual intered of 
all the Company's debts in England. 

Mr. Law dwelt with great mrce upon 
the infinite importance of this gieat Reve- 
nue, the merit of which was lolely impu- 
table to Mr. Hadings ; and at this pointy 
about four o'clock, the Court adjourned 
until Friday. 


SavENTY-FoURTH DaV. 

Fridav, February 17. 

The Court met to-day a little after one. 

Mr. Law immediately proceeded— and 
began the fecond divifion of his fpcech by 
obferving, that the relation or hidory which 
he gave when he had lad the honour to 
addrefs their Loidfhips,he thought necef- 
fary, on account of the impreflions made 
by fome very contrary accounts, and of 
the nn warranted comparifons which had 
been made between the date of India pre- 
vious to the pggrandizement of the Britifh 
power there, and its iituation under the 
government of Mr, Hadings. 

Thefc topics were medio between him 
and the Honourable Managers, and related, 
but were not effentiali to the charges before 
their Lordfhips* There were others intro- 
duced, not by connrflion, but in the form 
of fubdantial accufations ; and amotigft 
rhefe was the atrocious fable of Deby 
Sing. In his opinion, every accufev 
ought to have, fird, reaionable and pro- 
bable affurance, that his charge was true s 
fecondJy, that it was applicable to the 
party atthebarj and thirdly, that he fhould 
have proof of liis aiTertions, and the ac^ 
cufed an opportunity of counter-proof. 
All thefe were wanting to the charge of 
Deby Sing— a tale that had no fort of re- 
ierence toanyone Article which the Com- 
mons had voted, and a tale of which thq 
Manager himfctfliad never heard until 

fourteen 
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fourteen (fays before the Trial began ; nor 
coYilrl he hear it without hearing at the 
(hme time that the fa6ls were folemnly 
<lenicd» and were afliialty at that time in 
a coiiiTe of judicial enquiry. 

Mr.* Law ftated, in the moft forcible 
language, that he had eaineftly imploied 
the Manager to put that calumny in fome 
fuch (hape as might enable him to refute 
it that Mr. Haftings had petitioned the 
Commons to do it, though in vain. He 
had only, theieforc, to lament, that in this 
free and enlightened country, agrofs and 
ferious injury had been done to a Briiith 
fubjefl, to which as the conlVuuents of 
the Managers would apply no remedy, it 
was impolFible for him to fay any thing 
more, becaufe the Lords had determined, 
that the llory of DebV Sing had no refe- 
rence to any one allegation in any one of 
the Articles voted by the Houfe of Common j 
againji Mr, Hastings. Here, theretorc, 
he was compelled to quit the fubje^l, with 
again mod forcibly remonftrating ag^inif 
the unexampled injultice which his client 
had fuftained. The conftitution had no 
remedy for it. In their Lordfhips* minds 
iuch imputations would produce, indeed, 
only ferious indignation j but with the 
great mafs of the public, who would not 
reafon with the delicacy and accuracy to 
which their Lordfliips were accuftomed, 
the impreflion would probably be lail« 
ing. 

Mr. Law then went through all the ma- 
terial a£ls of Mr. Haftings's Adminiftra- 
tion, from the year 1773 to 1780, when 
the Carnatic was invaded, and laved by 
the fpirit and prompt decifion of Mr. 
Haftifigs. He occalionally quoted paflages 
from Mr. Burke's former fpceches— re- 
futed his afTei'tions, and was in fome points 
particularly feyereon Mr. Francis, whom 
he declared to have held a do^frine, rela- 
tive to Treaties, the moft milchievous and 
flagitious ever yet heard of-— He remark- 
ed, that Mr. Buikc, in one of his fperches, 
had mentioned the number of Trea- 
ties wh'ch he had fuppol'cd to have been 
violated in India $ but though, of all the 
violations of faith ever heard of, the breach 
of Treaty with the prefent Nabob of 
Oude, on his acccftlon to the Government, 
was the molt palpable and notorious, he 
had entiiely pafled that over- 

Mr. Law, after a multifarious detail, 
arrived at a fubje^I which had occupied 
fo mucli of the eloquence, and fo much 
of the inveftive of the Honourable Mana 
gers— -the nameoi Goonga Govnnd Siiig: 
» namci laid Mr. Law, which has been, 
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I will affirm, chmoroully (houted frooi 
one efld of the Biitiilf Dominions to the 
other, as tlie Monfter offending Heaven 
by unheard of crimes, as bi^itifying tiie 
fpwcies, and blafting the very name of 
Man. 

“ I declare before Almighty God,'* faid 
Mr. Law, that after the moit minute rc- 
iearch, the moft attentive invedigtiioir, I 
am unable to fix upon any one aftron of 
this man's life which 1 can teiiii citmU 
w^^^culpable may be applied to him, per- 
haps, hut even that not highly.** After 
having therefore painfully fought for the 
caufeof the unprecedented outcry that had 
been raifed againlt him, he found it to be 
no more than an offence which Mr. Law 
begged leave to refemble to a itflbr of fee 
farms who ftiould alio be a colleger of 
the cuftoms, and who, when applied to 
for the Col levied impofts, fhould return 
for anl'wer— No, the fums in my hands 
1 cannot part with, but I will place them 
againft fuch rents due to me for the farms 
which I have let.** 

The oifence had been no greater, that 
had in the Iplendid oiatory u: Managers 
handed him down as the fcourgs of fufPer* 
ing humanity and the difgrace of his em» 
pioyer. Such a man reflected no dif'grace 
whatever upon a nation whofe agent he 
became— he was the moft proper perfon 
that could be chofen ; and whatever might 
be rumoured againft his moral charaaer 
(as where can be found the cliara^ler that 
has not been afperied ?), he folemnly af- 
firmed it to be his fteady belief, that no- 
thing which would wear the title of ftrong 
criminality could be failencd upon liim. 

[The Managers were in genei ai ablent 
during this ftrong vindication.] 

Mr. Law next proceeded to confldertlie 
right of the Biiiiih Government to de« 
mand the fifty lacks iiibfidy fiom Rajah 
Cheyt Sing. He chofe to conlider the fub- 
jefl widely. — He affirmed, that the com- 
mutation of fifty lacks for tiie Ti oops was 
fuch a demand, as every people upon earth 
would have admitted to be legitimate 5 that 
where piuteciion flowed from the Piince^ 
aftiftant (ervice naturally refulted as the 
confequeni from the lubjeff. Such were 
our own iicls at an early period of our hif- 
tory— the practice was fan^fioned by eve* 
^ Government in India, imough rl)e ihr 
nntte gradations of their greater or left 
importance. 

If Ml. H ftsngs were guilty for the 
making of this Uemand, who would be 
found 'lie j;3rtuc.r8 ot his guilt ? Why the 
India Company, for having omitted to 

exprrla 
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fOKfnrefs th€i| ilifapprohation of thenieafure 
—His Ma jetty’s Mfniftcrs for the fame ne- 
and all thofe who were implicated 

the having concern* mediately or imme- 
diatelyy with the Government of the Brttiih 
7 erritories in India. He could piovc, >h3t 
4lviring three years the ihiinder of difap- 
iBTohation had llcpt. Had it been heai d in 
May lyfta ?— No, not a breath of blame 
MS even agitated— nay, he would go down 
SS low as tlie month of October in the 
laiine year— all was filcnt on this theme. 

Mr. Hartin^s cenfured, recalled even, 
for imputed offehccs, had on this topic ex- 
rienced no reproof ; as if the demand 
d nothirg that could for a moment be 
imagined unfair, or not common in the 
ufages of India — even enmity luid been 
nltnt upon this mcafure. 

Mr. Lau» then, rctarning totliehiftoiy 
of Mr. Hattir.gs's tranfa^fions in India, 
coiitended, that the duties payable upon 
fait and opium had been conveited by 
l^im from a fource of piivate emolument 
fo public revenue • fo much fo, that in the 
year 17119-^0 the duty uponrnit ameunu 
ed to Sd lack$, 86o,oool. more than for- 
merly, and that upon opium to 17 lacks, 
or i7o,oool. : that the military favings 
of the fanne )ear were 24)Oool. and the 
civil favings 235^000!. and ihefe and va- 
rtous artreks formed a total of two mtU 
^lions tterlingy 'belides one million appio- 
priaied to the paymenl of the Company's 
debt. 

The ded« 6 lions from the Nabob'^s re- 
venue, Mr. Law juttified upon the ground 
of thencerflityforhis ettablidimeni having 
cealea when iheEatt India Company be- 
caianc there own Durbar in hjs dominions. 
To have continued this eltabl Oiment, Mr. 
Law iaid, wduld^ in the terms of a cele- 
Vated publication, have iTeen ** to em- 
iMrlm a carcafe not worth the ounce of gum 
bellowed upon it ^ to offer meat and dunk 
t0 the dead, a pra£lice not honoii ing the 
dead, but difgracing the fuivlvor.’* The 
Kabob was relieved by Mr. Hattings from 
all the cares of foversignty, and had thus, 
what appeared to be the uliimafum c^’ 
^fiatic happinefs, a large income, a great 
dleal of money to watte, and no^^ing to 

do* 

' Tlie rewiaiDder of Mr. Law's addrefs 
confilledin defending Mr. Haftingsagainft 
the cenfure of the Supreme Council, of 
wbom^ he faid, feme members had 


permitted their honourable nttnds to be 
piejuviiccd by others not equally refpe^l^ 
able ; and that the whole body had giveii 
an early Indication of their temper towards 
Mr. Hiittings, by objefling to the final! 
number of the ordnance fiied upon their 
landing, and to other circumftanccs of a 
ttmilar import. Mr. Haftings, however, 
though forefeeiflg refiftance and coun- 
teraction from them, had refolved to hdld 
his jdace in the new fyftcni. He knew 
that his Country had a ttake in his efforts, 
and he endured infult, hefubmittedtoevery 
thing the mutt galling to a high-minded 
man, for its welfare. He ftayed to fave, 
and, (laying, did fave that territory, which, 
by his means, is now within the fcopo 
of theBiitidr empire. 

Mr. Law then adverted to the Rohilla 
wai, to Mr. Haftings's corrcfpondence 
with Mr. Middleton, and to his conduffe 
towards Aioph iil Dowlah, points upon 
which nothing interefting occurred. 

At a little before five, when Mr. Law, 
after reading a very long letter, was pro- 
ceeding to fbmc obfervations upon it, the 
Chancellor faid, that the hour was ar- 
rived at which it was proper to adjourn 
and the Court accordingly rofe. 

Seventy-fifth Day. 

Tuesday, Febiuary 21. 

This day the Court met at half pad 
one, when Mr. Law made the moft bril- 
liant elefe to his opening fpeech that ha^ 
ever been uttered m a Court of Jufticc. 

He began by alluding to what he faid 
on a former day, on thv fpirit and deci- 
fion difplayed by Mr. Haltings when the 
firft news arrived of the difalters in the 
Carnatic. He patted the higheit enco- 
miums upon Sir Eyre Coote, who, he faid, 
had gone to Madras at a fcafon when, if 
orders had been literally obeyed, no Ihip 
could have appeared on the coatt ; bu( 
upon that occanon, Mr. Haftings and Sir 
Eyre Coote thought it necettary to rifque 
every thing, thelofsof men and of money 
by the elements, in order to fave India, 
which they efftfted. Mr. Law pointed 
out three feparate periods, one in May 
1778, another in June, and the third iq 
be3)tember 17S0, when India was pre- 
ierved by his own feparate refponttblity, 
and by meafures for which he now fat 4 
defendant at the bar. 

After ftating and juftifying Mr, Ha* 


T ^nd the few Lords uho remained^ had been ttandiiig for above an bou^ 

expv^Iing this adjournment. 

je Lords, at firft, were about thirty 5 the Pecrellcs, fix. The whole attendance wa« 
' Aut iliiwisft we rt member, :ind the cold wes exctpyc, 
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ftiAgl and Sir Eyre Coote on the fubjeA Here Mr. Law dated jhe fubjeft in fncb 
of his extra-allowances, Mr. Law came a mannert (hat none but the mod deter* 
to the mod beautiful and (pathetic pafTage mined in obftinacy could refift the force ini' 
we ever remcixiber to have heard. his conclofions. Had not Mr. Hading 

He cabled to their Lordlhips* recollec* been more than four years upon his trial I' 
tion the virulent, opprobrious, and abufive Was any one quarter of the globe Sgno- 

S iets which had been applied to Mr. rant of the combination that had beea 
irtgs in the couricof the prefent Tnai formed againft him ? Was it not noto-^ 
— “ Captain Gineral qf' Iniquity man rioully known, and tlie fuhje^l ofcomnioa 
** with a heart corrupted and blackened and eager curiofity in India ? And what 

J|‘ to the very core— the head and foiin- was the conftquencc ? Had one man been 

tain of corruption— who had been guilty found to utter a complaint againft Mm? 

** of every crime, from the meaneft lie to On the contrary, was not the table of the 
** the fouled murder.*' Commons covered with praifes in hif 

Mr. Law.faid, thcreexpreinons had done favour, with a denial of the judice of the 
his client no injury ; every honourable accuferSy^and an acknowledgement of the 
mind had rejected them, but he repeated virtues of the accufed ? 

them now merely to contrail them with Mr. Law here read feveral cxtra£ls from 

what was the real character of Mr. the tedimonials * tranfmitted from India 
Hadings. in favour of Mr. Mailings, and dwelt 

upon 

• It may not be amlfs to remark here, that all thefe Teili menials are before the HouHb 
# f Commons,' and printed by their order in 1789, on themoiion of Major Scott, who chon 
moved for their prodadtion, and argued upon them to jutlify all chat Mr. Dundas faid of 
the Aourilhing date of Bengal, in oppolition to the grofs calumnies which in thofe time* 
were circulating, tb induce the public to entertain a contrary opinion. 

In the year 1789, the third of Mr. Dundas's Budgets, and the third alfo of the Impeach- 
menr, an immenfe body of Tedimoniab in favour of Mr. HaAings, and of cjurfs of tlie 
pad Britilh Government, arrived from India. As the datemencs of Mr. Dundas in rtus 
Houfe of Commons, and Mr. Burke in Wtdmlndcr Hall, differed fo effgntUUy , it wa.«* moved 
that thefe Tedlmonials (hoiild be laid upon the table of the Houfe of Commons, and after- 
^ wards that they (heuld be printed. It was hoped that fome one independent Member would 
be druck with fome furprixe, and with fome indty^nationt when he rcAe^led upon t!ie diffa- 
renC ianguagehold by Mr. Dundas and Mr. Burke, both equally fupported by powerFul majttm 
rieies^ and that theAs Tedimonials would throw the balance for veracity into the fcale of 
Mr. Dundas. 

^fa printed copy of thefe Tedlmonials, Mr. Burke has been nearly four yean in pffjfeffigm, 
— lA the year 1789 htpromifed to bung them in evidence, but he has forfeited lii» word, 
as in his promifed Impeachment of Lord Guildford. 

Mr. Burke is furrounded by Lawyers and Solicitors, entertained and continued at aq 
enormous expence to the public, fomething more than Afty thourand pounds, for cveiy fort 
of expence; it may appear odd, that he fhoold apply to Mr. Law for that informatioA 
which his Solicitor's clerk might have given him in an indant. 

3 ut to oblige Mr. Burke, we will Inferi the palTage, from the copy that was printed by the 
lad Houfe of Commcns. 

The Tedimonial is figned by perfons of all dcfcrlptions in the city and neighbourhood of 
Patna, the capital of the Bahar province; and many of thofe who Agncd it addwd fome words 
immediately from themfclves. 

^ The Ard clafs of men who Agncd this Tedimonial were, the Kauzees," or Magif- . 
trates ; the fecond, “ The Moofties the third, “ The Officers appointed hy the Crowa 
to Aiperintend the Charity Lands;" the fourth, “ The Cjnongoes ;** the Aftli, “ Omrahs 
and the fons of Omrahs, Khawns, Munfubdars, and Zemindars, being Mahomedans.** . 

Among this clafs are the defeendants af all the in Bahar, and other parts 

of Indodan, which certainly Ihould entitle them to peculiar attention from Mr. Burke. 

One of this clafs of Noblemen, of the name of << Lutf Ally Cawn," thd following 
words, which Mr. Law read, under his feal : ** I, the humbled of *the fervants of God, 

am a grandfon of the Nabob Axum Khawn, Azam ul Dowlah, Shumfeer Jung Behadre, 
and the Ton of Sujed Ameer Mahomed Khawn Behadre— I aAb-m, fweartng by the Prophet, 
and by the Holy Fathers, upon all of whom be the grace of God, that without ever having 
feen Mr. Haftings, 1 am thaAkful to him. In truth, that excellent Gentleman was with- 
out an equal. £ven In former times, there were few rulors fb jad, aoff^pofleded of fuqh 
liben^ty, that all mankin^i from the high to the low, from tbe great co the /K iJdji 
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llpon llicm wUh 5n/i«ite force, aiking tKelr 
JLorcllhips, whether the Managers or the 
inhabitants of a great country were the 
moft likely to know the chara^cr of Mr. 
Haftings on points in which they were 
dpeciaily concerned. He faid, the cha- 
la^er of Verres had been adverted to j for 
what purpol'e he could not conceive, fince 
in no ov.e point could a comparifon be 
poflibly d|;awn. 

During all this part of Mr. Law^s 
fpeech, Mr. Burke ieemed uncommonly 
Agitated, and when Mr. Law was reading 
the telbinonial of one peifuii, who declared 
that he had never leen Mr. Haftings, but 
fwoie by the Divine Being, that he was 
under inftnite obligMions to him for his 
care and attention to the people of Bengal, 
Mr. B Hike bosved to Mr. Ltw, and beg- 
ged to know the name of the anouymcus 
fwearer* 

Mr. Law then proceeded to othci parts 
of Mr. Halbngs's Adminiliiaiion, and 
r.tieily difclainied the idea of deteiiding 
any otic ot hts aSh on the plea of nece'- 
fity, although he would ftiew a neceftity 
lar beyond any that any public man ever 
Itad to cncoimier. 

Of Ally Iniahim Cawn and Mr. Lar- 
kin:« he fpokc i,n the higheft ttjms, as of 
two men upon whole h^mou*', ability, and 
unblemifticd integriiy, a d.a bt had ncv«r 
been calt in India. He ey.polld Mr. 
Butke’s hlumlcr, who liavl a{lirmed, that 
iioMulTulman had cvei been Ciiitf Ma- 


^iftrate of Benares before Mr. Haftlngs% 
time, and he read the teftimonial from 
Benares, where all ranks of people re- 
turned their warmeft acknoArledgeinentt 
to Mr. Haftings for the appointment of 
Ally Ibrahim Cawn. 

Mr. Law next went through all the 
points in the four Articles upon which tlie 
Commons had refted their caufe. This 
he did in the cleared and moftfatisfa£l;ory v 
manner. 

At tlie concliinon of his fpeech, Mr. 
Law faid, that he had then given the pro- 
mifed detail of events down to the period 
in which Mr. Haftings thought that he 
might honeftly indulge his wuh for re- 
tirement, a thought which did not occur 
to him till fcarccly an enemy or a difti. 
cuky in India was left to require his pre». 
fence. After a conflifl with many Euro- 
pean and many Indian enemies $ after a 
tumultuous period of fix years from tlie 
difeovery of hoftile intentions in the 
French to the peace of Bangalore j when 
he faw a peace concluded without the lofs 
of any pait of the Empire i when the 
rival power of France was reduced j when 
the Nizam was foothed from his enmity ; 
when Madajec Scindia, conquered by our 
arms, but more fubdued by our genero- 
fity, was not only in peace, but in friend- 
ftiip with us ; when in the paft wars, the 
lultre of our military charaftcr had been 
carried to its gieateft height; when our 
finances, exhaufted as they had been, had 


on all account*, be thar.Icicl to him ; and rot one of the whoh human race fhould coip- 
pliin of him. God is wiincfi, ilut the late Governor Geneial is one of thofe Rulers who are 
ef diflinyuilhed trr.incnce. Wherever he is, may God keep him under his holy protection 

The lix:h thus a e, ^ iiegi ins, and ether women of rank/* the feventh, Men of 
k^irnin^ and wlfdom, I'rshteb, dnrt Dcictncianis ot the Prophet /* the eighth, “ Rajahs and 
Jti)ys, Zsiiiind;.rs and Civil OHiicrs, and other perfons of rank I>eing Hindoos /* the 
nlnlh, Bar.Ueis and Meichanis.” 

Such are the dtfe iptions of pci tons included in the Teftimonial figned by the man whom 
Mr. Bcrke called *• an .incnymoue v-vtarer.*’ Rxtrafls weicrcad Irom many other tefta- 
inencs j but the following i» locuiious, that we fliall copy it, for the information of our 
readers i 

“ We life inh^ibiiants of the Trills in Irgltrerry, in the Chuckla of Rnjamhal and Bogle- 
pore, have Uaired, that tiic mhabitrinis ot the dillri€l of Bcgleporc have written in praife 
v; Mr, Halhnirst whtrciore why fliould not we, who are praijing Mr. Haftings, write alfo, 
and not rciia n tdeni ? Wc iheieh re repitfcnt, u't f^ntufly hveU on the like the 
he$»fts of the f-^refi^. and du ir.g tke government cf Mr, Hajttng^ became like other miH, and th£ 
^neilhiet and innw nj n/tn ivtte tnjuiUd into ut, Formerly our means of fubfiftence were 
rto other than thole ot plunder and rapine, and we extftcd with the greateft difficulty, 
but now, by the w'>fe cnr.dud ot that Gentleman, we live at eafe, and, like others, artf 
h^pyiy 2nd f,*tiified vtfith the Company. As this eafe and civiliz.ition, which has produced 
re^peiil to Us among mankind^ has been the t£e& of Mr. ITajtingCt conJu^ and management^ 
wu never experienced other ^han kindn->fs, nor have any one of us heard of any oppreffion 
frt.tn' hiiTi. Oft this dceeunt zve ate pi jjtd tvith M • Ilaftings ,'* . 

' How far thefc Teftunonia'r, trani'miited by Lord LomwaUis, tend to repel that gencraJi 
tf ufe which hM been c.irt upon tl e Government of Great Britain in India, every Gentleman 
•w U jndM for hiolliElf by the centents of them* 

' ttew 
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Kech fo far recovered as to leave V/Ut an in-'^ 
iignificant debt, I'caicely amounting to the 
Bengal furplus tor two yeais, and whivh 
the Inereat'e of the duties upon two articles 
might defray ; in this fortunate criiie» he 
prepared to return home, and after re- 
ceiving the thanks of the countries which 
he had governed 9 he antic, paied thole of 
the nation for whom he had governed 
them. 

The pel fons whom he left had waited 
till his dcreh6fion of the government 
before their praife was offered, that no 
imputation might be made upon their 
fincerity$ and praife fo difintereded from 
thofe who knew fo well whether ii was dc- 
ferved, would embalm tlie memoiy of 
Mr. Hadings when he ftiould be no 
more, and enable him, while yet alive, to 
look down with indifference or fcorn upon 
every malignant effort that might be made 
to injure him. The man who had thefe 
praifes, Mi Law faid, fhoiiid not be de- 
graded by fenr. With his reverence for 
their Loidfliips, he ought to mingle rc- 
fpeff for hirnfelf j conicious as he was of 
no guilt, nor of a n^rccffity for any allow- 
ance more than was made to the errors of 
all human beings. His condu^l would 
he found to have been dire£fed by the moil: 
ardent defiie to promoie the good of his 
, country ; and his minute deviations from 
thefeiTcisof orders, which could not be 
obeyed without injuring it, llrengthened 
the pi oof of this defire. 

The difficulties endured by Mr. Ha- 
dings had hien fo far fortunate for his 
pouniry, that they bed induced Parlia- 
ment to lelieve his fucccITorb from the 
chance of fimilar countera^lion, and to 
eniruft the noble Lord now at the head 
of affaiis in India with the diicretion 
ncceffiiry to the giving union, permanency, 
and tffedl to the opeiaiions of government. 
That nobleman had now only to alccitain 
' by his own clear powers of enquiry the 
point upon wliicl) the public fafciy leded, 
•and to upon the decifions of his own 
judgment. It was happy for the countiy 
that he was fo enti tiffed. 

The fum and fiibffance of Mr. Ha- 
ifir.gs*s condu6\ bad novv undcigone the 
mod fevious and able fcrutiiiy to which 
the ’a£f ions of any man had ever been 
fubjefled $ he relied, for a complete de- 
liverance from his troubles, upon thewif- 
dom and the juftice of the Couit. 

Mr* Law having concluded, the Court 
was about to rife, when Mr. Burke faid, 
that without wifhing to impede the 
of the elegant peroration which had jud 
been delivered, he mud take the liberty 
Part V. 
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to encjuire of the Cotinfel, whether, ha 
had given the name of one of the perfons 
by whom a itdimontal had been fent from 
India in favoui of Mr. Hadmgs’s condu^, 
he was willing alfo to give the name of 
the other ? / 

Mr. Law anfwered, that he had aflerted 
nothing which could not be m-ade out by 
evidence; that the paprts to which the 
Hon. Manager alluded fhould, in due 
time, be placed upon their Lordihips' 
table ; and that if information concern- 
ing tiiem was required in tiu- mean time, 
it ii iglit be had of him in tu) other place* 
Mr. Biiike. I wiffi thtii, my Lords, 
to put another quedion to the Couniel, to 
which I diall piobabiy r..ceive a fimilar 
anfvver. 1 would afk” — 

(H^:re Icvcral Lords rofe, and a call of 
Older, Older prevailed.) 

Mr. Buike was Itaiing liis quedion, 
when, tliecall being repealed, he laid, I 
beg tlic indulgence of your Lordfliips. I 
do not fee the Court fnfficiently, and can- 
not tell from whom that call comes. 1 

would afle'* * 

The Duke of Leeds immediately" rofe, 
and moved an adjournment to the Cham- 
ber of Parliament, which accordingly took 
place. 

Seventy-Sixth Day. 
Thursday, February z3. 

Mr. Plomer, this day, began his part 
of the Defence by obferving, that the ten- 
dency of many impiitiitions extraneous to 
the Charges, as well as of the Charges 
themfelves, was certainly to cieatc pre- 
judices in minds not llrengthtncd by 
extraordinary advantages of cducatioA 
and habit, againft the general chara£>er, 
the coiidu^, and the principles of Mr. 
Mailings. He fhould, therefoie, hope 
for the pardon of their Loidfliips, if he 
introduced his more foi mal Defence by 
fume obiervations, intended to oppole the 
advantages of the acciifaiion. He hoped, 
he was confident indeed, that no fucW 
prejudices could exiil in the minds of 
their Lordfliips ; that Mr. Haflings, at 
to them, was reiius in cufia ; and that 
when he meant to lay -dfide all the in- 
fluence to be deiived from the general 
good character of Mr. Mailings, inde- 
pendent of the Charges, fo alfo all general 
prejudices to his dii'advantage would be 
diftnlfled. 

If his own manner of treating the 
Charges fhould refemble that of the Com ts 
of ciiminal jurii'diflion, to which he had 
been accuftomed, Mr. Plomer hopeii, that 
his caufe would not fuffirr upon that ac- 
C ccruot. 
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eount. y«t he fqfild not compare the 
efiTorts made on behalf of the accufatioDy 
with thofe which would be in his power, 
without fear. If great and fplendid ex- 
ertions had been made by the profecuturs, 
certainly Aich sxeitions might be ju/ii- 
fled in the Defence ; yet ihould any thing 
more be expe^ed of him than a plain 
and attentive examination of the caufe, 
he ought to take (hime upon himfelf for 
afluming the talk. Nothing of that fort 
was within his power ; he knew himfelf 
to be wholly unft for the attempt, and 
certainly fliould not make it. 

With refpe£l to the Houfe of Com- 
mons, the accufers in the caufe, it was 
impoHible to believe, that any improper 
intentions could dire£l their cendu^, and 
he hoped that none of the obfervations 
which he might think it necefTary to 
make, would befuppofedto impute to 
them any thing further than midake. 
Their body comprized a great part of the 
learning, the talents, and of every ho- 
nourable dillindfion pertaining to man ; 
but it was not inconfiilent with this full 
ndmiflion to believe them fallible. Were 
they otherwife, the political as well as the 
judicial fun£lions of their Lordfliips 
would be ufelcfs. Miftake vv-as more 
probable to the mod accurate, the muif 
learned, and the mod laborious, when 
the aflions to be examined had psiiled in 
a foreign country, and the information 
concerning them was to be deiived 
chiefly from orsl narrative. Still fur- 
ther was the probability increafed, when 
the enquiry was frequently lobe directed 
from the aflions to the intentions of 
men. Continued accuracy of decifion 
upon fucli fuhje^ls, was confident only 
witly Oninifcience. The faculty of read- 
ing the hfeait and mind of anotlier, was 
not to be afuimed by the wifed and bed 
of human beings. It was, therefore, free 
to him to difeufs the truth of the Charges, 
without being fuppofed to imply anydif- 
terpe6f , collectively or fmgly, to thofe who 
preferred tliem. Thofe who voluntarily 
fupported the Chat ges had learning, cha- 
rafter, talents, honour, and rank, which 
it was almoft impoflible to believe diould 
' not influence the public mind, and win 
a degree of conii l(.‘nre to whatever they 
undertook. They lind accompanied and 
Tocreafed thife advantages by the moil 
fplefldid exertions of eloquence ; he did 
not prefume to cenfisre thefe exeitions : 
but he iiitreatrd their Lordfiiips to con- 
fider them as heightening the difparity 
between the accufers and himfelf, which 
entitled him to their protc^lion* 


He bad been more inclined to notice 
thefe advantages, from what had been 
thrown out in the opening of one Charge, 
as to the unanimity with which it paded . 
the Houfe of Commons. ^If Charges 
were taken to be true, on account of the 
charafler of the accufers ; if they were 
true, becaufc the Houfe of Commons had 
paired them j then were the Court and the 
Advocates for the accufed engaged in a ’ ' 
buiinefs ptrfcSly nugatory. He did not 
mean to impeach the privileges of the 
Houfe of Commons, but they could 
have no privileges independent of ju- 
(lice. ^ 

Another topic was, that the honour 
of the Houfe of Commons was commit- 
ted in the event of the trial ; that Mr. 
Haftings could not be acquitted without 
a fort of convilflion of the Houfe of Com- 
mons, for having preferred improper 
Charges. He did not perceive the necef- 
fity for fuch a conclufion ; but if they 
were reduced to that point, that the ho- 
nour of the Houfe of Commons and the 
honour of their Lordiliips were in oppo- 
fition, then furely before the honour of 
the Accufers'was that of the Judge. He 
could fay, however, for the Houfe of 
Commons, if it was not prefuniption iti 
him to aiTutne their voice, that the wifh 
of every Member was for juftice j that, 
if Mr. Haftings could be liberated from 
the Charges which they had preferred, 
they would rejoice in his acquittal ; fo 
far were they from wiftiing that he fhould 
innocently fuftcr for confiderations of 
their honour. 

Mr, Plomer then begged their Lord* 
lliips to pardon him tor having intro- 
duced thefe preliminary obfervations, and 
intreated, that if in the cbrifideration of 
a long Charge he fhonld commit any 
miftakes, and many he was aware ht 
muft commit, the weight of them might 
fall not upon the Gentleman at their bar, 
but upon himfelf. It was ncctflary lor 
him to make this intreaty, from the o.b- 
fervations which had been made upon a 
paper drawn up by a fiiend to Mr. Ha- 
ftings, and formerly produced in his De- 
fence. He was fure, that if the Honourably 
Geniieman who made thofe obfervations 
had known thecrrcuinftances under which 
this part of the Defence had been com* 
pofed j that it had been inaccurately 
drawn up by a friend of Mr. Haftings } 
that much of it had never been feeii by 
him ; and that parts had been liaftily read 
to him when his mind was occupied by 
other cii'cumftances of his Defence ; that 
Honourable Gentleman. would have been 

the 



t U ] 


tlie Ind man to ufe it to tho difadvantage 
of Mr, Bailings. 

Mr. Pioiiier lamented^ that Mr. Ha- 
dings, having once fuffered for the coii- 
du 6 l of an injudicious friend, was now 
in pa rf committed to an injudicious Ad- 
vocate. He had, however, devoted to 
the Charges all the little faculties which 
he poiTeiTed j he believed that he under- 
doud them; and he was coniident that, 
though cloftt attention was requifite to 
any comprehenlioii of the fiibjert, no in- 
dividual could fail to derive from it a 
perfe 6 l convi^lion of the iionnur of Mr. 
Haftings, of the purity of his intentions, 
and cf the re 6 litude of all his meafurcs. 

Mr. Ploiner then entered into an ex- 
amination of the Benares Charge, which 
he accufed of being a feries of iniAepie- 
fentations — want of precifion — blunders, 
or intentional mir-ftatements of fa 6 ^s : he 
dated, that Bulwant Sing v/as a mere 
feudal tenant, and that Cheyt Sing be- 
came pofll-fled of the territory of Benares 
upon the lame feudal terms that his fa- 
therhekl it. He infixed in the fame man- 
ner that his leader (Mr. Law) had, that 
Cheyt Sing held his pofleilions in the 
double capacity of Zemindar and feudal 
luhje£l ; That in the latter quality he 
was oliliged to furnifli all the refources 
for the common defence ; That the 
('ompany were fii|)reme ; and that he, 
as a Renter, not only owed obedience, 
but was a^ually obliged) by his te- 
nure, to join in the general caufe. That 
general caufe Mr. Plomer dated to be 
the falvation of India ; and the fa 6 l$ 
which he adduced went clofe to the que- 
ftion. — At the time when all the Country 
Powers were in jun<5lioii, and when Ma- 
jor Cormack was upon tlie maich to at- 
tack Madijee Scindia, in order to detach 
him from the gencial confederacy, Biil- 
waiit Sing immediately delerted the Com- 
pany and tile Britifli forces, and withdiew 
bimfeif. After flicwing, in a great va- 
riety of points of view, that Cheyt Sing 
h:id behaved in a traitorous manner to 
the Conqiany, he came-'ldl clofcr to the 
quedior, namely, tliat the whole of the 
terntoi y enjoyed by the Rajah was merely 
a rentaU and that he enjoyed no other 
power than as a mere tentinc. 

Mr. Plomer was mod remarkably 
happy, in alluding, with the utmoll de- 
licacy, to the remarkable difference of 
opinion which had taken place beuyeen 
Mr. Pitt and Mr. Fox on the Benares 
Article. 

He faid, that Mr. Fox, u|K)n opening 
the Article, had dated, that a Right Hon« 


Gentleman, of the drd talents in this 
kingdom, had differed with him on the 
ri^^ht which Mr. Hidings had to demand 
military affidance from Cheyt Sing 5 
Mr. Pitt affirming, and proving, as Mr. 
Plomer conceived, that the right was in- 
difputable. 

Mr. Plomer then went through an in- 
finite number of arguments to prove 
that Mr. Pitt's ideas were right, whicb^ 
faid Mr. Plomer, if they were fo, totally 
deftfoyed every foundation of the Ai ticle- 

Hcre Mr. Plomer expofed the dread- 
ful iituation in which a Britifli lubjeiff, 
who had made the gieated and the ^od 
fuccefsful exertions in the public fervice 
was placed. — ^Mr. Fox denieJ the right 
— Mr. Pitt jud fied if. What then was 
Mr, Ha dings to do ? He dj.od nt>w im-* 
peacbed, becaiife he had a£led up to his 
own opinion, wh'ichwas contrary to Mr. 
Fox's. 11 e would have been impeached 
if he had taken the other ground, becaufe 
the other Right Hon. Gentleman differed 
in opinion. 

After putting this in an infinite num- 
ber of lights, and expofing the contra- 
diflions and abfurdities in nine of the 
fiid allegations cf the Article, and in 
luch a manner that it is abfolutely im- 
polfiSIe to follow him in detail, the Court, 
le>iing the i-npuffibility of his concluding 
on this day, adjourned until next Wed- 
ncl'day. 


Seventy-Seventh Day. 

Wednesday, February 29. 

Mr. Plomer commenced a very logical, 
imprefllve, and convincing ciation, by 
humbly returning bis grateful thanks ta 
tlieirLordfliips for the patient hearing they 
had afforded him when he had ladprefirmeci 
lb confideiabiy to occupy their Lordfliips* 
attention. His abilities, he admitted, ' 
were extremely inadequate to deface im- 
preflions made by eloquence fo confum- 
inate ; if he had iuccecded, it mu ft have 
been by the mere foice of the fafts ad- 
duced ; yet he fliould hope he had futli- 
cicntly pmved the point of right in Mr. 
Ilaftinsfs to make the demand, the fub- 
jecl of this Charge, upon Cheyt Sing. 

Their Lordfliips would recolIeiT, he 
fiid, that he had difeuffed the matter a* 
low as the year 177 5 r when it appeared 
that Cheyt Sing was then con fidcred folcly 
as a 'Zemindai\ and that the rights of 
Sovereignty heictoforc in veiled in ihe 
Nabob of Oude were virtually exillcnt 
in the Britifli Eaft India Company, and 
binding upon the Rajah, as being legally 
his Soveieis;n8 paramount.'— 

C i ilighteft 
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lighted alteration had been made in the 
tenure by which he^held his Zemindary : 
be was to be confiderccl to alf intents and 
pnrpofes a Zemindar of the Eiiipii'e» lub- 
ie£l to all the claims incidental to iuch 
a fituation. 

His rent indeed was paid i he paid, for in- 
Aance,afuin of a 30,000!. herling rent to the 
Company for thofe ttniioiies, the pro- 
duce of. which were known to be 500,000!. 
fterling. Were thefe tiivial advantages? 
Mr. Plomcr affirmed that they were not, 
and added, by way of illufti*ation, that he 
had no manner of doubt there would be 
found few of thofe^who heard him, that 
would bel.kely to leje*^ an ehatc of fuch 
pioduce at the above quit-rent. 

It had been the waim wi(h of Mr. 
Hallings to ibew fx:culiar favour to this 
man, whom he was acculcd of mahcinuily 
and wickedly having endeavoured to ruin. 
-^This objeft had been the caufe of va- 
rious Cordultaiinns in the Supreme Coun- 
cil of Bengal;— on the iish June 1775, 
on the 5th July following, on the i6*.h 
Augud, and on the 24th; on the i3tii 
December ivys* and funlicr on the isih 
April 1776, and the 29th July. The 
lopofitions that had fiom time to time 
ten befoie tlic Hcnt.uiable Board, he 
Kad r.othi* g to do with ; the Managers 
had indeed giounded upon tuem mutter 
of charge, hut not one fylhble had they 
taken from tlu prepofuions which 

Mr. Fianris Fov,'ke was at this pciiod 
charged to cany 'iih him to Benares, for 
the p-fT-nc and i.iblcnpiion of Rajuh Clie)t 
Siiif, ^ 

Now it fo Iv’ppencd, that far from the 
fligiileli implication flowing out oi ihtfe 
propofiiions ol abihlutt' ibvcrcignty ceded 
by die Company to the Zemindar, the very 
opening Ai liclv dalc/i, that the Rajah was 
wjtli all the folemnity of oath, the 
P'lrarnoiv.i Sovcitigiiiy »>£ the Company ; 
iiuin whom he ac^iiowledged to hold his 
lA'id Zunlndaiy, with the full and clear 
pow.is ui legilla'urc, colie£liori, Stc. lub- 
jt'ft only to the Itid neat rent, with a re- 
coin. nenua'ion t.; kerp up a body ol 2000 
horie, tl.j f'.ivice of tourfeof the Eni- 
pijc,— foi, aMlie Iciuned Counfel well ar- 
gued, it w.ii» not finiply Benares they were 
to defend — i; r the country was, in ihort, 
hitle fiifccptibli of tlie fervicesof cava’jy 

they weic to be held tor ger.eial defence, 
to be tm,*lfw«d we might command ; 
'and accorvlingly, 10 afeertain at once lor 
whufe ulc iIkv weie dehgnccl, the Cum- 
pany add 15 rupees per m^n towards the 
debay of thtir expences. 
yioc one f) lUblu of all this hzd been look* 


ed at by the Managers* They had, from 
garbled propofitions in the Council, chofeil 
to confiUer Cheyt Sing as a Soveicign 
Prince, and the demand of Mr. Haftinga 
to be a wanton, ciue>, and vindifljte in** 
iringement upon his rights, in piiifuanco 
of a malicious delign he had conceived to 
ruin the Rajah. 

But w'hat w'as Cheyt Sing ? He ffioultj 
efft^tually prove to iheir Lordlhips, that 
he was pitcileiy fuch a man as his father ; 
that all within was hollow, fraudulent and 
falfe t that what began in difaftefiiion, 
was continued tbiough fimwlaiion to 
trcaciiery, an* I from ticachery at length 
to open rebellion. Under tfte prot(.6lioh 
cf the Company he had attained fuch 
height, that, in tne words of liie Pott, 

He ’sdain'd fuhje£l*on, and thoughc one 
“ lUp higher 

Would fet him highcft, and in a moment 
quit 

The debt immtnfe of endlefs gratitude.** 

But what ground had the Rrgln Ho- 
nourable Man.igers for the imputation of 
malicious motives to Mr. Hahings ? The 
heart of man inuit be inlcrutable, as to the 
motives or a£lion, to cvciy eye but that of 
Oinnipofence. 

When fiicie were no documents to prot'e 
the malicious dcfign, perh-^ps it was but 
fair to Jiilcii to pieiiimpisve pioots. He 
ilioulil jefjit, It was lair iorhim to refoit, 
10 gtncial cliaiai^ci, and then demand 
from the iLltiiYioiues of thole wlio had 
li\cv1 uikIci' his gt'vei nnicnr, and thofe 
who j.iicvv him in Euiope, w'hether they 
jiidgv.d him c.ipabic of luc!i a conducl. 
Not oj'c* loiil wa.'i to be found in India, 
who did not blefs the nnldnel's ol his tein- 
pei, and :he toi bearing humanity of hi$ 
go>.e;'iiu.euc. Oh hut (replies your 
Mail from hi.s tloict) you S[)e6la- 
101 1, o." In’? actions aiv imbrably deceived 
ill yoiii ideas of this man : 1 know him 
betici il iiii you ai). — You aie a it;i of 
w'c.ik ilf.vtliii g ideo's, liifenfiblc; to 
wiong*i, and luffirings, and lhair.es— . 
Wh.ii yo’i have taken loi clemency, was 
oppicijion. I tell you, that Itc was your 
tyiant, and dcl'j.oii.': opprtllur; that he 
baruju^teii upon your blood, and iiis veiy 
meals pi oduccvl the depopulation of youf 
Pi ovinccs.*’ 

European.^ have llronger heads— To 
ibeiu a ditf; rent language mull be held — r 
Capi. m IS biougiit in a dozen 

iin.c.> lor the cxert^lilicairon ct the'lubje,6t. 
A neat phialr, loiIo4)iii, was to let afide 
tlitiV- iiiiiiiioin.ils to Mr. Haflings's cha. 
lailcr, bi ought forwaivlj as tiiey weie,»voii 

luiiiarily 
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^untarlly iVi a leafon of diftrcfsiwhen friend* 
ihips are like to cool ; — “ You who thus 
praife him are a trailed banditti regularly 
aiici|dincd, and under the pay of this Cap- 
tain Gfneialof Iniquity.’* — “ How many 
gentlemen of charaifer does every Old- 
Bailey felTions pronounce guilty— Death I” 

But trickfy phral'es were not in theilr 
Lordfliips opinion to defy the matter. 

The demand was urged to be maliciousy 
upon the ground of — Fiilt, That Mi*. 
Hattings pretended^i War between France 
and the hritiih Empire non-exiftenty and 
of which he had no authentic advices j and* 
Second) That his Treafury being full, 
there was no need to make this demand 
upon the Rajah. 

Mr. Plomer proved the communication 
of the intelligence from Grand Cairo, and 
the fummoning of the Council thereupon 
— ;thc nnanimiry of their opinion as to the 
iKceflity of defcnfive preparations, nay 
even oftenfive incalures, in conl'equ^nce of 
which Pondicheiry was in veiled, and 
Chandernagore abfolutely taken. 

He afSrined, that Mr. Haiti ngs could 
poflibly a£i in no other way for the honour 
nnd benefit of his Country,— He was not 
to wait for the cieeping declaration of 
Hoftiiities in a G zttie— He was to anti- 
cipate, for the u'curity of the Empire, fuch 
Afnrdy coi finnaiion, and by a liold and 
Vvigoroiis i.ieafuie lave the mighty charge 
that wcib entruiied to his abilities. 

Touching the fullncls of the Treafury, 

Mr, Plomer ludicioully pariied the attack 
by putimg into the mouth of Clieyt Sing 
the ftllovviug exprcfllons : — ** Lay out 
until til- Rupees mail have flown from 
your 'rreajury ; for until the lalt is dii- 
biirfed, it will be malice to demand any 
tiling of luc. Let the lell of the Empiie 
pa) j but lb long as they arc able, it will 
be malice to touch me.” 

How was ail honvl't man to difprove 
fuch allegations of mahet ? Suppoie, he 
fj'd, a Ch jrge of a fimilai nature were to 
be inouglu againfi the Right Hon. Gen- 
tleniau who had opened this Charge, and 
he knew no heart moie clearly exempt 
from any thing meaq, dirty, and mali- 
cious ; a more exalted mind, and a hap- 
pier inlellci), he knew not, than ihofe of 
that Honourable Manager (Mr. Fox), 
How was it likely he would r^ply to it ? 
Why, it was probable, he would firft 
alfinn flatly, tliat the whole was fal:e. If 
it was peilided in, he would perhaps add, 
Examine mylile, enquire of ihoi’e who 
know me ! If that will not latisfy you, 
prove it was even my interell to do what 
you charge inc with/* 


Was* it the intereft,of Mr. Haftings^, 
thus charged with the concerns of a great 
Empire, in the outfet of a war, to rat A 
up within the very Empire an enemy ex« 
afperated by injuiies, and ftung by a ma<* 
licious and inveterate perfecution f It fure« 
ly was 

Thus having argued the fubjefl, hi 
foleinnly adjured their Lordfhips not to 
credit the voice of unfounded uifpicionj 
which, were it fuffered to operate dgainu 
any man, might be brought to blaft every 
action of their lives, and every vote they 
had ever given. He prefled in the moil 
eanielt manner tliis conclufive rtfle^ionf 
arid thus finiflied a very able refutation 
of the Firft Charge againll his Client, 


Seventy-Eighth Day. 
Thursday, March i. 

Mr. plomer this day, in a very modefk 
exordium, Ifated his fenfibility of theic 
Lordfliips* go^dnefs in the favouring withi 
their attention the efforts of his hurabiei 
abilities ; but,triifling their Lordfliips werer 
anxious as well as himfelf to remove as 
fpeedily as poflible the load of obloquy 
cafl upon a Gentleman declined into tha 
vale of years, to clear his honour and hisi 
perlbn from lufpicion and a ftate of trial,, 
he fliould continue, with as much brevity 
as might be, to examine the allegations 
againfl him. 

Touching the demands made upon 
Ciieyt Sing, they were contended to be 
-culpable upon three grounds » 

Fii ff. That there were bad motives for 
thefeadts, aflii med to beunjuffifiable ; 

S-condJy, That Cheyt Sing was well 
afftdfed Towards the Britifli Government ) 

Tliirdly, I'hat Mr. Baitings had a 
prc-conceivcd malice againit him. 

Firft of the firft — Mr. Piomer went 
into a prodigious body of evidence. 
Minutes of the Council, Letters from the 
Governor General, &c. to ihew the fenfe 
enicitained of tlie expediency of the de- 
mand made upon Cheyt Sing, and the 
clear and explicit aflent of Mr. Francis 
and Mr. Wilder to the propoiitions of the 
Governor-General. 

Mr. Baitings, in confequence of this 
fandtion of the meafure, writes to the Ra- 
jah to date, that in confequence of hou 
tilities having been declared between 
France and tins countiy, it had been de- 
termined to call upon him for the fivelacks, 
as his quota towards the defence of the 
Knipiic. Tin's was in the month of July 
1778. 

What, faid Mr. Plomer, was the reply 
of this failhfu!' zealous Tributary of the 
' ■ ' Country I 
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'Country ? this ready and eager co-operator 
With our detigns ? Why fimply this 

He owed his life to ilie Company— 
Ht had received the honour vf their coni- 
Ifiandsi and touching their purpoit he 
Ivould write at a future cppoiiunity.*’ 

To a prefling exa6licn he tranfmits a 
l^tence of cognizance, and adds, You 
.Ihall know more at anotiu*r period. How 
4 iocs Mr. Haftings aa in this junaure > 
'^^Why,inltcad ot doing augl.t that might 
tiarrafs the Rajah, he diredis the Refident 
Benares to make the mailer known to 
the Vakeel, and the Vakeel, afiirming he 
has power only fora year, accedes to the 
idcinand of the five lacks. 

In the mean lime, however, it is ftated 
Iby Mn Ki jncis, that it w’ould probably be 
Jefs diltriflir.g to Cheyt Sing, if the lub- 
<idy were to be taken by inrtallmen»s, and 
added %'his kills, or i.ionihly payments. 

It wah veiy frr, Mr. Ploiutr fJid, from 
either him or his Client to ftdpca IvJr. 
Francis of difhonourabls conduil j and 
though, as Haftings i;ad faid, luch a 
furpicicn might oncc. have cioflld hismmib 
yet he difmifl'ed it then as imgeneious, and 
unworthy of him lo chtrilii, even or his 
declared opporent. News, Mr. Plomtr 
remaiked, would quickly ciieuiatc. 
When a matter was dch-ated in Covncsl, 
jt would get vent, and perhaps wul.cmt 
blame imputable to any out. 1 he U .jahs 
bad tlitir Vaktcls abcut the Prciidmcy 
conftaiuiy 5 it v as iheir duty to alctn^m 
the politics of our Government, and ii cy 
did acquire them in I'ome wwy. Hence, :».s 
Mr* Fiancis had well um.arkcd, the in- 
Ctiinher.t ncccfliry of m our 

Councils} for diici^idjnce c: leiuiment in- 
variably damped ilic Tiictcis of any mca- 
fucp nropoitd. 

[billing all this refeierce to Mr. 
fraiicis, that Cer.tJEU.an was prti'cni.] 
Accordingly, no fonntr had this pio- 
pofleion of initblimer.t had time to ti.ivtl 
to the VakeeJ, tl an alteicd his tone 
fonfii’ti ably — iitoffeitd “ two lacks— 
three Lek-i — it was a pi cat A-m of i^vmiy, 
and I'c was without powvis.” At Icngiti, 
hcwtvfi, the pa^inen'- of four lacks 
yd, 000 rU]H»’s was made, upon the threat 
of ccn.| ul;i ry iv.ealurts. 

the to make the demand had 
htin 111 con;c!lcd, io, the War continuing, 
in Ji’ly 1779 the demand was renewed ; 
kiid it vVaS I ct itnlled vei bally. He hr.cl 
baught the hint of i'c'vtity, and availed 
binsfcil ot its lliicld. •' You know 

^adcis hd I'n a LetUi) that I have fu'.d 
biy Iwult** pied', td cvciy thing 1 have 
that is but r.eycitlxkls l ewe 
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my exiflence to the Company and will 
comply.’' 

Does he fo?— Nothing was further 
from his intention. ■ Mr. Graham writes, 
that he has been able to get no more than 
one lack of the Tribute, and he '‘is con- 
vinced that unlefs force is u(ld to com- 
pel the payment, it will never be done. 
Air. Graham treats his plea of Poverty as 
idle, and ridiculoufly againft the con. 
vi£lion of all who know him. 

In confequence, Colonel Coi mack's 
tioops are ordered to march from Dina- 
pore 10 Benares, to enforce the payment, 
and the Raj.ih pays another lack the day 
previous to their anival, avd the reil foon 
afur; — thus having in four months 
fpeedily complied with the requifition of 
: hole to whom he owed every thing. 

On the 12th of June 1780, the War 
ftill proceeding, the demand in Council is 
icnvAcd, and the particular neccfliiy of 
making it fo early is liaicd by Mr. Ha- 
fting^ to be the difiiT he h.:il oi 11. arching 
a detacbmcni of troops ir.»o the terri- 
tory of Madaicc Srincha, and thus hi ik- 
ing a blow that flioiild dillracl the con- 
ftderacy and power of the Mahrattas. 
This, It was well known, was a favourite 
objc£l wiik Mr. Hallings j and Cheyt 
Sing well knew it to be lo— It was one of 
tuoic fnre maiks of vigoious policy tlur * 
had contiilniied to the* ialvaiion of thv ^ 
Biiiilh PofiUl’jons in India. * 

Cheyt Sing had jult before the prc-nt 
demand, prelemed the fum of 7 wo backs 
—whether as an intended prophiaiion for 
ins former dilaioiy condudV, or with a 
viiv/ lowirds the annimhuion of any 
renewal of the demand ^-t the annual Five 
backs, cannot be long in doubt. Mr. 
Hahings had detei mined, as he told tne 
Vakeel, not to accept them. 

When, however, iliis his favourite mea- 
fire agamft Mad.ijre Sclndia came before 
the Board, Mr. Fiancis and Mr. Wheler 
opwofed it, on account of the low' Hate of 
tffi 7 ’ieafury, which, fo far from allowing 
them to form new enterpi izes and expenhve 
operations, was inadequate to tb.e current 
fervices. What then is the detciminatiun 
of Mr. Htdlings ? He 1 evokes the pin port 
of his former dcclaraiion to the Rajah, 
and icfolves lo .accept the Two bacies 
tendeicd by Cheyt Sing. 

For the expediency of the meafure lie • 
pledges his tame and honoui— he enters 
the Council, and obierves iinmediaiety, 

“ Your lepugnancc to. niy aitjckmg 
Aladajee Ju India anus fioio want of 
money— rji-tru is the MONEY, and now 
let me pui:i‘uc my or'giual plan." Ti.e 
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oppofition is with(lrawi]y and ihe tri)op8 puting treachery, cruelty , and breach dif 

march— the ufual demand is iiiadc upon faith, to Mr. filings. Sure he Mfas^ 
Cheyt Sing, and, after the threat of an Mr. Plomcr faid, that it was for the in^ 
additional Lack, by way of fine, if he re- tercft of his client, and for the cau'ie of 
fid, he (fays the amount, with the ufual juffice, that each allegation fhonld be 
intervention of pauperly letters and pe- inoft minutely and rigidly fcruiiniaed, 
.riodicai inflaJlments. On our p3rt, pro. when all that remained would turnout 
ceedings to 1‘evere methods are crufhed, as ill-founded as thofe which he had 
and ,the fine threatened is heard of no already gone through.— But knowing 
ymore. how valuable time was, .and the impa* 

Thus then the learned Counfel proved tience of all parties to bring this long. 
aSfual hostility, inlfead of pretenca depending Trial to a clofe, he fliould 
DISAFFECTION and unnecefTary delay very fhortly difmifs ail that had been done 
inftead of and voluntary fubfequcnt to the rebellion of Cheyt Sing^ 

ance\ and the mod lenient forbeak.* and confine himfelF to the five remaiaing 
ANCB in the place of preconceinjed ma- heads of Charges prior to that event. 
LICE. ' Mr. Plomer than began with the de- 

At fix o’clock the Court adjourned to mand of cavalry. He proved how iit- 
the Upper Chamber of Parliament, and terly^contrary to the truth was the date* 
refolved that the further proceeding upon ment in the Articles of that tranfa^fion.^ 
the Trial be adjourned to the 17th of In doing this, as in every part of his 
April : on which day, however, the Trial fpeech on the former days, Mr, Plomer 
was further Adjourned to * exactly followed tlie line of arguaenC 

— adopted by Mr. Piit when this Charge* 

Seventy-Ninth Day. vi»as before the laft Parliament, refuting, 

Tuesday, April 44. as Mr. Pitt had formerly done, each aU 

The Lords went into the Court this legation moft completely, 
day about ten minutes before two, thirty* It was dated in the Article, that, in 

nine in number ; and Mr. Plomer ini- order to harrafs and ruin Cheyt Sifigy 
mediately refumed his fpeech, by a hand- Mr. Hidings called upon him to fumifli 
fome acknowledgement of the attention a body of Cavalry. Mr. Plomer proTcd^ 
Awith which he had been honoured, a re- that this demand was earnedly recom- 
gret that he had intruded fo long upon mended by Sir Eyre Coote, the Com- 
them, and an apprchenfion that he mud niander in Chief, immediately after the 
dill requed their indulgence. This he invafion of the Carnatic, and acceded to 
imputed to the nature of the caufe itfclf ; by the whole Council, 
the Benares Article confiding, in faft, of Jn this p 3 i t of his fpeech, he kept doCm 
a very great number of Articles, each iin- to Mr. Pitt's line of aiguineiit, praifing 

* From an account delivered by Medrs. Wallis and Troward, the Solicitors employed 
by the Houfo of Commons, the expenccs incurted by the Trial to this period appear to be. 
2i» fi'lJows ; - 

Amount of Bill from the Commencement of the Profccutiori to 1788 

May 14, _ - __ gj jj 

Ditto, from 1788 May 17, to 1788 Sept, 15. — — *33* 9 4 

Amount of money paid to Witnedes, India Clerks, and Officers of the 
Houfeof Commons, for Sedion i;88, as fettled by the Managers, ^ind al- 
lowed by the Treafury — lyZz I ^ 

^ Amountof Bill from 1783 Sept. 17, to 1789 July 14, — 7652 15 6 

^ Ditto from 1789 July !«;, to 1790 June 9, — 7782 x ^ 

Ditto from 1790 J«n» jf), to 1791 June 6, — — . 6984 13 it 

Ditto from 1791 June 12,10 1792 March 8, — — i86o 6 4 


£ 36,960 » 9 

^he above Account Includes as well all Payments made to Witnedes, Fees on the Treafury 
Warrants, Payments to India Houfe Officers and Clerks, to the Officers of the Houfe o£ 
Lords and Houfe of Commons, and Court Fees, as ail Law F^ios, Expences, and Charges. 
Of this fum they acknowledge to have received at diffecent times in Cafii by 

Treafury Warrants, ^ — 3 *»iS 7 ** 6 

'Balance due to WaUis and TroWard ■— 4802 io 3 

Mr. 
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' , M*. Hifirngr, as^tfic Minifter had done, 
for his firmnefs and vigour at that nio- 
snmt of alarm and danger, when Uyder 
liaa overrun the Carnatic, cut oif a tliird 
hf our army, and when authentic advice 
was received of the departure of a large 
. armament from France to co-operate with 
- Hyder in the Carnatic. 

^ ' Mr. Plomer noticed the fugacious plea, 
fhat the three thoufand hor(e fupported 
by the Rajah of Benares were kept for 
Che purpofes of tax colle6lion; but this 
' aflertion he was at no difficulty to dif- 
rore, inafmucli as fubfequent to his re- 
elfion one hundred and fifty had been 
fully competent to colledf I'uch taxes, 
when the leifureable progrel's of peace 
had been difiurbed and inierfcflied by the 
conrulfioivs of civil outrage, and the con- 
£161 of open hofiility. 

Mr. Plomer, as he went along, read 
the Minutes of Confultation for 061 ober 
and September 1780, and for part of 
.November, by which it indifputably ap- 
peared, that no human ingenuity could, 
with the lhadow of reafon or common 
lenfe^ have imputed this demand of ca- 
valry from Cheyt Sing to malice, or to 
a d(£gn to ruin him ; but on the contrary, 
tt a moment when it was a q^ueftion whe- 
ther we were not as near loiing India as 
America, the General is defired, before 
he goes to Madras, to form an arrange- 
isent for the prote^ion of* Bengal, Bahar, 
andOriffa; and the General recommends 
the application to Cheyt Sing foi cavalry, 
a propofition which the Board unani- 
moufiy adopt. ** Yet,*’ faid Mr. 
Plomer, though all this was as clear 
** when the Charge was drawn as it is 
now, Mr. Hafiings is made the foJe 
author of the demand, and his con- 
duel Is imputed to the wortt of motives." 
The Rajah Cheyt Sing had been re- 
prefented in the Charge as a Zemindar 
undual in the payment of his monthly 
ills and fubfidics, and therefore the lail 
to merit the oppreifivc exadions and ri- 
gorous punifhments of the Governor- Ge- 
neral { and to iupport this ailegatic n, the 
4 nnual Journal enregiflei ing the Benares 
payments had been quoted and pro- 
duced 5 wherein every month was feen 
duly qualified with its oppofed payment j 
but blr. Plomer cfFedually proved, that 
thefe Year Books were but annually made 
up, and then the fiim total being, at no 
fnatfer what periods, received, each 
incoth pro forma had i(s duodecimal 
quantum annexed. 
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But it being fufficiently kno^b, that 
the payments of*the Rajah were not thus 
regular, that the kift of November had 
been paid only in December, that of De. 
cember in January, and foon, tl>eMana<> 
gers for the Profccution had fet up a de- 
fence grounded upon ufage, That at 
month's intervention was a thing of 
cour/e, and that one month paid under 
another was all that was to beexpeded* 
by the Government from the Zemindarics. ' 
Mr. Plomer denied this ever to have been 
thecuftom of India, and appealed to the 
colleftive experience of all who had ever 
refided there. ,, 

Mr. Plomer then examined, with great 
acutenefs, the pleas of inability fet up 
by Cheyt Sing, and aferibed his condiift 
to Its true motive, difaffeaion. He ftated 
the perilous period in which his allifiance 
had been withheld, in flrong colours.— « 
When Hyder Ally, with refifilefs devafia- 
tion, was fweeping the Carnatic, and all 
the hopes and ftrength of the Prefidencics 
centered in Calcutta— When Cormack's 
detachments fuffered fo fcverely, and 
Colonel Baillie's corps were miierably 
flaughtcred, or captured— at this time it 
was, that hardening his heart, and relying 
upon his wealth, he had temporized with 
demand, and ambuflied his ftrength; 
that he excited rebnlion in the fepoys, r 
and purchared muniments from the 
French ; it was then that he exulted in 
ihefilent hope of our total cxteimination. 

Conveifations had been reported, in 
which the Begums of Oude had ftrength. 
ened his prejudices, and lined.him with 
confidence; in which they had iiiged the 
general dcfign to difpoflefs us of India, 
and bade him rely in contumacy upon 
the confederacy againft us. 

At length, upon Mr. llaflines's 
arrival atBcnaies, he found this hymo. 
ciiticai rebel unufuaJly fortified, and 
powerfully aimed, the very weapons pur- 
chafed of the French, which his pre- 
tendi'il loyalty was to life againft them 5 
and of the 22,000 men in arms, of which . 
his main body confifted, 1000 men fur- J 
niftied, in confequcnce of the above idea, 
byihe peaceful and well-affeaed Piincefilt 
oi Oude. 

Here Mr. Plomer came to a moft 
ciitical and momentous part of his fpcech, 
which he managed with infinite delicacy.^ 
imt with extraordinary force— we mean 
the amount of the fine propofed to be le- 
vied upon Cheyt Sing — namely, forty or 
fifty lack? of rupees. He alluded to the 

peculiar 
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feculiar fltuationin wlaich Mr« HaftlVigs 
^ood ; impeachedj in the name of the 
Hoofe of Commons, for a variety cf op- 
picflive a€ls againit a meiitorious indi- 
vidua 3 , as Cheyt Sing was dated tubej 
yet gr»;at authorities contending, that all 
the a6fs dbne by Mr. Hadings were mod 
driilly judidable j that the delinquency 
of Cheyt Sing was great 3 but that tlie 
intention to punifli th»t deiiquency bv lo 
large a fine, was a high ciiiiie and mu- 
demeanor. 

Mr. Plomer contended, that it would be 
abiblutely impoflibleto fix a crime uptm 
Mr. HadingS'for the intention, unlefp it 
(lioutd be proved, as was alledged in the 
article, that Cheyt Sing was called upon 
for i'ubfidi^^s in three fuccefiive yrais, 
and for cavalry, and for obedience to 
orders, in dire6l: contradiction to loiemn 
^icaties. In that cafe, he allowed, that 
fo intend to punifli a man for not com- 
plying with illegal deniaiuis, would be a 
grofb aggravation of the oiigiiial crimes. 

But what was a fine of one year’s groA 
].leveniie, if it even had been levied, lo 
expiate I'uch treacherous duplicity ? But 
the mod miferable internal depravities 
had marked him unfit to govern. The 
facred city of Benares had been polluted 
by unaccounted-fnr deaths, and all the 
favage additions that inventive cruelty 
could contrive to gnrnifli the horrid fead 
of murder. Bodies found in the llrccis 
had been piled up by the fuffeiing rela. 
tives before the door of the Eng jflfi Ktfu 
dent, and thence tranfported to the R<u 
jail's Palace, to move him to redieis the 
iicentioulhefs of his Capital 3 but in vain 
—the reprefentations of Mr. Malcolm, 
and the fight of his faciificed AibjeCh, 
vvere alike difregarded, and this mercilcfs 
Have lorded it, in the web of his con- 
ipiracy, over the oppreffed he had fworn 
to proteCf. 

Mr. Hadings indeed, from whofe pro- 
refs the mod benevolent tffcCls fiowetl, 
ad new modelled the police of the 
.mindary; he had given them a code iu 
wife, fo mild and benignant, that the 
inhabitants, by his manumiirioii redoitd 
to civil order, bleficd him in the regene- 
rated comforts that floui idled around 
them. 

Mr. Plomer then touched upon the 
ruperfcllloil of Mr. Fowke by Mr. Mal- 
colm, and proved the infinuation of the 
Managers utterly groundlefs. 

He then was about to ex? mine the al- 
ledgtd dretch of power, in the Goveinor 
General’s removing from Calcutta.— He 
‘ Part Y- 
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examined the Law oj 1703, when the 
wei;c two Comoan ies ; that of 1753, ar 
-that alfj of 1773— he drew inteieno 
from the late powers declared to be veUi 
in Lord Cornwallis favourable to h: 
Client, and was proceeding, when 
The Lord Chancrlloi aiked if Mi 
plomer would be able to finifli on (ha 
day Plomer repited, he fearc 

not} nevevrheld*-, he was prepared ti 
proceed as long as their Lordfhips wouh 
favour him with their attention. 

The Chancellor told lum he had bertci 
take anoi her day to dole} with which 
Mr. PlomfT complied readily, it being 
neai five o’clock. 


EiniiTiETH Day. 

Tjiuusday, April 26. 

Mr. Phunci, loon afier one o’clock, 
drew the attention oh their Lordfhips to 
tiie aJlcaaiioHi. niatle againd Mr, Ha- 
dings touching the journey to Benares, 
and the ti 5 »nl'' 61 it ns iulifcquent. 

Mr. Plomer wiUbliflied beyond con- 
troverfy the rebellious intentions of 
Cheyt Sing, ami then proceeded to ex- 
amine the arrf'Jl of his perfon, iq on which 
l‘o great a Itiefs had been laid by an 
Hoivmiablj MiUiager. The learned 
Counfei fheweil, that the ciicumltance of 
arred could coi tain nothing peculiarly 
wounding toaulmliui mind, as it had 
been the cuflrm:uy mode oh pioccdure im 
the Company’s dependencies. 

After quoting /luious precedents, he 
faid he would mention, one which was 
fully fiiffi- ient for his purp.d’e. 

'1 he Kajah of Biirdwan, a man of 
much higher rank ai.d diftindifion than 
Cheyt Sii.g, hid, in the yeai 1788, ne- 
glected to obey an order feni by Lord 
Coi nwal.is and his Council, for the tranf- 
miffion cf fome accounts to Calcutta. 
For this difobedience they fined him five 
thoiifand luptes 3 and unlefs that fine was 
paid in five tbiys, they orde«*ed his perfon 
lobe arcijlvd, which was done. They 
then lent a lecond oider, direfling, that 
if in twenty-four hours ihe fine was rot 
paid, the Rajih fliould be fent a puloncr 
to Calcutta. 

No man, Mr. Plomer faid, could believe 
Lord Cornwallis would have .ITued fudi 
an order, if thearreflof ihc peiU noi a 
Hindoo Rajah could be au? n.'eu wi h all 
that t Horace which the Managers had 
fiippofed to be'attached to it. 

I'he mefTenger fen(.to Cheyt Smgs it 
Items, had been an aggravation oh ihe 
ij dignity j the Qbuhdar^ it was llated^ 
D 
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Mt of theipweft caftei ind fueh as 

it was infamous to difpatch for the pur- 
poCis of ci'miTiuriicatioDy particularly at 
the facred hours of ablution and prayer. 
How this could be eftablifhed, Mr. Plo- 
mer was at a lols to fay— the Chuhdar% 
or Bailiff, was in the praflice of convey- 
ing^ the fentiments of ihe Refiiient to the 
Rafah— he was a venerable man, ibine 6o 
years of age, and a Bramin. The Rajah 
bad always fcnt hii Chubdar to Mr. 
Fowkeand Mr. Malcofin, and therefoie 
the man's degradation was not fo vifible 
as had been (fated. 

The poor fellow, however^ was cut 
down by the mdlgnation of the Rajah's 
people ; and then it was difeovered, that 
the two battalions of our fepoys were 
without ammunition. Cut oft thus en- 
tirely from afTiftance, popular fury maf- 
facred them without mercy, and the Chief 
of this ungovernable people made his 
efcape. 

But nothing was more fhlfc than that 
this was an ebullition of popular lelent- 
ment \ his people were not within fight 
bf the tranfaftion. The fa£f iS| the mur- 
' derers were the picked and choi'en troops 
of the Rajah, commanded by his rela- 
tions, ^ and, no doubt, drawn thither and 
sn(fru6fed for the purpofe. 

The next alhd'gt'd crime in Mr. Ha- 
lf! ngs was, that he had been deaf to ex- 

g anation, and refuled to attend to the 
ajah's exculpatory letters. Mr. Plo- 
mer faid^ if Mr. Haftings had attended 
to them, fhoiild have t.een indeed at a 
lofs for a word in his juffification ; for at 
the time this mean and iici vde farce was 
playing to lull Mr. Haltings into a fatal 
iecurityn he had ifTued his orders to maf- 
iacre every European that could be found, 
whether in arms ur nqt. Ope merchant 
in ^ain pleaded the pacific nature of his 
^ofeffion, and he wa pittlefsly f ci ificed \ 
tnd fourteen unhap y men were brought 
forth nearly ftaryedi, in their deprivation 
from fuffenance, to endure the tantalizing 
torment of offtreO tood wliicn they wne 
Slot peimitted to touch ; and then, when 
the Wbi rants for their death were fealed, 

' th^ expired under lingering pangs, and 
funered t e piecemeal annihilation limb 
by limb. 

He then confidered the mearures taken 
iubfequent to the rebellion i and he ex- 
prefied his afironifhipent at the fingtilar 
node in which the Article was drawn. 
Jt was Rated as a crime in Mr. Haftings^ 
that when all the*^ province of Benares was 
fteovoredf except Bidjygur, he ftould 
.Jmtc onkici that place t6 be 
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which wet called, in the Article, iJicreli. 
dence of the family of Ch^t Sing. If 
was, Mr. Plomer raid,oneonhe ftrongeft 
furtrefles in Indoftan. It was taken, and 
no perfon could have a£led, aft^ it was 
taken, with more humanity or juftice to 
thole ladies than Mr. Haftings did j in* 
Ibnuich that he received their warmeft 
thanks for his attention to them. — Mr« 
Haftings had be^n cenfured for inliuma* 
nity to the Ranny, ’mother to Ch^t Sing; ^ 
bur from this plea Mr. Plomer efreffually 
bariedout his accuUrs. 

With regard to the expnlfion, and the 
fiiViftituted Raiah in the Zemindary of 
C'leyt Sing, Mr. Haliirgs had in no wife 
offended local prejudices in the appoint* 
ment of his fucceffor, who deCcending 
legitimately from an unforfeited cafte, was 
by molt deemed already the legal inheritor 
from Bulwant Sing. 

He th..n adverted to the Charge of op* 
preiTive Du.ies. It feemed that a very 
abfurd mode had prevailed of taxing 
commodities by weigiit, io that an article 
of 5ol*^ value, and one of 5d. if the weight 
was alike, paid the fame duty, Mr. Ha* 
Rings had placed in lieu of this abfurdity, 
a five per centage ad valorem ; bur find* 
ing that this would bcai hard upon ctr* 
tain articles, fuch as mace^Jilki See, fiec, 
he had lowered it one iialt, leaving it at 
two and a half per cent. Thus having ^ 
lifted off an opj reffive and idle tax, and 
impofed a rational and ealy Lvy, by 
which the revenues were improved, and 
the commeice of the conn ly tftVntially 
benefited, Mr. Plomer expi tiled his won* 
der that it fhould be deemed criminal ia 
Mr. Haltings to rail'e the public revenue 
from 130,0001. to 400,000!. a year, which 
he had done, and which had b^ en regu. 
larly paid ever fince. In acld'tion to this 
he had eftablifhed a police in the city of 
Benares icfelf, which had railed the ciedit 
of the Britilh Government throughout all 
Indoftan, ^nd had occaiioned the refort 
of thoufands to that holy city, who under 
the old Government would not have ap* ' 
proachtd it. 

After gnfwering and repeating every 
divifioii and lub-divifion of the Charge, 
Mr. Plomer made a very fhort but a moR 
impreflive clofe. He defired their Lord* 
ihips gnd the Britiih Nation to confider 
the nature of this Ariicle,-^Moie than 
ten years ago Mr. Haftings, for reafons 
that appeared to h:m conclufive, Jiad ex* 
pelled Cheyt Sing from the SSemindary 
of Benares. Having fo done, he formed 
a new arrangement, by which the public 
had received One Million Seven Hundred 

Tboiiiluid 



Thoufand Founds mere than they would 
have done if there had been no revolt. 

What reafon upon eartli was there, 
Mr. Plomer faid, to exclude thole who 
had the power to order the icftoration of 
Cheyt Sfng, from doing (b, it they thought 
that year at er year Mr. Ualtings made 
demands upon him contrary to ibiemn 
treaiies, and at laft expi lied him toi the 
refinance of illegal demands ? Theiewgs 
' none, there could he nui\e. But he acquit* 
ted the nation. The of Mr. Haliings 
were juftihabley and the nation had a 
right to the advant ges he had procured 
for them. 

Mr. Piomer again apologized to the 
Lords for the length of his fpeech ; but 
he hoped they v^ould excufe it, lirce he 
had to go through an Article contaming 
a great number ot allegations, not one of 
which, as he affirmed, was fourdeil in 
truth. Mnft of them were difproved by 
the evidence adduced by the profecuiois 
themfelves, and the remainder would 
be by the additional evidence which 
he (hould lay before their Lordfhips 
Yet fuch was the Charge, and Cheyt Sing 
was the nero whom the Managers had 
pulhed forward $ and his client, Mr. 
Haftings, the acknowled^d pitferver of 
^India to Great Britain, had fuffired fo 
lon^ a trial under fuch a Charge, and in 
i which fuch a charaffer as Cheyt Sing was 
the principal figure. 

Mr. Piomer concluded about half pail 
four, and the Court aitjourned. 


• Eighty -First Day, 
Tuesday, May i. 

The Court met at half paft one, when 
theCounfel foi Mr. Haftii’g' immediate y 
proceeded to adduce evidence in refuta* 
tion of theallegat ons on ihe Benaies Ar 
ticle. They proved that Biilwaiu Sing, 
the father of Cheyt Sing, fo far from be- 
ing attached to the Engliih nation, was, 
in fa£f, hoftile or friendly juft as the 
events of war turned ou' ; promifing to 
ailift them when their affairs were favour- 
able-^aiid hoftile, on the fiift piofpeft of 
a change of fortune. 

After an hour's reading, the Counfel 
propoied to call Lord Stormont, who was 
accoidingly examined. After the form 
of taking his examination was fettU^d by 
the Couit, his Lordftiip delivered his 
evidence with the utmoft clearnefs and 
folemnity. We (liall ftate, to make it 
Store intciligible» the point to which hit 


Lordihip was called* The Article ftalevt . 
that Mr. Haftin^s, in (fofitive contiadic* 
tion to the tieaties fuhfitfmg between the 
Company and Cheyt Sing, and with a ' 
view toharrafs diftiefs, and finally torUiS 
him, in conlequ^mce of preconceived ma* 
lice, did, under.a pretence of a wtr of 
which he had received no authentic ac« 
counts, order the Rajah to furnifh three 
battalions of fepoys. 

It may he obferved, that when this aU 
legation was firft mad<', Mr. Pitt treated 
it with the utmoft indignation, and ac* 
ciifed Mr. Burke of jgreat injuftice, is 
ftaiingthat to be a crime which was an 
a6f of the higheft merit. But the wifdoin 
of Parliament voted it to be a crime in 
1787, and in 1792 Mr. Haftings is called 
upon to lefute it. For this purpofe Lord 
Stormont was called, who ftated, that 
when he had the honour to ferve his Ma«* 
jefty as Ambaflador at the Court of 
France, in the year 1777, Mr. Alexander 
Elliot came to Paris, on his way to India s 
that Mr. Elliot was a Gentleman of the 
higheft cbara6ler, though till then not 
perfonally known to his" Lordihip : that, * 
from converiation with him, he found the 
Dire£lors were not acquainted with iome 
very important intelligence rebtive' to the 
pioje£lfd defign of the French upon In- 
dia, which had lately come to his know- 
ledge. There was no time to write to 
England for orders. He thereto* e took 
upon himfelf to communicate this intelli- 
gence to Mr. Elliot, under the (trifleft in- 
junctions of fecrecy, permitting him, how- 
ever, to ftate the fubftance of the intelli- 
gence to the Supreme Council, and his au- 
thority to Ml. Haftings and Sir John 
Ciavering only : that he was well con- 
vinced, whatever political differences lub- 
filled between Mr. Haftings and Sir John 
Clavering, they would moft cordially 
unite in ohftruClir.g the important dehgnt 
or France upon India. Mr. Haftings he 
had never feen ftnee they \ irted at ^eft- 
minfter fehov i ^ and with Sir John ClS* 
vering he had been very intimate befort 
the latter left England. 

Lord Stormont then read the informa* 
tion which he communicated to Mr. El- 
liot, as written by that Gentleman to the 
Board. It was in fubftance— That a 
plan had been formed by M Sarline,and 
the Miniftry of Prance, to overthrow the 
Britilh powei'in India; ftating very fully 
the fteps France meant to take before war 
fhould ually be declared, and what was 
afterwards to be done. Lord Stormont 
iaud, though he could not pofitivcly fwear 
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ta ttie cxai9: words^ yet lie was clear there 
was no difference in the iubftance. This 
was the hitelligfcncc tint left Mr. HaiHnj^s 
in no doubt how to a^l ; • and a few 
months after, Mr. Baldwin, fiom Caiio, 
fciit hi»T> an account that war ii^aiiUl 
France had aflually been declin-d. 

Upon this intelligence he a5led — m- 
creafeil his military force, anti to.>k all the 

french Setllemnits in B ngal } acting in 

thefe in (lances, as Mr. Pi • ftatetl, with 
a firmnefs and decilion which more pecu- 
liarly marked his chararter than that of 
any other man/’ Yet the Commons of 
Great Britain, in the year at<er this eii- 
' lojyium was |)rcnoinic(:d, charged this de- 
cifion to be a crime, and tliat he p^ ctrntled 
amenacL-dwar,meiely loruinClicyi Sing ! 

The Couiifol then proceeded to fill up 
the chaliiH left in the evidence by the Ma- 
nagers, fubftantiating the fevtral affertiens 
in Mr. Plomers opening fpeech 

The Couit adjourned a few minutes 
before five. 

Eighty Second DaV. 

Thursday, May 3. 

'I'heCounfel for Jvlr. H'^ftlngs proceeded 
with written evidence in Irpourt of the de- 
fence to the Firfl Anicle or iliis Charge, 
Mr. Burke, aft r fcw’CMal times emtuinug 
of the Counfel in wii u m mner they in- 
tended paits ol their evidence to apply, 
obterved to the Corrtthat the Manageis, 
both to favejime, and to allow M.'\ Haf- 
Cings all pofTible advantages in makirg 
Jiis Defence, declined formally obj. cling 
to many things whicii to them feemed in- 
competent evidence. It was therefore for 
their Lordfhlps to conlldcr how far the 
admifiiun of fuch evidence would operate 
as a precedent on t itme trials j and after 
this intimation from the Mcinagcrs on 
behalf of the Comnuor.s, to take caic that 
Nothing fliould be done to ptejudice cr in- 
validate the eftabliflied rules of evidence 
4if the Court. 

Mr. Law faid a few words In explana- 
tion of tlie evidence alluded to. 

Mr. Flomer h id produced in evidence 
a ktter ol Mijor Cormack, containii^two 
totrafls from letters written by officers, 
explaining tlieir fiiuatiun. 

< Mr. Burke alked, what evidence could 
ie produced to prove that thofc were the 
individual inclolures A long altercation 
took place, in which Mr. Bnrke was told 
by the Lord Chancellor, That if the 
letter deferibed in any way the purport of 
fuch enclofed papers, and their contents 
aqfi^ed fuch derciiption, it was a ra« 
lihiilil inference that they were the papers 
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alluded td. To Infift upon proof was i^e f‘ 
for none could be had, unlefs fome one faw 
the Governor General open Cormack's 
letter.” 

Mr. Burke edmpUined of difficulties 
thrown iti the wiy of the Managers j ami 
infinuated that fimilarity of proof was not 
allovi'cd them. 

Mr. Fox took part in this unimportant 
icAiffie ; nnd Lord Staiiiiope fpoke very 
cnncliilivi.ly upon the fubjcdl. 

The Cli me llor rt-ftrred to the .accep- 
tance of invoic.s as evidence, cominir in^ 
clofcd, if the-r defeription was clear in 
‘the icMcis enveloping them. 

Mr. Law then proceeded ft> ftate a va- 
riety of collateral proofs, that the Bridfii 
Seiflements were all deeply diitiefficl at the 
time of Mr. Haftings’s demanding this 
fiibfuiy of Cheyt Sing, 

Mr. Burke heie took another g«onnd 
of objeftion. He did not conceive the 
propriety of prcctiiciiig fuch tefiimonics of 
dillrefs, unlei's it was mcani to be iiifeired 
that they relulitd fiom the contumacy of 
the Rajah. “ Notwitl-.ftanding, my Lords 
(/aid he), the Manageis have not the 
irnnjlell dovibt of the general calamities 
attending the government of Mr. Hai- 
ti gs.'» 

Mr. Law, with very fuperior temps* 
indeed, told him, that they confidcred this 
eviilence as pcile 6 lly lelevant to what 
was brought to prove, viz. that thefe cir- 
cumftancts known, aggiavated the guilt 
Gt the lebf’l who could ihps 

— — “ deft'ii us at our uimoft need.” 

Then the Right Hon, Manager wai^ted 
proof that Chtyt Sing knew all thefe ca- 
Jamitous circuin/lances. 

Notwithdanding cavil, the evidence 
propoled was ^one through. 

Eighty-Third Day. 

Wednesday, May 9 . 

The fird part of this day was employed 
in entering papers, which proved the in- 
attention of Cheyt Sing to the duties of 
his office, and alfo his dirafFe61ion. Mr. 
Plomer then opened certain evidence, 
which, to the geneial convr£lioti of men 
out of doors, has always appeared to be a 
full anfwer to the Charge. He called one of 
the Secretaries at thcIndia-Houfe to prove 
that the accounts of demands made for three 
fucceffive years for fubfidies in wary and 
for cavalry alfo in the iaft year, were re- 
gularly tranfinitted by Mr. Hafiings and 
his Council to the Court of Diredors, and 
bjrthem, agreeably to law, to his Majedy^e 
principal Miniders* It appeared that no 
ibrt of objeflion to the propriety and juf- 

lict 





ijcc ot thefc demand* was made, cither 
by the King's Minidcrs or the Court of 
Dirt6tors : It appeared alfo, that i'uble- 
quent to each of thele demands, Mr. Haf- 
tings was re-appointed by the Lcgiflaiure 
to be Governor General of Bengdl j yet 
he, and he only, i^ands now impeached 
for having made theft demands, contrary 
. to the fbtemn tseaiies, ftipiilaiions, and 
engagements fublilting between the Com- 
pany and Clieyt Sing. 

Mr. Buike, in the f'lbfequent part of 
the proceedings, made fevei obje^Vions, 
which, however, he dcclaied he meant not 
to be obje6fi<;ns. As far as we undcr- 
4, ftood him^ he contended, that though, as 
a Manager, he had a Tight to put in evi- 
dence 12^ Mr. Haiti ngs ceitaln do- 
cuments, the C^^unfel had no right to read 
that fame evidence again, ai for }nm> 

After fbme furtiicr diipnies, Loid 
Fitzwilliam moved to adjourn the Cm-if, 
in order to determine the point, which 
was indantly given in favour ot the , 
Counfel. 

Eighty-Fourth Day. 

Thursday, May 10. 

^fter completing the reading, the 
, Counfel called Major Ofbornc to the Bar, 
who had I’ervLd in India leventeen years, 
dating from 1765, and, after a veiy in- 
terelfing examination of three q alters <>f 
an hour, elf abl. filed many imponaiu fa^is 
— -ThatCheyt Sing had been notorioufly 
negligent as to the police of his Zcimn 
dary ; that robberies and murders weie 
frequent, but that no ledrefs could he 
procured from Cheyt Sing by the injiucd 
parties : that he had himiclf made com- 
plaints, but could obrain no f’atisfa6fion 
—That he firmly believed Cheyt Sirg 
was dilafFeflrd — That it was certainly 
agreeable to the ulage and culfom of In- 
dia to call upon Zemindars for iniliiary 
force and fublidics in 'vai — That, beyond 
ail pollible dil'pute, the Btnilh Dominions 
in India were bettei cuhivated, moie po- 
pulous, and juffice wasbetiei adininiffercd, 
than incountiies under the native go- 
vernment— That the Hircarrahs or foies 
of M^jor Ofboine, who commanded in 
the Naoob’s country fituated comiguoufly, 
reported a body of xo,oop horfe in his in- 
terior dominions j the number, however, 
Major Ofboine confeffed he did not give 
credit to, from the ufual accumula- 
tions of rumour, and the dlfliciiliy to ar- 
rive at the number of troops in the field 
wheie regular returns were unknown — 
That under Mr« Haffings't adminiifia- 


tion the Bncifh dominions had confidera 
ably improved in agritulture and po'pula- 
tion— That this .remark was. unlverfali 
except as to a fmall part of Bahar, called 
Booglepore— That Mr.Haflings was very 
highly efteemed by natives of all deferif^ 
tions — That he had converfed with many 
in Oudeand Bengal, and all fpoke in th6 
warmeft terms of him— That his charac* 
ter- was dire^fly the reverfe of that Hated 
in the Ai tides; and that, neither as si 
public or a private man, did he believe him 
capable of opprcflion, tyranny, cruelty* 
iniulficr, or blood fhed. 

After this full and explicit evidence^ 
in pofitive conrradi^lion to afTertions in 
TneAiiicks of Impeachment, Mr. Butv.e 
begun his crofs -examination, bydemand* 
ing 10 know, “ Whetht'r the Nabob 
Aui))h nl Dowla hud not declined the 
perlonal fei vices of the Mijor?” The 
qiitlfion being repeated again and again, 
Mr. Law lofe to reprobate the circuitous 
medt, in which the Right Hon. Manager 
pill J ‘.led his enquiiies — he always went 
in a I'irclry and never in a right line. 
Ml. Law tliought that they owed it to 
ibeir (otr2mo7t clnraffer Common 
ar.gii'y lejointd the Managei !) lun to 
impede the couifeut juffice by unnccefiary 
del-y. 

Loid Stanhope laconically afked, what 
all ibis had to do vvilli Mr. Haftings ? 

Mr. Burke rofe with great wai-n.th— 
My Loids, I do not conceive, fhnding 
here as 1 do, delegated by tlic Commons 
of Gieat Britain, to fupport a charge of 
High Crimes and Mildemcanprs, that 
any man living, lefs informed upon the 
fubje6f, has a right to preferibe (o Mana- 
gei s the mode ot their intei rogations. ^ If 
our conceived privileges are denied, my 
Loi ds, we will go back to uur inalfers who 
lent us, for fiefh inftru6lions. The very 
nature of ciofs-examination forbids it to 
btdiitft — the circuitous application was 
ixed,.d to woi m out the latent objedi of 
the query : anti the reaibn for us being 
picpofcd, could be oUly known to them 
by whom it was offered.— I never can 
fulFcr the dignity of the Houfe of Comi 
mons to be implicated in the common cha- 
racter of the bar: the learned Counfel 
may take care of his own j we know 
the importance of our fundlion, and, will 
exercile that fundlion to the bell of our 
abilities, lur fliall any power upon eartii 
preferibe to us our conduct in the per- 
formance.” 

Mr. Wyndham Paid, that after the able 
notice taken by the Honoui^blc Manager 
of a queftion extremely clew in iBcH* he 

&ould 
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ftowM o»!y venture to exprefs his hope, 
that iheir LordAiipsVould not eftabl’iAi in 
the cafe of the Commons of England a 
tule hitherto unknown in all other cafes, 
Ibhjefting the party ci'orsocxaniining to any 
contioul, or to any cxpofal of his motives. 
The duty of a crofs-examiner was in- 
coniiftent with fuch contioul or rxpofal; 
and even if he was to leceive diu^ions, 
they furely ought not to come to him h'oin 
oppofite pajt). 

It was nor oni> ttiie, that a circuitous 
ianode(.r interrogaiicn was to be peimitted 
to crol‘s-exam>ncrS} but that the end of 
crois-examination could not he obtained 
without it. It was not only fair .to put 
sjueflicns of which the immediate ohjc£l 
ccuJd not be foreiteii, but it was eflTtntial 
to contrive foas that this ohie£l fliould not 
he appMcnt. Xlude only could know 
wheiher luch qiicAiuns were relevant or 
not who had an^entiie knovs lt<ige*o^ the 
enufr, which a Com t could not be pre- 
iumtd to have till it was tiied j the ^er- 
ions conduAing the ciols •examinations 
were therefoie to judge tor themlelvcs 

The Chancellor dirt^led the wit nets 
to anfv'vcr the queliion. 

Major Olboine did not clearly recollect 
the affair enquired into ; and having m de 
ibme anfwers which the Managers thought 
not fatisfa^Iory, the latter weie pi ocetd- 
ing to put other queilions, when the 
Court adjourned. 


Eighty-Fifth Day. 


Tuesday, May 15. 

The Lords being feated, and the Ma- 
aagers in their places, Major Ofborne 
came to the Bar, and having heard the 
lad quedion and his anlwer thereto read, 
was again qnedioned lelative to the Na. 
bob's naving ever, to his knowledge, pre- 
ferred complaints againd him to the Go- 
vernor Genejal and Council. 

To the fame quuy put into a thoufand 
vermicular pcfitions, the witnefs gave one 
and the lame anfwcr— He knew of none. 
He had the Nabob’s thanks and praifts 
for the (ei vices he had rendered him. 


Mr. 'Bin ke then defired to know, whe- 
ther complaints had not been pi ef erred 
againd the troops, for their feizure of the 

C ')lic gunges, or markets ? Major Of- 
ne knew nothing but of one gunge, 
and it was that fanned by himfel/, tor 
which he paid tlwrent, and had tlie receipt 
to fhew. Thefe gunges were called, out 
of coinpliment, by the names of fome 
place ^Commander, or didinguiflied per*^ 
lonag^lUhere might be Mr, Buikc’a 


gunge or market there^ for aught lit 

knew. 

Except A jut Sing, whofe forts the 
Major had taken, and whofe armies he 
had beaten, he knew of no other comk. 
plainant. * 

Mr. Fox was prefent, but did not in* 
terrogate the witnefs s to Mr Burke eli- 
cited from the Major bis concluiivc fimile 
of a Mungooft^ 

Major Olbonie was extremely clear 
and co'lc^fed, and clofed his evidence by 
a reply to two veiy important quedions 
propoied to him by a Noble Lord x The 
fil'd, Whether there ever ajmeared any 
thing in the cunduff of Mr. Badings to ^ 
Chey t Sing, that indicated malice towards 
the latter f" The anfwer, Certainly 
not.” The next quedion was,“ Whether 
the condii£f of Mr. findings indicated 
partiality towards him The anfwer. 
Certainly— Mr. Hadmgs was partial 
to Cheyt Sing, and it was his univerfal 
chara6>er to all the natives, as was very 
well known to all who had been in India.** 
Mr. Maikh m was then called on the 
part of the Defendant, and examined by 
Mr. Plomci, whofe veiy excellent date- 
inent of the tianfaflions ut Benares 
fetmed but a rhetorical copy of this tedi- 
moiiy. 

All that drnck us materially on either 
fide was, that in Mr. Maikham's way to 
aiieft the perfon of Rajah Cheyt Sing, he 
faw no indications of hodilities, no 'ap- 
..peaiaiicesot troops t and that, on the con- 
^tiary, he affirmed the Chubdar fent by 
Mr. Hadings and himfelf to the Rajah, 
indead of being one of tite viled of man- 
kind, was a Biamin, and a man of an 
higher cade than Cheyt Sing himfelf. 

He fpoke of the difobedience of Cheyt 
Sing— the bad police of his country— ths 
forbearance of Mr. Hadings — and ulti- 
mately of the defperate refidance made by 
his troops, regular forces— not a rabble 
or populace, as dated in the Article. 
He faid, that Cheyt Sing was faithleJs ; 
that he differed every fpecies of outrage to 
be committed within his Zemindary % and 
that he a^iially countenanced the murder 
of the Subahdar, Captain of the recruits 
which were on their march to Illahabad 
^ How was he informed of that mur- 
der? 

Two Hircarrahs came with the 
tidings, and kr ought bis Head in a bag* 

I could not have a more fubdaiitial proof. 

A great number of other qusdions were 
propounded and anfwercd, 

While Mr. Markham was detailing 
the trania^ions at Chubatia in one con- 

Bcftcd 
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seAeA narrative, Mr. M. A- Taylor de- 
manded to know, if the witnefs was pre- 
ient ; if not, all this was not evidence ? 

Lord Stanhope juftly remarked, that 
«s far as it communicated particulars of 
Mr. ffaftings's conduA, and Mr. Mark- 
ham’s, it was undoubtedly evidence. 
Itfeaving Mr. Mtrkham going up with 
the Governor- General to Cbunar^ the 
Court broke up. 


Eighty-Sixth Day. 

Wednesday, May i6* 

The Court mei about twenty minutes 
before two. The Counlei ot Mr. ila> 
ilings went through their examination of 
Mr. Maikliain. That Gentleman cie* 
Jivered his evidence with a perfpicuity and 
candour which did equal ciedii to his 
head and heart. In Ipeaking of Ally 
Ibrahim Cawn (a man whom Mr. 
Buike had mentioned with every cticum- 
ifance of opprobrium, in fome of his 
printed fpeeches, and as a man ap. 
pointment to theofHce of Chief Magiibate 
of Benares had occafioned general dii> 
gull) Mr Markham faid, pe^aps he was 
as well calculated to fiii that high ufiice 
as any Chief )utlice in any country : that 
his appointment had given univerl'al fatif* 
^fa^ion, and he believed that the police 
j of no city upon earth was io well regu- 
^ lated as Benares, from the time that 
olEcer was appointed , unto this day, for 
he dill filled the office : that Mr. Ha- 
flings had abolifhed oppreffive exa^lions ; 
and that his arrangements had tended to 
the encouragement of pilgrims to refort 
to Benares from all parts of Indollan; 
and to the general happinefs of the peo- 
ple, There were very many other im- 
portant p' inis in his evidence, each tetid< 
ing totally Co cut up the Article as pre- 
fented by the lafl Houfe of Commons« 

Mr. Plomer demanded to know the 
viitnels's opinion of Cheyt Smgf Mr. 
Burke came forward-^** Really, my 
Lords, we ipufl obje^l to this fpecies of 
evidence; to every round in the whole 
Jitin of it. We are fori y to be obliged 
to Hate, that it is a wafte of cite time of 
this Court, irregular,' and perfeiUy in- 
admilfible.'* 

The Lord Chancellor thought a fub- 
fequent quellion, as to ,the grounds for 
fuch opinion, wouldj produce evidence 
flrt^ly proper. 

Mr. Fox, with much acumen, re- 
marked, that the grounds of this opinion 
were hear- fay occurrences ; one man told 
him tbht and another thau and tliat the 
4aufi might be opiiuon aiie« 


The Court aflented to this propolltidi» 
and the Counfcl waved the imerrogatioin 

The evidence then contiiiuid with 
toleiable fmoothnefs through the condu^ 
of Derbidzy Sing, until Mr. Plomer de- 
manded to know, whether Mr. Markham 
thought him able to pay his kills, if he 
chofe to do fo ? Mr. Markham— I cer- 
tainly did think fo.” 

On the part of the Managers, the for- 
mer objeAion recuried, and the cauja 
Jtientia was again demanded—** X 
judged fo from his papers ; 1 have ex- 
tracts from them.’* 

Mr. Fox thought this evidence alio 
inadmiflible, as a recoJle^ion of par- 
ticulars, feen long fince in papei*8, was 
the molt uncertain of the operations of 
memory.— Waved alfo. 

Mr. Maikham finilhed about half aa 
hour pad three; when Mr. Burke got op^ 
and faid, he was not leady for the crols- 
examinaiion ; that he was himfeJf ex- 
haulted j that he fuppofed the witneft 
was fatigued too, and he wiflieS the Lord* 
to adjourn. — There was inftantly a ge- 
neial ciy of — Go on — Go on — Mj'. Buike 
befitated, and then faid, if the Lords 
JfJIrd.upon iti he would proceed — and 
uicn he put a quellion to Mr. Maikhani. 

The Earl of Derby was fitting dole to 
the Managers box, and went from tlience 
to the table, and fpoke to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who defiled Mr. Law to proceed 
wiih written evidence, if he had any. , 

Mr. Dallas laid ail was given in, except 
one paper.— Mr. Law Itaied the fun 
ilance of that paper, and icalied Mr. 
'\^'right to fubllantiaie it, who was not . 
preient. 

The Lord Chancellor then faid, lie 
did not fee how the Court could proceed, 
with the civility due to the Managers, if 
they were not ready. Mr. Burke made 
no reply, and a motion was made to ad- 
journ, To this Mr. Burke ftibmitied, 
and the bufinefs ended, the Couu being 
adjourned. 


Eighty-Seventh Day. } i 
Tuesday, May zi. 

The Lords came into the Ha.*l about 
half pad one o'clock, and the crofs-cx- 
amination ofMt*> Mukham immediately 
commenced, conduCleti by Mr. Andru- 
ther, aflitled by the whifpered fuggcllions 
of Mr. Burke. Mcffi s. Fox, Wy ndham^ 
and Taylor, were preient occafionaily. 

^ Mr. Markham fuHained an examina- 
tion of lour hours and a half, with a col-* 
leaed power that not only furmlhea the 
bed poffibie xafyircrs to tJie quei'ies, but 
irequeatly 
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fr«|wntly furprlf^ us, by an acute de- 
letion of the latent purpofe of a queilion, 
and, where it was too pieiling 

for its Imitation^ 

He was alked*(forwe avoid all unim- 
portant reference) what Cheyt Sing was 
looked upon to be by his People ? “ As a 
Zemindar,*’ was his reply. Hi; then was 
queftioned as to the idealiis fubjtt'j mult 
have' had of his arrejl? Mr. Markham 
looked upon it as fufctpisble of no greater 
. dil'grace in opinion there than here : and 
be inttanced the Pnke of Maribojougli 
being put under arrcll, and fent to tno 
Tower by William the Third, as a pa- 
rallel cafe. 

Mr. Burke good-humouredly correfted 
bis hiltorical erroi, by faying, he was not 
Puke of Marlborough in the reign of 
\V''iiiiain the Third. 

The fubjeit of the interrogations then 
went to get from the witnefs, that Cheyt 
Sing was, as a Zemindar, poflefled of 
piiiiceiy privileges — military, civil, and 
jurdical. Mr. Markham uthimcd, that 
he had not entirely mihiaiy authority, 
for that Chun ugur contained a coiifideia- 
ble body of our troops. It was clta- 
bhdied however by the Manageis, that 
tile Fort of Chunar, although geographi- 
cally within the Zemindary, was not in 
his jurifdi^ion ; the Qn cars around it weic. 
It refemblcd, fqr inltancc, Gibiaitar, 
which might, in a fimilar was, bctciniLsi 
i part ot Spain, though out ot me love- 
l-eignty of that nation. 

The next queltioii v^as, Had any Ze- 
mindars in Bengal squal privileges with 
Ciieyt Sing ? They had not. Do you 
know wiiether the fubjeEls of Cheyt S»ng 
confideied him anything like a Prince ? 
I know nothing of the opinion of a whole 
People \ and anphiitg like a Pr:nce, js 
too liideHnite. *• Anything, for inlidiice, 
like the Prince of Wii tern berg ?** The 
Pnnccof Wii'temberg I have ncver/<^'^^.•^. 

Ml. AnUiuther put a great variety of 
‘qucllions to Mr.Mukhani, relative to 
the converi'ation which pafled between 
Cheyt Sing and Mr. Haltiugs at Buxar. 
Mr ^.Ai'kham’s anl\N ers wei e very ex-* 
plicitj but at laft he difcovcied that the 
Manager htad taken his ideas of this cun- 
verfation from a forged paper, which had 
been circulated in Calcu.ta feme ten years 
ago, undei the falfe name of Cheyt Sing’s 
j^Ianifelto. Mr. Maikham treated tn;At 
paper with much contempt, and pofitiveiy 
declared his own conviction tl»at it was 
a forgery. Such vve undetltand to be the 
opinion of every Genricman in any de- 
gree couTeriant in the affairs of India. 


Yet Mr. Dodfley, in bis Annual BTeglfbjf 
for 1782, Hates it to be an authentic papdrv 
— Such is the fort of judgment to which 
ineii in great public .filuaiion--, in the 
moit trying moments, are.fubjeOt ! for 
Mr. Anltriulicr fL'emctl to agree with Mr, 
Doddey as to the authenticity c5f tliis 
foigcry, though liie Managers never at., 
tempted to give it in evidence, Mr. 
M.ukham however gave it a death’s blow. 

Mr. Anihuther clofed his firlt head of 
intci 1 ogation here; and the Court rofe. 

Being a Lawyer by prufeHion, wj have 
no doubt but that all h:s quedions tended 
to foine material points in bcSi^lf of the 
proiecution ; but to plain under (landings 
ihele points were not eafdy perceptible.— 
The aniwers were in every pait cleai-, 
unequivocal, and direiSt. It would be 
tiring our readers were ac to abllrail the 
quell ons, though the anfwers turned out 
otten very important, and, as far as ap- 
peued fioin the feelings of the auduois^ 
inghly in favour of Mi. llaflings, 

Eighty-Eighth Day. 

Wednesday, May 23. 

Mr, Maikham again fidmuited to a 
crol S' examination by Mr, Burke, Mr, 
Anltiuthcr, and then Mr. Biiike a fe- 
cund lime. An infinite variety of tiucf^’ 
tions weie put by the Manageis refpeil- 
ing the Benares Charge, the revenues of 
Cheyi Sing, and the propofed fine ot 5Q 
lac'ki^ ; and the wulncfb was aiithmcticaliy 
letl to admit the levcnuesot Ciieyt Sing 
iiKompcieni to its dilchaige. He was 
then aiked what icTources he was ima- 
gined to be poliefied ot by Mr. Ballings, 
that might enable him to aniwer fuch a 
rtqiiifnion ?— The anfwer naunally was, 
hid piivatc ainallcd pioptrty, as well in- 
hciited from Bulwant Sing, as accumu- 
lated by himielf. He acknowledged^ 
however, to have had the information 
from a man inimical to the Rajah. A 
multiplicity of uther queries touching tho 
appointment of Naib followed, in which 
the Managers laboured to eilablifli, that 
an enemy to Cheyt Sing had been homi- 
natedby Mi.Hallmgs, and that the arreH 
of Chtyi Sing <//V/dilfoivc the Government; 
a ciicuniHance d«nied-by Mr. Hallin^s. 

To a queftion, “ By what authority 
Mr. Markham arreded Noodajec Sing?” 
the witnefs replied, that he did not under- 
itand it ; but when it was repeated, faid, 
that the ariefl of 'Nootfajee Sing was his 
own a^l, for which he was relponfible ; 
his condi<6l, however, was approved by 
hi8 fuperi ';rs, and that he coiilldered as 
his jullihcation.*' 


Mr, 



Mr* Burke did not wifli the wkneft tp 
criminate himfelf, but he iiiuft enquire by 
what authority — — 

The. Chancellor—** The witneft tell# 
you It was his own a£V." 

Mil Markham.—** It was not from 
my own perfonal motives. I believe there 
never before was any fiich authority { but 
1 did it from a convidlion of its expedi* 
en^.^* 

This was a tedious, flat, unprofitable, 
and, we fliould have laid, unimportant 
day, were we not aware that, as Mr. 
Anllruther remarked, the ImvortaMCe 


of the Q^eftions was only known to the 
Manageis. Tons, however, thequef- 
tions appeared tedious and uninterefling, 
and calculated to aufwer no tnd what- 
ever except to puzzle, perplex, and pro- 
tra£li The Court adjourned to 


ElGHTY-NiNTH DaY. 
Weonesday, May 30. 

Mr.' Markham was again called to the 
Bar, and his crofs-exainination was com- 
pleatly finilhed pn this day, but attended 
with Ibme circumflanres of fo peculiar a 
nature, that we are convinced it will be 
gratifying to the public to Hate them 
mure at large than we have hitherto done. 
Before he itplied to Mr. Burke's firfl 

? |ueflion, he informed the Lords, that a 
ew iniimtes bch^re the Court alLmbled, 
he had received a later from Mr. Burke, 
informing him that Mr. Markham had 
written to his lather, the Aiclibilhop of 
York, above ten years before-— It ap- 
pealed, that in confequence of the very 
clofe intimacy and fnendlhip which had 
fnblifled between Ihe Aiciibifliop and 
Mr, Burke in former times, his Grace 
had, upon the receipt of this letter from 
his fon, given it to Mr. Burke at Court 
in the year 178), immediately after the 
receipt of it 5 that Mr. Burke had kept 
it ever fince that time, and had accidentally 
found it on Saturday lafl, and returned it 
to Mr- Markham with a very polite note 
jufl bcfoic they went into Court yefterday. 

Mr. Maikham, with the openneis and 
iincerity which ever marks a man of real 
character and honour, who has nothing to 
conceal, begged that his letter to his fa» 
ther might be read. ][t was read, and in 
every point of any importance agreed ex* 
aSlly with the evidence that he had given, 
though it was Angular enough (hat Mr. 
Burke had crofs-examined him for two 
flsys, juft as a man wqiild have done who 
had iludied the Utter to the Archbifliop, 
Pa*T V. ^ 


which letter Mr. Burke had never (M, as 
he aflured the Qouif, from JiHy 
'Until he found it, in May 179a, by accH 
dent. 

The jet of the examination turning 
upon Mr. Markham's financial compe- 
tency for the Reiidency at Benares, Mr, 
Burke demanded Mr. Markham’s age at 
the period of his accepting tiiat trull ? That 
QentUman anfwered jocularly, that , he 
was born on the 5th of April 1 760, and 
in confequence muR have been twenty, 
one; ** butr’* added he, ** my Lords, I do 
not conceive this a fair queflion.'* 

Mr. Burke returned—'* As Mr. Mark- 
ham even yet is young enough for mar* 
riage, the queftion will afluredly not fpoil 
his fortune.** This the Lord Uhancelior 
paired by with becoming gravity, amid 
the laughter of the Ladies^ 

Mr. Markham went through a very 
long crofs-examination, the longed, per- 
haps, ever known or heard of 5 but each 
anfwer ferved to fix hts former teftimotiy 
the more ftrongly, and to confirm every 
aflertton made by Mr. Pitt, in his fpeech 
upon this >irlicle in the Houfe of Com- 
mons. 

The clofe of his examination was lin- 
gular and ftrikiiig, and appeared to affe£l; 
the Court and the auditors, as much as it 
did My. Markham himfelf. He was 
alked, if there was any part of Mr. Ha- 
ilings's condu6l to Cheyt Sing that ap- 
peared to him as refulting from vindi^live,' 
malicious, or interefted, motives? He 
replied, that he had known Mr. Haftings 
for many years moll intimately, and waa 
convinced, that in no part of his public 
condii6l was he biafled by vtndidlive, ma- 
licious, or interefled motives } that he was 
convinced he had ever made the public 
good, and the honour and advantage of 
his country, his flrft obje^l j that on him- 
felt or his own intei-efl he never bellowed 
a thought I and with a voice fcaicely au- 
dible (probably ftom the refleilion that 
fuel) a man fliould have been fo treated 
by a combination of parties againlt him), 
laying hts hand upon his heart at the time, 
he i^ded, ** I am convinced, my Lords, 
he is the moft virtuous man of the age in 
which he lives." 

Aiier this evidence Mr. Burke, with 
evident marks in his countenance of a 
man who felt that Mr. Markham was 
believed by every Gentleman prefent, 
proceeded tor a few queflions, none of 
them of any confequence, and then Mr* 
Mai'kham was dilmiflecU 
R Th« 
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The povrt nt Tialf five adjourned 
upijl Wcdnd'day next * . 

ffiNETIETH Day. 
Wednesday, June 6 , 

The Court met at half pa(i one o'clork, 
haying been detained Tome time in the 
«X|^ation that a few Managets might 
III rive. Mr. Burke was the only ot:e pie- 
ihnt w.hen the Hoiife was made, and the 
particular and eat reit application of Mr. 
JUalfings to individual Gentlemen pro* 
cured a Hoiife about one o'clock. 

Four Gentlemen, wer^ examined, vix, 
Lieut. BiireM, Colonel Blatr, Cliailes 
Grseme, Efq. and Lieut. Wade. The 
evidence of ihefe Gentlemen was de- 
cisive as to 1‘evcral points of th6 utmoft 
jDoment in the two important Aiticies, 
Betiares and *tka Begums^ 

They all dated the delinquency of 
Cheyt Sing, his Ihte of preparation, and 
his appaient determination to alTert Ms 
independence at the did favouiable mo- 
ttient. * 

Thtle Gentlemen alfo fpoke of the af- 
fidance afforded to Che)t Sing hy the 
Begums, as a matter of which no doubt 
was ever enteiiained in India— that they 
believed it tlien, and believed it now. 

They alfo fpoke of the univeifal clli- 
mation in which Mr. Hailings's charuffer 
was held throughout India, by natives 
xnd Europeans, both before and fince this 
profeciuion commenced. 

Captain Wade underwent a long exa- 
mination relative to troops daily paffing 
by his nation, near Mu zap or, for two 
inonihs immediately preceding Cneyt 
Sing's lebellion, coming trom the Inde- 
pendent States S. \V, ot the Zcniindary, 
of Benares, who irfoimed liini that they 
were going to Cieyt Sing for fervice, 
Capt. adc wss examined very minute- 
ly with rcfpt^i to thofe troops, and oihe^ 
indications for tcvolt on the j>art of Cheyt 


Sing, which at the time, via. in the year 
S781, created much Aifplcion on his part 
with rel'peft to Cheyt Sihg's intentions; 
ccnfiderlng, as he did, that period to be 
a very, ciitical one to the ftate of the Bi> 
tilh interells in India. Here Mr.'Burke 
prtffed him very clofely with refpe^ to 
the dclcription he gave of his ideas of 
the Hate of our affairs, to whom this 
witnefs gave uniform and Heady replies, 
that he did confidcr the months of June 
and July 1781 as a very critical period 
of our affkiis in India. 

Capf. Wade's evidence on the fuhjefl 
of the aOiflance Cheyt Sing received from 
the Begums, made a foKible impreffion 
on the audience. It appeared by his re- 
plies, that independent of the public no- 
toriety of the fadl of the Begums hav- 
ing nffffed Che\t Sing in his rchelJion, 
that while he, the witneli, was ftatioued 
wiili a corps of K angers, which at the 
time he commanded at ihe main baiiery, 
during theattack^on the town and foitof 
Pfteetali, he had it from the mouih of a 
Nudjeeb, who brought in a wounded pii- 
foncr to the baiteiy, that he, the Nudjeeb, 
belonged to a corps of 600 men of th^:t 
deicjiption, who had been lent from Fy- 
zabad by the Begums to Clu-yt Sing's 
affiftance; from whom, tlie Begums^ 
they had rccived two rupees each be-- 
fore their departure. The account ofr 
this man and another Niidieeb priluner, 
together with an account ot Cheyt Sing's 
having mall’acred, in cold blood, thirteen 
of Cap;. Wade's men, who fell into his 
hanOb in the Holpital at Mnznpotjr, pro* 
ductd much crofs -examination from Mr. 
Buikc, which, fiom iis effe^ on the 
Court, evidently improved the evidence 
in favour of Mr. Hadings given by 
Capr. Wade, wliol'e manner of deliver- 
ing it was fuch as added to its -impor- 
tance. 

^ On being queffioned as to the Hate of 
the police at Senates iubfequeiit to the. 


* It was mentioned in the Hall, that In the morning Mr. HaAings had preftnted a pe- 
tition to hi« MajvAy Hating the unprecedentid cruelty of his cafe; and moA eaincAly pray^ 
ing that Parliament might not be piorogucd until his Trial was Anifhed. 

The circunjAances arrending this caufe are perliaps, rather curious, and not undeferving 
the attention of our readers. ” 

In the ArA year, 1788, (he Managers, twenty in number, attended in a body; e Houfe 
was always formed by twelve o'clock, generally earlier, and the Court fat from that tipie 
• until five, and fometimes later ; it fat'alfo thirty-five days in that year. 

At prefent, in the year 179a, it is with the uimoA difiiculty a Houfe can be made 
before two, and though we are now in the iaA.day of May, the Court has finiy fat in this 
year fixteen ^ys, but in faff not a third the number of hours chat it fat in the fiiA year. 
Two, three, or four dreAed Managers are all that attend— very few of the Commons««and 

•I the Lords, originally one hundred apd eighty-fix. 'there ^re npw not more chan froiq 

' 
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Jfvolmio;!, hi« Bnfwcrwas, that to judge 
from its effect, the police of Benares was 
better reguintcd than tint of Lontlon. 

Before the Court adiounied, Mr. Ha- 
ftings .earneftly entreated their Loid- 
fliips attention for a few iniiiiites ; and as 
the matter he had to Itnte appeared to him 
to be extremely important, he begged to 
addref* them from his notes ) which the 
.Lords readily agreeing to, he fpoke as 
follows : 

1 Fla ve already upon former occaHons 
ventured to itate to your Lord/liips the 
hardfhips which I fultained by the unex- 
ampled length of (his Trial, even in the 
more early periods of it. I mean not now 
to repeat them, nor will it be neceiTary to 
fhew to your L.«-d(hips how much they 
mud be all aggravated by their rubfequent 
extenfion. I merely allude to them for 
the purpofeiand for that only, of befpealc- 
ing your pardon for the liberty I now take 
in pray it. g your Lordfhips to allow me as 
hiiich lime as you can afford during this 
Sellion, to hear the remainder of my Dc* 
Fence. I fhould not fo anxioufly prefa 
this upon your Lordfhips, were 1 not af- 
Fured that your Lordflups have no longer 
any call for your attention to matters of 
greater impoitance, if any matter ^ran ex* 
ceed in its impoitance the courfe of a cri«> 
minal trial protra^ed to fuch a length of 
years as mine has beeri. 

“ For my Defence on the Aiticle now 
in evidence before your Lordlhips, my 
Cuunfel will defire only to call two more 
witneiTeS) feleiled from the furvivors of 
a much larger number^ whom we foibear 
to call fioin refpe^l to your Lord/liips 
time, and a conliderationot the uncertainty 
of iny life or theirs enduring to the end 
of a iTurr^ complete refutation of the 
Charge which the Commons have’ prefer- 
red agamft me. The examination in chief 
of thefe wilnefles (for 1 cannot limit the 
time of the crofs-examination, or anfwcr 
for that which may be loft by interrup- 
tions) will not take up iht compafs of two, 
©r at inoft three hours. 

Two more Articles will then remain. 
On one only will it be necefTary to call any 
parole evidence j and for that only three 
witnefTes j one, a gentleman of very in- 
lirm health, who was fettled with his fa* 
mily in the South of Prance, but came to 
England in the fiift year of this long tiial, 
and • has remained her© till this time, in 
yearly expectation t>f giving his evidence 
at your Lofdfhips bar. Among the gen- 
tkmen whom. 1 hope to be allowed to 


produce in cvidence.to the Articles now 
under examination, tnere is one, wh» 
having given his attendance through a 
conGderable part of the firft year, when io* 
became evident that he could not be called! 
till the next, informed me that his meant 
of Aihfiftence, thctigh not his patience^ 
were exiiaufted ; and requefted me to dif- 
penfe with his evidence that he might re- 
turn to his iervice in India. 1 without 
he/itation cheerfully confented. — That 
gentleman accordingly went to India, 
ferved with credit two campaigns under 
Lord Cornwallis, is again returned to 
EnglantI, and again in rttendaneeto give 
his evidence in my defence. Your Lord- 
Ihips will not be lurprifed if I fliould feel 
a more than common anxiety not to lofe a 
witnefs whom I have recovered in fo fin- 
gular a manner from fo many obftacles 
which threatened to deprive me of the be- 
nefit of his teftimony, nor to lofe fo im- 
preflit^ a memorial of the extraordinary 
charaAer of this Impeachment. 

It is hard, with fo near a profpefl of 
•a dole, to fee it vanifti into darknefs $ and 
another year, or perhaps other )*ars, if t 
Aiould live to fee them, deftined for the 
continuation of this trial. 

•• Let me befeech your Lord/hips to 
rccollc^l, that more than five years are al* 
ready paft fmcc 1 firft appeared at youf 
Lordftiips Bar | and I am fure, that if any 
one of the Noble Lords who were theft 
living, and faw me there, had been told 
(if hiinnan wifdom, which is the rcfiilt of 
experience, Could have fu^efted filth a 
conclufioft) that more than ftve years muft 
pafs ere 1 could obtain a judgment, he 
would have pronounced it againft the 
courfe of nature to expeft it, and have le- 
fented the fuppofition, as an unmerited 
reflexion on the juftice and dignity of this 
great kin^om. 

In the firft year, which was the year 
17SS, the Court which' your Lordlhipa 
now compofe fat 35 days, generally af- 
fembling at twelve o’clock, fometimesear- 
lier, and fitting until five< and occafionally 
later* This year your Lordfbips have 
far, within a week of the fame period of 
time, only 16 days, and have feldoni been 
able to open the Courrmucli earlier than 
two o'clock. I Ihould be as ungrateful 
as unrealbnable^ if 1 could infmuate that 
thefe delays were in any refpefl im- 
putable to your Lordfhips ) neither is it 
my with to impute blame to any 1 it is 
the efte6f 9 and not the caufe, of whiph I 
complain* 

£ A 


« Yet 
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*• Yct| ifty Lords!^ it T might he allowed 
to expodidaie with thofe, whofe zeal* ani- 
l||atiog them to exertions and to a perle- 
ij^tice ot which even in that body there 
afe few examples* brought me to the fitu- 
ation in which I now ftand i I might plead* 
.^^and fnrely without offence, that the rights 
and interefts of the people of this king- 
dom, and the honour of .its Crown, which 
were the great inducements Hated by the 
Commons of Great Britain for callirig 
together its highert Court of Judicature 
to (it in trial upon me, are at lead as much 
Concerned in their ufing the fame exertions 
to promote the ccurfe of that trial* and 
to bring it to an iffiie. 

** My refpeft forbids me to fay more 
on the l'uhje£l, nor Ihould 1 have faid A> 
much, but to make it evident to voiir 
Lordihips, that whatever caufes of delay 
have occurred, or may in future occur, in 
the courfe of this trial, if it can be fup- 
pofed that 1 would willingly be inftru- 
inental to my own wrong, neither have 
been nor lhall be in any ways imputable 
to me. In proof of this I may allude to, 
but need nor fpecify, the many conlbtu- 
tioiial, and even perfonal means to which 
I have had recourfc, to accelerate the pro- 
refs of the Trial, and remove every ob- 
ru5bon to ir. 

That 1 might not again urge a re- 
queft to your Lordlhips which it might 
not be in your Lordlhips power to grant, 
1 have profited by the error which I have 
been told I committed in the Petition which 
. 1 lift year prefented to your Lordfliips* 
and have addrelTed an bumble Petition to 
his Mojefiy, praying that he would be 
gracioufiy pleafed to permit your Lord* 
Slips to continue to fit till the dole of the 
Trial. 

** I rely with a perfect confidence on 
fiis Majetty's gracious dilpofition to grant 
my prayer $ and in that cafe, I do alTure 
your Lordlhips, that every pofliblc means 
ftall be ufed by me, and by the Gentle- 
men whom you have given me for mjr 
Counfel, to bring my Defence o a fpeedy 
conclufion. . 

** Iff which I reluctantly fuppofe, it 
^all be deemed unreafonabje, or, for 
‘ caufes which cannot fall within the fcope 
of my limited comprebefifioh, improper, I 
do moft humbly and earneftly entreat your 
, Lordlhips, in that cafe, that you wiU af- 
ford me as many days as may be neceiTary 
to bring the prefent A rticle to a cbfe, and 
' to allow ifiy Counfel to fuin up tbeevi- 
while it is yet rcccm in your Lord- 


Ninety-First Day. 

Thursday, June 7. 

The Petition of Mr. H^ftihgs, fo rea- 
fonable and juft, had its due weight, and 
4heir Lord (Ilf ps afforded him their 'atten- 
dance this day. 

The Court immcdiatly proceeded fo 
the examination of Lieut. Grey, an offi- 
cer in his Majeity*s fervice, who g^ve 
very clear and fatiifaCtoiy evidence in fa- *. 
votir of Mr. Hafilngs. He faid he was 
an ofiicer in the ChafTeurs at the time of 
die infurreCtion of-Cheyt Sing. He fpokc 
of his difaffeCtion— of the Hate qf his pre- 
paration, and fully confirmed every ma- 
teria! point in the evidence of Captain 
Wade on the preceding day. He Hated 
the afTiHance afforded to Cheyt Sing by 
the Begums, as a matter of univerfaT no- 
toriety, never, as he believed, doubted at 
the time, nor fince : that he remained in 
die country many years after Mr. Ha- 
Aings’s departure, and could fafely fwear, 
that there never was a man more univer- 
fally eHcemed and beloved by the natives 
than Mr. HaHings was : that the affec* 
tiori the officers of the army felt for him 
might be known by their letter to him, 
figned by msvny hundred officers, on his 
quitting the country, when it was iin- 
poHible they could have been aCluated by*^ 
intereHed motives. A very long crofs- !> 
examination was continued by Mr. Burke, 
in which every anfwer only tended to fix 
more Hrongly the evidence given in chief. 

Colonel Popham was then called to the 
Bar 5 and in a very diltin^ and impreflive 
manner he Hated the military force of 
Cheyt Sing far different from what was 
neceffary for him as a Zemindar, his 
Hate of preparation, the general opinion 
of his difaffeaion, the operations of the war, 
and the reHoiation of general tranquillity. 
He fpoke iiioH pointedly and fully to 
the fliare the Begums had in the rebellion j 
that independent of its being a {»&. of 
which no officer in bis camp ever enter- 
tained a doubt, he had himlelF converfed 
with a wounded Nudjeeb, wlioin he faw 
in the town of Peteetah, after the Horm of 
that place ; that the man declartid he 
was one of the corps entertained by the 
Begums— that he had received two rupees 
in advance— had arrived twodaysin Cheyt 
Sing's army— and bad received two 
wounds— that the Colonel fent him to the 
Hofpital, where he was cured, * and then 
dilchaiged- That he made, no report of 
this to Mr. HaHings, hecaufe the 
was fo univerfally talked of, and in his 
opinion fo clear, as to render any com* 
wnieatieii 
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mnnicatlon totally unneceffanr ; in mark to future a^es pccufiar ctiaraAi^^ 

that no perlbn could doubt of the difif* of this Impeachment. ^ 

le5lion of the Begums— That he had been He dated, that he went thro' Cheyt 

a great number of years in India— that Sing*s Country in the beginning of ly'Sty 
Mr. Hadings was beloved and reverenced and was very ill treated, and inruhed— 
by the people of. India— was better caU that the r^ort of hisdifade^fion was tlie« 
oulated to govern them than any man he " general— That he was with the army at 
knew, and the man of all others whom Cawnpore when Cheyt Sing rebelled — that 
he would wilh to ierve under. it was the unirerfal report in the Canip* 

The Colonel underwent a very long that the Begums were difaffefted, and had 
and ti mod tedious crofs.examination by oifered military aid to Cneyt Sing— that 
Mr. Burke, chiedy from letters and pa* nothing he had heard to the time of hit 
pers, both manuicript and, printed, which leaving India lad January tended to malcd 
Mr. Bui ke had before him* him dilbelieve the report; but, on 

Mr. Buike quedioned liim upon the contrary, much to dx it, as perfe^SlIy trucw 
fubitance of certain AfHdavits forming the That he heard the ripening of this Trial be* 
Appf ndix to the Benares Narrative, and fore he went lad to India that the Trial 
alked him if he recoUe 6 >ed the fiibftance ? was a fubjefl of general notoriety, and 
■He did not. The Counfel put them into that, fo far from eirefling a change of opi* 
his hand. Mr. Burke inlided they (huuld nion as to Mr. Hadings, addrefl*es, as be 
be taken away. Mr. Law complained of heaid in India, were fent from ali rank* 
this mode of keeping a man totally in the of people in his favour : — that*he believed 
dark. Mr. Burke Sien begged he would there never had b^;en a man in a high da.* 
read them— V/ f en the Colonel had done tion fo univerfally edeemed and beloVcd 
fo, he alked whether the Witnefs recollefk- as Mr. Hidings, and that the fame opi* 
ed any mention in one of them of the Be* nions prevailed down to January 1791 ^ 
gums difade61ion. This Lord Stanhope when he left India : that he had con* 
and the Counlel contended, was tlie height verfed with fcveral perfons of the highed 
of abfurdity, to a(k a man whether he rank in that country, who all entertained 
recollected what he i'aw ? It was contended the fame opinions of him; and that 
on the one hand to he/uperjlttous, and on profecution in England had not in anjr 
< the other necedary. degree leifened the attachment of the peo^ 

Mr. Burke. The Noble Lord, from pie of Inilia. 
his aeal for this caufe, has been rather Mr. Burke did not chiife to alk Caps, 
(harp upont me. 1 am fure nobody more tain Simes one finglc quellion; bur 
than I can defer with greater iincerity to Capt. Simes had ipoken to the charad^' 
the Noble Lord's intelligence, his Jkarp^ of Cheyt Sing, and the ill treatment df 
and his rrc;//ri 7 e/i"(fynonima)— but the BritiOi Troops in Bemaies, and givetSf - 
it your Lordlhips think it a wrong quef- 3u honourable telilmonial to the chata^er' 
tion to be alked, I (hall relignedly fuhinit Mr. Hadings, collefted both before an4 
—I am in the pleafurc of your Lnrdfoips. after his T 1 lal, he heie rofe an 1 faid— “ Mjr 
Ai2it\yT2Xtfuperfluanontiocent'' Lords, I fljall not leireii, by anyerofsi. 

Mr. Law. — Yes indeed, they do very queftioning, the unexpected bleffing df 
maierially.— Mr. Burke. If they do, I Providence to Mr. Haitrngs of this Gkn* 
know from ivhum I learnt the praaice.— tleman’s retnn 

Mr. Law. I am fure notfmm us” Some documents were then rettd— ihfe 

The Counfel for the Defendant wifhlng Charge doled, 
to put a few further queltions to Colonel 

Popham, Mr. Hadings audibly obje^fed Ninety-Second Day., 

— 1 had rather lofe any poflTible ad van- Saturday, June 9. 

tage they jnight alFord me, thaaprotrafl Mr, Plomer rofc to lequed that Certain 

the time of decilion— It is my deared ob- Inditutes of the Emperor Acb<ir might 

be read, as evidence of the Tenure of the 
About five. Col. Popham was releafed, ^^mindars and Princes of the Bad being 
and then Capt. Simes was called. This upon confideration of military and per* 
Gentleman is atfo an Officer in his Ma* fonal attendance upon the Mogul in his 
jedy’s Icrvice, and was Ald-du-Camp to Wars. 

General Mufgravc during the prefent war. Mr. Burke.—** I bcg'thc learned Cown* 
He was the officer mentibned by Mr. fel will have the goodnefs to date the date 
Hadings who had gone to India fmee of the Emperor Aebar's Inditurcs." 
this Trial began, and, after very aflive Mr, .Plomcr tcplictl — << The Learned 
il^vice ill India. wa& now returned, to Manager knows as well as any miia/ 

whatsi, 
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vfut he aiks me ; •hotvevery I (ball not 
tretend to be ignoiant ol his motive for 
be QVHiftibn.— Acbar reigned from 1588, 
t bdieve^ to the clufe of the century.'' 
^r. Burke fmiiccl. 

[ Mr. Plomcrthcn wished certain papers 
Ixculpatory of Major Olborne might be 
notered as read, that a charge ftemingly 
attaching to his chaiaiter coming in evi- 
dence might be lepeHed hv the niblcquent 
d ec laration of the Nabob Sujah iil Dowlah* 
Iftho had made it. Mr. Burke objeacd ; 
the Counfcl explained j but they agreed 

fe wave the queltion, ii the l^Ianagers 
uld 4ay that they did not mean by the 
irticle in evidence to impeach the cha* 
racier of Major Ofborne, which, as a 
military man, efpcclally demarded that 
ao fligma Ihculd be luftered to rcil upon 
it. Mr. Bmke would concede no liich 
thing. The Lord Chancellor, perceiving 
the length to which ihefe collateral vin- 
dications might ftretch, interpoied.— His 
Lordihip curiorily cxainined the evidence, 
and faid he did not diicern any thing that 
called for juftification. He remarked that 
they ihould never have done, if all thefe 
extraneous matters were attended to. The 
Counfel acquiefeed. 

Mr* Dallas then rofe. His exordium 
ins brief and pithy. The evidence re- 
iypeilent of the hrlt Charge being now 
fcloicd, it had fallen to bis lot to lum up 
fthat evidence, and to offer fuch com- 
' Benis and realbnings upon both the 
Charge and the evidence, as the nature 
of them to him leenied to demand, and 
like circvmflances of the cafe rendeied 
neceflary. A great portion of his diffi- 
culty had been removed, and his limned 
powers the lefsihruok from the difficulty, 
as his learned friend who preceded him 
(Mr. Plomer) liad gone over the whole 
with fo much Itrength of labour, and acuie- 
nefs of relearch, as diminiihed his toil, 
and relieved his apprthenfions. Yet 
though, generally fpeaking, the minuti€ 
had been iiifficiently treated, there were 
fome grand and principal points of the 
Charge upon which his obieiyations might 
he well applied, elpecially conddering that 
(bould deliver them with all poifible 
brevity, and occ^y of their Loidffiips* 
time no more thX was ablolutely expe- 
dient. , 

Mr. Dallas obferved, that the very lirft 
Encof the ffid Chai ge comamed matte|| 
•gainit which he was compelled to proteil^ 
hndthe datum of which, he tnifted, htf 
d^ld bo able to refute, and coni'equcntly 
yhe f^clnfions which reiulted from m 
^ << that Kajulh 


Btilwant Sing was Chief or^e* 

mindar of certain Provinces called Be- 
nares and Gaz\( 30 or i” meaning thereby^ 
that he pofTeiTed the Sovereign authority 
in the faid Provinces, holding of the Mo- 
gul ihronph Sujah Dowla,- Nabob of 
Oude, and Vizier ff the Empire. But it 
happened unfortunately for the Managers, 
that the very (ird ai 5 lAvhich introduced tlua 
Bui want Sing to the acquaintance of tha 
Company, his perhmal attendance in 
the field at the head of ao,0o6 horfe, id 
confiLqiience of a fummons from Sujah 
Dowla, his liege lord. “ We cannot btf 
expeiiled,” faid Mr. Dallas, “ lo'produce 
this m/ndate before your Lord/hips— ^he 
fa^ was ib} he contiibuted his affiftanec 
to the Nabob Vizier, in the fame manner, 
and on thefame principles of fealty, that the 
lelTer Zemindars affonleti theirs to liim.'* 
Mr. Dallas read a paifage from the In- 
ftitutes of Acbar, winch exprefslv affirms 
this to be the pra£lice of Alia ; and as 
both the terms of Prince ar,d Zt mindar 
are therein ufed, call the Rajah which you 
pleafe, he Is theiehy implicated ; his affif^- 
ant fervices were as conlcqiient from his 
holding lands in a time of war, as the 
payment of his jumma or rent for the 
fame. 

“ However, the Charge goes on to ftate', 
that Rajah Bulwant Sing in the year 1,764., ^ 
about the commencement of the Bririih 
power in India, did attach himfelf to the 
Company, and was, in the opinion of the 
Court of Diieflors, of fignal feivire to our 
affairs and intcreih. 1 will tell you of 
what fervices he had the credit in India. 

It was" afterwards believed, that he had 
leagued himfelf with the Counti y Powers 
for our extirpation, ami his pretended 
fiiendffiip was a fnareto draw us up the 
Country* that he might accomphfh the de.^ 
fign his wonderful attachment had fo li- 
berally planned. In fliort, at the very 
timeof thii pretended merit, thePrefident 
and Council of Fort William, convinct-d 
of his duplicity, did write to Major Ht£lor 
Munro, that if he had not entered into 
engagements with this man, he fhould 'I 
dilpoffcjs him of his territory, and qw* 
deavour to ftrize his peifon. However, 
Major Munro did accede to his propofals, 
and Bulwant Sing joined our forces. 
But hi.s engagements were illufory^ and 
his »faith was broken immediately.<^lie 
feperated himfelf immediately from Major 
Munro; and when that gallant officer, 
with a fcaniy force, had pleated the vaR 
army of the* Nabob Vizier, then indeed 
the laid Rajah returned to his. engagement s^ 
after Uaving by . his treacherous deiertion 
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fought to rum the caufe he had under the the ^ound of lu'^ltce in the mind of m 
moft iolemn promifes (lipiilated to defend. Haltings this Charge Vas erefted. If 
However, on the faith of certain proimfes conUl he fubdantiated, the Charge would 
for his future good behaviour, made by take place ; it not, it mud be fudie-rto- 
General Carnac and Mr. Mnriiot, he was, gether they muft JfanJ, or together they 
againdlhe inclination of the Prehdent and muitfalL And here the learned Counfel 
Council, received back, they declaring difcnininated the paiticular fpectes d 
that tlity w( le convinced he was uiiwoithy Malicse to be proved— not that implira 
cf all tntff and coniidfncc, ar.d that they by our Law as the modveoFeveiy wicked 
wifhed nf' terms had been made with him, a6>— but a Malice cold and CHUtiout 
although, as they had been made, they —rooted and deadly — not rufhing into 
were relblved to abide by them. In the immediate a^, but lurking till a nmooE 
Treaty of Allahabad, between Sujah vantage, and then, by continual effort^ 
Dowia, the Nabob of Dengal, ar.d tlie planting its fnares, to difgnice and in 
Englilh Company, through the influence blacken— to ruin and deJlroy<^ (MrJ 
of the Cop^any the Rajah was fecured in Buike bowing his aflent to every part^ 
liis territories, which under the laid Na- this eloquent deflnition, tftabiiihed -that 
bob Viziti he held to the time of his this was ihe fort of malice he meant tn 
death 5 and thele are all we know of prove upon Mr. Haflings). 
the lei vices of Bulwant Sing.** The learn- Mi. D dins then retcrrcd to the par- 
ed ( oupl’el ftaied the neceflii^ for this re- ticular Government of Mr. Haifingv, 
friente to aiitc from an aflertion of the I wlfli, my Lords, the Gentleman at 
Honourable Managers, that Cheyt Sing your Bar lobe tried upon the*piincipies of 
became wore immediately an object of every Kgally-conlliiuted Government in 
complacency to the Britilh Government the wm'ld. By Legal ly-conflitu ted Go- 
in confcquencc of the fci vices rendered by veniments, 1 do not mean any of thofo 
his father, and that this was made an ag- where the M AifY are fuppofed to be created 
gravaiion of the Charge againlt Mr. Ha- foi onl, ar.d the rights of that one are at 
Itings lor a malicious oppiefllon of the all, and thole of the many are as nothing, 
fani Rajah, he being a }>etion particularly Ail luch, wherever they may exift, under 
dear in the eye of our Government on the whatever name, are tyrannies monftrout 
paternal (core. to lealbn, and degrading to humanity, 

y Mr. Dallas tlien came to the in veftiturc No, inyLoid&, I fjicak of Goveinment^ 
of Cheyt Sing in the Zemindary throrgh the vital piinctplc of which is the good ol 
the medial on of the Company, in the year the governed— ^ot of a Sovereignty 
1770, in coniideiation of a naf^erannah riglu, hui one ol trull — a delegated pow« 
or fine of 17 lacks of rupees, and an in- cr, a confided authoiity for the genera. 
Cl eafe of 2 lacks and a half upon hisy///i 7 * bJefliog, and reiumab'e wlitn by depri. 
ma or rent, with the exprels flipuiation vation it Ihall have been felt to be a gene« 
tuat the rent Ihould in no wile be ang- jal tuile. Let the Government of Mp, 
menled — He mentioned in 1775’the inter- Haftings be tr:ed by ibis llandard, a*id 1 
fcrcnce of our Refident at Oude to pre- engage to vindicaie him completely l>efore 
vent fuch an exioiiion of the Nabob, your Lordfliips. 1 could, my Lords, lake 
Mr. Dallas commented wkh much feve- a leyral (;xcf’pt:on% which 1 pledge myfelf 
rity upon the difference which fubfills be- to make out, to the whole of the proceed- 
tween the cxprtflionsof the Chaise, “ that ings i but our with is for lubflantiai juf- 
no other demands whatever mould be tice, and fubteifuge never did, nor evflr 
made upon him,** and the inftru^tioi.s to can obtam it. 

Mr. Fowke, limiting them to increafe of “ But tiie demands of juflice are not 
rent. He then narratively proceeded to ilius confined. The demands are ^nirei^ 
the death of the Nabob, and the terraina- fal. if Mi . Hailings be guilty of m'dicei 
tion of our agreements with him in the the charge applies to the C^dft of DL 
opinion of the Council, an opinion in reflors j it applies to His>^^fty*s Mini« 
which Mr. Haftings never concurred— fters j to the HonouraUrHoufe even who 
the transfer of the Circar to the (;;ompany impeach him : and Lo&dshi?s ; 

from Afophul Dowia, the fucceeding nay, to the Nation at laige. Itisaftlgma 
Nabob Vizier, and the demands which, in that fallens upon our fame, and degrade! 
the rumour of war, were propofed, and, ^nd pollutes the cliara^fcr of the Country, 
upon the reception of certain advices, ac- BWe owe it therefore to all, to examiru 
f iiaily made upon Cheyi Sing, as hU quota Ithis Charge, which has 16 wide an appli. 
|)f the expences attendant.' lance 5 implicating woffy who are now im 

PaiJ^s then reiparked, that upon wort, We owe it to individual bonoui 

1 ■ . mi^ 
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wntA general characler; it Is our duty to ediy, and fuppofted by evidence well 
the repsttation of Uht Llv IK Gt and the worthy fuch a Charge. The event hap- 
memory of theDKAD." pened in June 1777. No trace of enmi- 

Mi. Dallas then, by a vaiiety of cvi- ty is difcovered until the 9tli of July 
^ence, proved, that Cheyt Sing was a fob- 1 77S, more than a complete yeas after the 
ft'd, and owed the Company cveiy duly oHence, and then to be fure it bi'faks out 
due from a lubje^t to his Sovereign. Il*e in a very curiovis manner, 
proved from Hiliory, at different periods It was in evidence before their Lord* 
of tite Mogul Empire, tint Zemiiularsin- fliips, that his Majefty's AmbaiTadur at 
variably avoided military aflillance in war. the Court of France (Lord Stormont) h 'cf 
Heexpofed, in very fevere terms, ihefiim- in June 1777 iranlinitied to Mr. Halting 
fy, mutilated, and garbled evidence given an account of a defign formed by the 
by the Managers, in order to iliew that French Miniftry to attack the Brltifhi 
in 177^ Mr. Hailings engaged to make Po/r.firions in India. In July 1778 an uc-f 
no demands of any kind upon Cheyt Sing count ^n ived in Bengal, that^war was ac- 
beyond his annual rent. He wondeied tually drciaied between France and En- 
how a Charge fo Ifrange could have been gland— -Every man knew that war with - 
made, and, looking round to the Mana- Spain muft follow, and we had then been 
gers, afked. Who could have drawn up three years engaged in an unfuccclsful war 
[uch an Article ? He proved, incontrovei. with America. What was Mr. flattings 
libly, that every feitlement made with to do in Bengal ? Could he expeft an union 
Chcyc Sine applied to his annual rent of two great Pojvei sin India 111 his favour 
>iily, and tliat he was not relcai'ed from againll France, with whom it was known 
my one of thofe duties due from fubjeft to they were then in alliance ? Could he ex- 
Sovereign 3 that he had taken an oath of pe6t, that inftead of receiving thofe letui ns 
Fealty and allegiance on his iiiveftiture, of wealth from India which were to up- 
»n(i was proclaimed throtfgboiit the 2Se> hold a linking Country, Great Britain 
mindary of B^nart^ as the lubjc£l of the would pour her treafures with a liberal 
uompany. hand into the lap of Bengal ? Could he 

Having fixed the right incontrovertibly, believe, that over-matched as (he was in 
in^ having expoied the unfairnefs of the Europe, in America, and the Well Indies^ 
Article, in taking a parted exprelTion in Great Biitaiu could afford to fend ten 
line of Ml. Haibngs's miniues, for (he Biitilh Regiments, and a tleec, to India 
txprels purpole oi Hxing a rmfe upon it He ceitainly could not 3 he mull depend' 
loially dift'cient from cne real meaning upon hi<4 owi) reiources. He did depend 
lad the fentcnce been taken together — he tijiun them, and he fiicceeded againft the 
aid, that, for the i';kc of argument, he molt powerful combination ever iutmed tor 
vould make a conceflion moit wild and the overthrow of an Empire, 
nctravagant in itfelf : he would iiippoie it He iutreated their Lordihips to confider 
lad been [noved, that Mr. Haiiings had no what Mf* Haltings did, and whether the 
:igiit to demand inilirai y aid fioin Cheyt imagination of inan^ or the malignity 
iling, (fill the Managers would not ad- of man's nature, could have been fuppoled 
^anceone dtp, iinlefs they could prove that capable of fo perverting his a£fs, until 
naiice whicn they had fo boldly charged, tliat pcrverfion. appealed in the name of 
The State leceived and enjoyed thebe- the Commons of Great Biitain. On the 
teiit of the annual lubfidies, and had, in firil news of the war he propofed to increafe 
I nth, given tlitm their approbation, when the army 3 the Council unHiiimoully ap« 
fjc l.cgiilature ic-appuinied Mr. Haitings proved the mcafiire— to capture all the 
ni78j tothc GoyeiiimetuGciKTaL It ic- French Settlements in Bengal, and all 
Dainedtuei'i to examine what giound there their (hips; the Council agreed— B>to re- ^ 
vas for this extraordinary charge of malice, commend to Madrais inilantly to coni- 
\fter ultrS^ll the induitiy in his powei, mence die fiegeof Pondicherry ; the Conn- 
ie found i^drimn to be a foiitaiy paQ'age cil agreed-— to fit out a naval force tore- 
n Mr. Hihings^^rrative, who nieiUions, infoice Sir Edward Vernon, the BritKh 
hat oil Geneial ^veiing's fuppol'ed ac- Commodore*^ the Cour.cii agreed. Yet; 
riiiicn to the Chair in Bengal, Cheyt are tbefe a6U of the greatell publick merir,^ 
ling depuied a Vakeel to coinpument him. involving m them very great perlbnal re- 
Tiiis adoi the kajah’s excited fuch morA fpoiifibihiy, fuppoled all to be done with 
al and deadly uaie in the mind of Mrl ^ view to hanais, opprefs, and dually to 
[ladings, tliat fjom that moment tie de* ruin Cheyt Sing, becauie he was, on the 
ermin^ to min the Rajab, Such is th« fame day, called upon to contribute Ins 
deal i^^ibroua and incredible undoubw (hare .to th^ addiiloiul ex||>ctice that thefe 
. %/■ ‘ ' W ' wcafur^s 
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ht'jr'Puics would brin,'; upon the public* 
'riieir Loidfliip* wouiii lec> tic faift, that 
all ihips vi'c'c taken upon an idea 
that Bengal mit;ht be invaded, and with 
the pul^lic belief in ail the Council, that 
Fr.incc would in ike in the couile of the 
war (as in fact Tue did) great elForf-? to 
lecQver her loft conllqueiice in India. 
He ilien Pegged their Loiiithips to con- 
fider, hf)w a charge I’o wild and ftraiige 
was l‘ui>j)oiri*d. 

Tile motion for calling upon Cheyt 
Sing is made, as ,ill theothcjs were, on uic 
I’ame liay hy Mr. Haltti gs.— ^Mr. Francis 
fays hencqiiielces, but tlinik.s Cheyt Sing 
flioiild be told that tiv- d- m uul will only 
be continued while tlie Was bills. Mr. 
llallings fays, he me ms 'o, and adds, 
that as there feenv. cl to he fome difF*icnce 
of opinion as to ifn* ri^hl, he wiOlcs to 
leave the ritcifi ui on that point to their 
fnperiors; dating his own o}*inion, which 
was, that we were precluded by no en- 
gag< menis tn..m calling on Cheyt Sing 
for ex'raordin.ii y aids on extraordinary 
emergencies. Mr. Dallas was as con- 
vincing as eloquent in this pait of his 
fpcech. 

He laid, it was impolfible t|iat Mr. 
Hnllin^s or Mr. Kiancis could have been 
ac^uiied I'lV inifice in their conduct to 
Ch^*yt Sing — but notviithdanding the 
Managers had attnbiited to Mr. Francis 
every vntife under Heaven, and had 
made himmoie an anrcl than a man, he 
mud 'llow.ih It tiw charge ot malice ap- 
plied with ir.finire»y rtioie force to Mr. 
Fi'iiicislbui (o \Ir. ii tltiogs. The Ut- 
tci makes a ilemaiid, ami itues that he 
has a light toimki- it — I’lic furmei , with 
dooiiis mills toff agrc'^s 

wiih Mr. Hadings, with, iit :\ei)cxpreJ- 
fiMg lin» doubts, for (he infoimation of 
his I'upetiois — but Mr. Hadings, to 
wfioni he had iTicntioned them in conver- 
fation, faiily brings the i'ubjhef forward, 
and as tlicie was a doubt as to the right, 
leaves lu> lupci*<)i8 to de', uic. ]s there 
any thing like ni . dice in this proceeding ? 
oi it Inch a charge would apply at all, it 
inidl be to Mr. Francis, and not to Mr. 
Hidings. “ If it be malice in Mr. 
«* Hadin;.'s, it mud hive been deeper 
“ malice in Mi. Francis, who iclaxes 
** from a peifcverance of oppofition to 
“ the meafures ot Mr. Hadings, and 
“ concurs wiih him in this^ and only 
“ this, meant as it is dated for the purpofe 
<< of gratifying a looted haired, and ruiu- 

ing the Rajah.’* 

It mud be heie noticed, that among 
the proofs given of Military Aid being 
Part V. 
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prevalent through Tndja, Mr, Dallas in* ^ 
genir'iidv diew it from the ttUimony of 
Mirf Siibles, cerlainly not the fiicnd of 
Mr. liadtr.gs, whom the Managers had 
produced as their witnefs to this charge. 
He alio quoted a letter of M. F.iillie, a . 
French Writtr of authoniy, and a mo-| 
dern Hidory of Hin'iol'tan, allb of au- ’ 
t.hority — which feeminj^ly edablidied the 
point. After a variety of drong anti- 
thetic realbnings, hypothetically and de 
Ja^Oi upon the intent and fcope of the ^ 
I'leaiy of Allahabad^ the proceedings of " 
the flritifli Prelidency, and the motives r 
of Mr. Haltings, Mr. Dalhtf at five' 
o’clock vv,Ts interrupted by the rifing of 
ihrir L«>iddiips, having fpoken Jour 
complete houis. 

Nixety-tuird Day. 

Monday, June 1 1. 

The Court aflembled at half paft 
one, and Mr. Dallas proceeded with 
the fame fluency and clearnefs as on Sa- 
turday,_to remark upon the charge and 
the evidence,' from the point where he 
left off, down to Mr. Hadings’s depar- 
ture from Calcutta, in July 1781. 

The fil'd driking paflage was, where 
he came to aiifwer that pait of the charge 
which allcdgcs that Mr. Hadings under 
pretmee of a war, of which he had re- 4 
ceived no authentic intelligence, called? 
upon Cheyt Sing for military aid, but 
reiillyt with a view to harrafs, opprefs, 
ami finally to ruin him. He bciLuwed 
upon this Chaigttbe epithets futile, fri^ 
*vt/louj and aifurd* He daurd in ilio 
clean. d manuL:!’ the intelligence that 
Mr. Hadincs had received from Lord 
Storm*uit, that war was iike'y foon to 
happen, and r.llo of the me:.l\ires France 
woui<! })uri’a until it fhouKl bieak out ; 
he paid Lord Stoimont the highsd com- 
pliments for his zeal in the I'ervice of his 
Countiy, wliich had inrfuced him to 
communicarc this important information 
to Mr- Ilidiugs, though he liad uo au- 
thority fiorn his own (?ourt fo to do. 
He next dated the communicaiion fiom 
Mr. Baldw'yn at Cairo, that w:;r had 
a,ituaily bten declared between Friuce 
and iCr.gland, and he emphatically alked 
their LoVvilhip?, wbat^ould Mr. Had- 
ings have merited, had he paid no fort 
of attention to this cornmnuication ? 
Undoubtedly he would have merited the 
f ft veitd ceil lures from his cournryj and 
i what was his return for a condu^l fo 
much the reverie ? The Coininotis of 
' Gieat Britain had brought him to their 
^Xordfhips’ Bar, becaufe, defpiling all 
F perfenall 



prrfonal confequencesy he had aAed 
upon the authority*of Lord Stormont and 
Mr. BaUlwyn, and had looked upon 
war to l«e aftiiallv declared, though he 
had received no official advice of the fa6^. 

A charge like this, Mr. Dallas Ihid, was 
iinwortliy the dignity, the jultice, or the 
common rcnlc of a great Nacion, and 
would operat;: in ^>11 future times as a 
dreadful leiion to Generals* Admirals, and 
Cfovernors, who were enii uttcd by Great 
Britain with the c«re of her interefts^ 
in the dilhnt ouarters of the Globe. 

Having expofed rhe abluidity ot the 
Article ix) this view of it, he next took it 
up mod ingeniourty in another. Under 
the of a war in Europe, Mr. 
j ladings had not only made every de- 
fenfive preparation in Bengal, of which 
the demand upon Cheyt Sing was a part, 
but he had alfo taken all the French 
Settlements, and all the French ffiips in 
Bengal. Yet this aft — an aft againlt the 
law of Nations — was not charged at all ; 
but it there was any foundation for the 
Article, all thcfenu'nliires he look merely 
to furnifli a giound for harraffing, op- 
preffing, and finally ruining CheytSing. 

Mr. Dallas next proceeded to confider 
the vaiious cucumiiances that atitnded 
the feverd desnan^ls made upon Cheyt 
Sing for military aid. He went througn 
the part which Mr. P'rancis had in each 
ot tlu'fe tranfaftions — He proved moll 
clearly that he was a paity in eveiy traiif- 
aftion, particularly in the Proceedings 
of Council in years 1778,1779, and 
17S0, in the fiill .Mid l.a(l years of which 
?.lr. Frarcis had acceded to the demand 
upon Clieyt Sing, and intlie U^r.ond dif- 
lerited. Real'onirg with muen force 
and method upon the fevcral po nis 
of ihr fvbjt'ft, Mr. Dallas drew to that 
un'uum-.iy recommended at the cnlis of 
our t ite, when tbe C irn uic was .nvaded^ 
when the French wt-re in aims againlt 
us, theMahiattas making an inciirlion, 
and all to the general nimd prefenied 
nothing hut ravage and luir., tamine, 
pelVdence, and hopelds delpiir. 

“ Thtie arc a Jort of men who have 


juft intelleft fufficlent to furniih ont 
** objeftions to grand defigns, which 
** they could never have planned ) men 
whom great emergencies terrify, and 
whofe mallow powers are by calamity 
“ opprefled and cnfeehled.—Not fuch 
“ Mr. Hallings.— in the moments of 
** our awful and alarming danger, with a 
•* high and manly mind, he came forward 
with relief fuitable to the evil j heca 
forward to and not to ThTs 

** is, laid he, a time which calls for union 
** and lor vigour ; altercation fhould be 
** at an end : we have debated much too 
long. And well, my Loi^s, might 
“ Mr. Mailings fay this— his Govern* 
ment indeed had been one of lludied 
altercation, of perpetual refillance to 
every meafure he had propofed. Fully 
** feufible then of the necefliiy for con- 
cunence, it was refolved by the Go- 
vernor-General and Council, that a 
** demand ot Cavalry ffiould he made 
upon Rajah Cheyt Sing. But h0re 
** again the difingenuous Ityle rccuired 
** in which the Charge was worded ; for 
thereby you were led to imagine, that 
** the Cavaliy w*as an idea propoled ori- 
“ ginally by Mr, Mailings, m purfu- 
•* anceof his malicious intentions againlt 
“ the Raj di * ; whereas the idea was 
“ Halted by General Sir Kyre Coofe, 

“ and acceded to by the Guvernor Ge- ^ 
** neral and the remaining Members of 
“ the Council." 

Having thus at great length com* 
mented upon the conduft of the Biitiffi 
Government in India towards Cheyt 
Sing, theLeained Counfel next invelli* 
gAtrd that ol the Rajah, and demon- 
Itrarcd his treachery and reliliency from 
the Oath of Fealty he had taken to the 
Company; and, lliiftly fpeaking, the 
forfeiture of his Zemmdary with all its 
Rvghts and Privileges, as the confe* 
qucnce of fo flagrant a breach ol his 
part of the engagement. 

He expofed the faifehood of all his ex- 
cufes, and ell.tblifhed the right of the 
Company to make the feveral demands, 
by the mod convincing arguments. He 


* 111 one part of his fpcech, Mr Dallas declared, that he conceived it impodible for 
tbf wiMtJl fiifpjcion, ill Us moft *aving moments, to have imputed malice to Mr. Haft* 
ingts for hi 4 conduft ic Choyt Sing, though the Commons ot Great Britain had aduall/ 
and dirc^Iy cliai{>f(l it. 

In another p.irt, Mr. Oillss obferved one thing, which, to the honour of Mr, Haftings, 
(hould be peculiarly recorded : “ Jn ibui vtentiuning Mr. Francis^' laid Mr. Dallas, “ i 
hnve noperfinal enmity or reftvttH'’nt that is individual but ij 1 had, i, as well as my Bro* 
ther Coitnfrl, have had it in comment/ from Air. HaJlingSy to avoid, in regard to Mr. Francis^ 
.\U perfonJ a-iimojity whatever n* For M ylclf, (added Mr. Dallas) •• Z otva Mmaotbiugat 
a fmentlemJift, but only eivihty.'^ 

proved, 
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by the evidence^ the a£lual de- 
sign formed by Cheyt Sin|r, to feize the 
fird favourable opportunity to render 
himfelf independent! and at a quarter 
after fpur, being a good deal exhaufted, 
he prayed leave to dole for the day, 
faying, that he would conclude all he had 
to oner to their Lordihips on the next 
meeting of the Court. 

The Lords adjourned accord! ngly. 

Ninety-Fourth Day. 

Tuesday, June la. 

Mr. Dallas began, by expoHng in 
very itrong and almoft indignant lan- 
guage, the injuftice of making that a 
charge againft Mr. Haftings, of which 
the Court of Dire£tor8, the King's Mi- 
nifters, and former Parliaments, had 
approved; but the charge having been 
made, he never would ny from it; and 
be proved, by reference to evidence, that 
every part of the charge was futile, ridi- 
culous, and abfurd. 

He next came to a fubjeff, which he 
touched with an ability that muft com> 
mand iiniverfal approbation, while he 
preferved throughout the language of a 
Gentleman, and the deference due to the 
perfon whom his Majeffy has placed in 
the firft fituation in the Country— we 
mean the fundamental difference between 
Mr. Pitt and Mr. Fox, on the only 
ints in which the merit or demerit of 
r. llallings's condufl to Cheyt Sing 
mud turn. 

He paid Mr. Fox the liigheft compli- 
ments ; declared that he looked upon 
him as the ableft debater this country ever 
pofTcfTed; and as a man, who, fcoining 
any appeal hut to the lealbii and good 
fenfe of his auditors, had fairly and 
openly put this Chaige upon its tiue 
ground. He had opened it in the lad 
parliament : he had held ibis plain and 
intelligible language, that Mr. Hadings 
was under theie engagements to Cheyt 
Sing; that under no poflible circum- 
dances could he demand more of him 
than his annual rent ; confequently every 
extra demand was a crime ; and an in- 
tention to puniih Cheyt Sing, for not im- 
mediately obeying thefe demands, was 
an aggravation of that crime, 

All Mr. Fcx*s eloquence could not, 
as he himfelf confelfed to their Lorddiips 
(and that alone entitled Mr. Dallas, as 
be faid, to' go into this fubje^t at all) 
induce another Right Honourable Gen- 
tleman (deferibrd hy Mr. Fox as a per- 
fon of the drd abilities, and the fird in- 
tegrity) CO concur with him. 
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That Gentleman (Mr. Pitt) had dre- 
nuoudy contended, that Mr. Hadings 
had an undoubted light to demand extra 
aids from Cheyt Sing in war ; that the 
Rajah was criminal in difobeying ; that 
his difobedience merited puiiiinment, bur 
that Mr. Hadings propoled to carry that 
punifliment beyond the proper line, and 
therein the crime coniiltefl. After dat- 
ing the lingular, the unprecedented hard- 
fhtps of Mr. Hadings's cafe, he faid it 
was impoflible to prove that to be crimi- 
nal to which Mr. Pitt objefled, name- 
ly, the intention to impole a fine. 

“ have,'* faid the Counfcl, “ the greated 
opinion of the abilities of Mr. Francis, 
** but I do not fiippufe him the equal of 
the Honourable Perfon referred to— if, 
** therefore,** faid the ingenious Pleader, 
** the great Chara£ler alluded to, after 
having debated the point four days 
with the Honourable Manager, pof- 
** felling the put ed eloquence, that whole 
** chaim is fimplicity and whofe cha- 
•• racier is force, remained dill uncon- 
** vinced, it is not furprifing to me, I 
own, that Mr. Holdings fliould have 
“ been unconvinced by the arguments 
of Mr, Francis.** 

All this ‘part Mr. Dallas argued mod 
ably, and to the convi£lion of every man 
who heard him ; and concluded by ob- 
ferving, that whatever Mr. Pitt's opi* 
nion might be, the Commons of Great 
Britain had charged it as a crime, that 
Ml. Hidings called upon Cheyt Sing to 
coiiiiibute CO the expences of the war; 
and therefore, as was his duty, he had 
fully, and he hoped completely, refuted 
the Charge. 

He next went into a clear detail of Mr. 
Mdrkhain*s evidence, which totally de- 
droyco every allegation in the Articles.— . 
Of Mr. Markham he fpoke as of a 
man whofe chara6ler was far above his 
praife, who had dood a crofs-examina- 
ticn of four days from one of the mod 
indefatigable examiners upon earth, and 
that every reply had only ferved the more 
ftiongly to fix his former tedimony. 

He then mentioned that Angular cir- 
cumftance of the letter found by Mr. 
Burke on a Sunday, after having been 
in his pofleflion ten years, and lent to 
Mr. Markham on the Wtdnefday, juft 
as he was going into VVeftminftcr-Hall. 
He noticed the wonderful agreement be- 
tvveen all the material fa6ls in that letter, 
and the cvidencegiven by Mr. Markham ; 
though the one was written when the 
fubje6Vs were frefh in his memory, and 
the other given at the diftance of two 

years 
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years. It was an event mofl: foi innate 
for the honour vfoth of Mr. Mirk ham 
and Mr. Haftings. lie pni liculaiJy re- 
niaikcd upon an expveHiou in Mi. 
Dunce's lelier to Mr. iMtikhinn, that 
the tails he had (laud, diti^itd vciy lii- 
tle fii»in ihofe lie liadi lu 3 rd truin other 
cha'inehy and ::fier ^lll^ coyifrjj'ion, iVlr. 
l^allas laid, he W3s imUed altondhtd how 
the charge ol m tUct could liavc been pre- 
ferreii agaiidt Mr. Halliugs. 

Tilt Leained Couni’el iKtn confideied 
f thetranlhcboin. at anil drew the 

' moll lively and atTciiing Iketches of the 
niifeiabJetcenes thatweieconiequcnt upon 
Lieut, Bin cl’s advancing towards the 
pai'icc. — He refuted the pretended infiilt 
of Ml . Markham's Cliuhdar, and afci ibed 
the cauie of the filing within the walls 
to have been the firing without 5 tlie re- 
finance of Lieut. Biirel to the party that 
way -laid him, determined the mafTicre 
of the Sepoys, wl.u vrere without ani- 
iniinition, by the prepared forces of the 
R ijali. ** rhoufands ofHcioes,*’faid Mr. 
Dallas, “ riifhed forward to conquer tliefe 

ur.proA’ided Antagoniilf, and with a 

cowardly ferocity inl’ultcd the dying 
** and the dc^^d. 

Wlifcii I/'cuienant Tiiirel advanced, he 
faw inhuniTl} iitirgled the bodice ot 
his f. icrclj Stalker, Scott, and Suns, in 
the g .te ol the Palace, gaflied wiih in- 
numerable cymetars, and all but dead 
upon the place. The Rajah, it h true, 
fkd — he fled to his llrong foils for fdtty. 
Then it was that Mr. Maikham, to the 
foiicitacions ol Mr. Gardiner, exclaimed, 
“ How can you plead tor the imirdeierof 
your fiiend ?'* A burfl of feeling this 
from a manly and tc.ndcr mind, alive 
to the inhuman butchcties of that fatal 
day. 

But Cheyt Sing fent fubmifTive letters 
to Mr. Hatlings, it Teems, during thefe 
events, while his Brothers were declaroig 
muiiicr meritorious of theBritiih Forces 
wherever they were found, and fpiiiting 
up maflTicre by the exhibition of the 
heads ot the flam, borne triumphant 
tiiiougi) tiie reviling feoin of the infatu- 
ated lubjtcts -J the Rajah. The blood 
of Britifl) fuhjecls was to be of little 
account, however, againfteven the (lighttfl 
inconvenienceoi the Rijah — The U.-iugh- 
tcied Engiifh wcie to be paffed owr un- 
avenged, to prepare the way for the rc- 
inifatemcr.t in all his Rights ol theii Dc- 
(froyer— He was to be welcomed w-ith 
joy, it was malice rot to welcome him 
back, who had poured down his Under 
.mercies ip the qf qtdpan^c ft 0111 


his Forts, and by wliofe command age« 
neral mafVacre ol the EiigJifli had been 
enjoined in the Province oi Benares • 

The Ch.irge then went on to Hate the 
grievances fuiliiintd by Banna, thewifeof 
Bulwanthinr, in the capture ot Uu//r^ur 
—the tefiC^i r B.inna, in her Palace, a 
Fort the itiongefl bur one in the Z.*min- 
dary, 750 feet from the ground, half- 
way between earth and heaven, under 
whufc commind tlie Gariilon had tiicd^ 
upon the Ci mpany's 'J'roops for fix 
weeks togetliei, until finally it was taken|| 
by our foices. But lure there arofe a 7 
complete triumph to Mb. Hailing?, from ; 
his ownpiivate letter to CwJ. Popham, * 
in which (faid Mr. D'^lias ironically j 
“ he malicioufly recommends to the . 
Colonel the moll tiunmne treatment, 
fuch as his benevolent mind will induce 
towards perfons of the rank ot the cap- 
tives, their fex, and, above all, thtir 
misfoi tunes*' Here the Counfcl meft 
glonoully exulted — “ Thefe aie no 
rwclling fentiments of fouiioin:^ Mora- 
lity, which a well giacrd Ai^loi fliall 
dcliv’er loan applauding Publii — This is 
not a Speech by the c^ieaidt Mailer of 
LKqiience, ftudied and dciivcird to faf- 
cinate tluTe who bear, ami tbofe wdio 
fliall itad the puiift momimcnis of Ora - 
toiic.d Gloiy that wire cvti delivcitd in 
any Age 01 C'ountiy — ii is the fulitar 
reiiuiiinon ol a Private Letter, l>e.uind 
however, the ftamp ct Ins btncvoltnl 
foul v\ ho lent it, nevci meant for pubb-^ 
city, nor enicied upon the public mi- 
nutes. 

** buc!) as do good, and blulli to find it 4 
fame.'’ 

R^-ftiiing to the fympaihy Ihewn by 
the Managers to Baniu,and the utter want 
ot It to the muiucied Ruioptani., Mr. 
Dallas indul<;ed himlelf in tins iLuJftcal 
banur of the Managers. He doubled 
not their galLintry, “Of ail HonicPs 
hc*io£$, they would piobubiy have cholen 
the cii,.i a£ier t f D/o/z/rr/ lait, and at the 
fall ii Pulviira they doiibtlels would 
have wept lu the tram cf Zembtu*' - 

He ohleived, that the guat grounds of 
the Ch.^rgc wne unjnllifi.ible demands cf 
money f I din ele)! Sing, lor three fiic- 
ct'llivc ycais, lor tne public Icrvice, the 
aiuft of Cijtyt Sing, and his expulfion 
sftci the mr.liacie Cl the Bi ififli Troops. 
Thefe me.Uures were ftated by the Com- 
mo.ns to he high crimes, r.nd the Mana- 
iitis li'rtci tndc’Jivoiiitd to convince their 
Lordlhips that tiny clelerved to be lb 
denominaied. “ P 01 bid it, (added My. 
Dallas) the. honovtr of fi'iftmgs I 

m 
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but forbid it ftill more, the fame and 
gloiy of this country! My Lords, we 
have heard much of British Justice; 
anci here, as in her cliolen temple, wc 
l^vc bgen defiled to behold her, difplay- 
lier lovelled form, and placed in 
her mo(f graceful atiitiide ; but to me 
licr form appears mure lovely when tuin- 
ling to the injured \ her attitude moft 
|gracefijl, not when flie rifes to fti ike the 
opprejfor^ but when Ihe Itoops 'o lailb 
the opprejfed* This Britijb JuJitcc^ tv) 
i\vhoin our adoration is due, is, no doubr, 
a Being confident ^ith herfclf. To her 
it can never have been necr-flary to fug- 
gclf, that the JirJI duty of julhee is to 
redrefs aw'rong; that lo piiuifli the au- 
thor of that wrong, is the fecond only* 
No doubt, the jujlice of this country has 
long fince rrjiored to the man repi efcnt- 
ed as an opprejfed and perfecuted Prince, 
the Aims which an individual extorted 
from him. No doubt, long fince, he fits 
upon the throne of his anceltors, and rules 
his people with recovircd fway. Not io, 
iny Loids: We have been told, that he 
is at this moment a ^vagabond and wan- 
derer ^ and the lad accounts we have of 
him were, that the Biiidh Refident at 
the Court of Madajec Scindia refufed to 
appear there if Clieyt Sing weie pre- 
fent, 

k “ My Lords, when I hear this, can I 
wlp exclaiming. Oh! British Justice! 
why ways arc myflerious and incompn- 
^benjible! No doubt, thou ait, as thy 
worfiiippeis reprcfeiit thee, a Being up- 
right and wife\ ciiafte arc thy determi- 
nations^ viitiions iliy decrees', but thy 
means are imperious and infciutable. 
Thy temple is indeed ercbled with the 
majrjiy of darknefs j ilie li^ht Hnnes 
not upon thine altar ; AifTei me then 
to depart, nor feek to exploie, w'hat 
I perceive I am not pcimitted to tinder- 
fund. 

“ Thus much, my Loids, as to the 
fituation of one of the perfons whofe 
treatment is t!ic fubjefl of the prefent 
Chaige, But as to the other, the Ger- 
tleman now at your Bar — once more let 
me beletch of you to confidtT the fort of 
accufation, and the perfon againlt whom 
it is made. It is a charge of cold and 
contri^fmg malice, V/hat the conduit of 
Mr. Hafiings had been up to this period 
pt timci what his conduil Xa^fnee bcen« 
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and what the eharoBe^ which tint cen^ 
dubl has obtained fur him, is pcrfeftly 
well known to your Lordihips, and t<f 
the world. 

“ At rile time wlien thefc .icls ari dated 
to have been done Mr. Hillings was aj.. 
vanced t> that perio I of life, wlien the 
general chara^er .s tlceitdined# 

The fpring is ilie feafun of oiomile, Imt 
in the autumn the rrce is known by tiic 
fruit it Ins produced. No nun in the dci 
dine of liie becomes m liicious for the 
firjl time. It is a taint that is lodgfd ii 
the heart, it mixes with rhe blood, Ic 
IKirvadcs t!ie great iiiafs of con Jud, and 
gives more or lefs^ tiilgeto enery aJtion^ 
Tins character of any man is but there* 
full of obrcivation upon the whle of hisj 
condid. What then is the charailer of 
Mr, Hjftings? — But, iny Lords, here £ 
ftop. I will not do injiidlce to the elo- 
quent and foicihlc manner in wiiich my 
learned friend who opcoi\l the Defence 
has already treated this fnbjeb^ ; I will 
only lay, that it is almoit .tii enviable lot 
to be accufed, when the eftVbl of accufa- 
tion is, to gather round him cveiy man of 
viitue and I'cr.libiiity, who has ever liad 
occafion to know him either in public oc 
private life, to wafii out with tueir tears 
the llains which his accuitis have catf 
upon hib ch'ii:;6ler. It is a glorious litu- 
ation, my Loid', to be charged as the 
opprejfor of fuffering nations, and m the 
verycoiirleot the imjuiry into tlut charge, 
to have thofe nations prefling forv^ard to 
your Bar, not to accufe, but lo applaud; 
nor to claim his condemnation, but to de- 
mand his acquittal, 

“ Thefe arc circumdanccs which, upon 
fuch an occafion, it is inq^oirible not to 
feel, and to exprefs, But let it not be 
thought that I iiica.* to uly upon ihe cha- 
radcr of Mr. HalHngs for his defence 
againji any part oj his atcufation, or to 
luppdc his condud of a nature, that hii 
general chara61er muft be called in to ex- 
plain it. That would be to oifer bin 
from this fide of the Houle a fill mon 
cruel infult that any he lias experiencct 
even from the oihci . On ihefc two grea 
fupports reds his Defence, his own conduSi 
am; joKr honour. 

The Court immediately adjourned, anc 
fixed the further proceedings in the Tria 
to the Second 'ruciuay in the next Selfion 
of Parliament. ' 


THI 
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PART VI. 

» 793 -, 

EXNG THI 

SIXTH SESSION (OR YEAR) OF THE TRiALi 


Parliament aflTembled again, nn- 
expe£lctIJy,on Thursday, Dcccmbej 
»3. On the day fixed tor the commence- 
ment of the Trial, however, purfiunt to 
:heir former adjournment, their Lordfhips* 
farther adJourtUHl ihe.'r proceedings till 
Thursday, January 8, 1793, on which 
day a Meflage was lent to the Commons, 
announcing tiiat they wauld proceed on the 
Trial on Thursday, February 14., 
when their Lordmips again difehargeJ 
their former older, and upon the motion of 
Lord Ched worth ordered, that the Huule 
ihould proceed on the Trial on 

Friday, February 15. 

Nihet y-Fir ra Day. 

At half after one the Peers, tothenuin* 
ber of twenty- fix, came in prcceflion ; 
.and Mr. Hallings being called to the bar 
with the tii'ual formalilieb, Mr. Lawopened 
bis de.er.ee to ihc i'wcond Charge of Im- 
peacliirent, relating to the Munny and 
feiiow Begums of OuJe. After a very 
afi'efling intro«.lufIion, in which he Hated 
tlut the fituation of bis oppiefled client 
.was fucli as, he bfiicvtd, 110 human bang 
in a civilized nation hr.d ever before expe- 
rienced, and which he hoped, for the 
honour of human naiuie, no perfon would 
again experience, Mr. Law entered 
into the Hiltoiy ot iin.doihn, iVom the 
^ItablillinieiU of the Mahoinei?in leH^ion 
in that country under tlic reign ot C.tnti*- 
niir (Mahoiiie^tlV.), to Are w, that neither 
by the laws of defeent, nor by anj other 
jaw exiding in India, could the mother or 
,the w.dow of Siuajah nl DowJarl iim liie 
vaft lums of money dcpofjtcd in their 
hands, and hoarclcil up in the Zeniniah, 
"in any other view than as Trulttes to the 
JVaboh, and his fon the prefent Al'oph nl 
Powlah, I'he of the Company 

upon the prefent NVdiob for atlual Icr- 
yices pel toMi'.cd, wcie cheiefoie one from 
the Begums, and of courle ought to be 
paid by ihcm. 

His argument went to Aiew, that this 
jPiinctTs, who was lUied 10 have been 
fhe viftini ol biit'lh lapnu-, iluough 
lliC'tigcncy of iicf Iwii, in iatt, 

^tnlty of il)C fcyleif uliuy aiid 


extortion. For^ a fupply of a6 lackl^ 
given to the Nabob, the had demanded 
and received 2ija^bire of four lacks pet^ 
annum i — that was to fay, a limited fej| 
curity amounting to nearly fx yearM 
piirchafe in perpetuity ! This was anl 
in (lance of extoition, which, perhaps,! 
tha inventive genius of European ufuryl 
might have equalled, but could notl 
have exceeded. I 

On another oceaficn, the Begum in" 
granting a fupply to the immediate ne- 
celiities of her ion, had compelled him 
to take feme damaged muAins, and 
other goods, in part of the loan. This 
tranfalliun brought Engiifh and Afiatic 
manntrs to a near approach indeed. It 
was the exa£l counterpart to the feene 
in the Mifer, where the father, being 
ignorant who was the borrower, inHilf 
that, as a part of the fum to be lent, a 
ceitain parcel of moth-eaten iuiniture 
(hall be included. 

From this the Counfcl palfed 
comment on the right of the Begum 
the trealures contained in the Zenanah 
of which he contended that a very fmal! 
part indeed was to be regarded as her 
private property 

He then continued the line of his defence 
in a direfl parallel with that deliveied in 
before the Lords November x3, 1787, 
iliiidraied by a qiiautily of very leanied 
references to Grotins and to Vjttel upon! 
the nature of Tieaiies, and that of gua- j 
rantifcs upon oath j which laft obligation, ^ 

( owever in common fen/c it might fuperadd 
uy guilt upon viol.ition, in the eye of /aou 
npoled no additional validity or inviula- 
ility. 

He fully denied the alTumption of any 
new powers by Mr. Kallings when he had 
determined upon vifiting the dominions of 
th'* Nabob Vizier, and all'o any extra- 
wrdlnary authority dclegaied to Mr. 
Middleton ^ and threw out ibmc infinua- 
tions up< n the coikIu^I of Mr. Fiaiicis 
.for endeavouiiiig to we.iken by oppofition 
nl the Council that ipflucnce which the 
pcitl cl tile tunes made it expedient lor the 
G.;vci nor- Genet dl to pwflVfs, 

Mr* Law then advened to the crueiatm 
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carmina heaped fo unmercifully upon mented with great forcy: he afleed^if thatf 
Mr. Hillings. If the clothing of tlic ' wasa/refeWri/w/ir wlVicIi all India knevr 
Naboo'sarmywasdefeflivehewasaccufed; to be true ? which this country, to its 
he was guilty of the clothiei*'s negle^. coft, knew to be true— fi nee Ilje had ea- 
A ^ Governor-General over a mighty pended above a hundred millions in it, 
Bnnpire was criminal if he did not defeend and. loll half her foiTign dominions— in 
to ail the little trivial detail of trade and which, in India alone Ihe was Ajccefsful 
contrail \ nay, in the Seventeenth Article under Mr. Hatlings f In like manner he 
he remembered an allegation in which was accufed on this Article of taking front j 
Mr. Hallings was piolecuted for not the Begum five hundred and fifty thoulandl 
liaving provided a furgeon to cuie Nabob pounds, in order to pay a pntended dtbtl 
Behadre's wound# due from the Vizier to the Company.i 

I [This is by no means a fair llatement Could fuch a charge be endured for ai 
F— The Charge affirms, that the Nabob moment ? Was it a pretended debt r ' 
was without food— had been wounded by Why then had not the Houle ot Commons 
an affainn, who had murdered his aunt in ordered it to be paid back again years and 
Oude 5 and the obje£l of the Charge is, that years ago ? But the faft was, tliat it was a 
the unhappy brother of the Nabob had real, a free, and a juft debt ; acknowledged 
not a daum (money) to pay the furgeon, to be fo by all parlies, and paid as fuch. 
who attended him tor the love of God But it were an endlefs talk to enumer^e 
alone.] all the Tibfurd and contradiftory accula- 

A little before five o'clock the Court tions that had been preferred againft Mr. 
adjourned * to Haftings. Some years ago, on a very 

Tuesday, February 19. memorable occafion, it was admitted that 

Ninety-Sixth Day. this was a free debt $ but the recovery of 

Mr. Law proceeded in his opening of it was ftated to be impolfible ; and a great 
the defence on the Begum Article j and leading charafter (Mr. Fox) ftiuck it out 
in very forcible language, and with his of the public accounts as defperate. Hence 
matter admirably arranged, went through the perfecuted fituation to v/hich his client 
the remainder ol the Article. had fo long been fubjeft. He had falfified 

He pointed out, that in almoft every every prediilion of his enemies as to India# 

^ inftance the Charges were refuted by the He had preferved it in war 5 he had left it 
^idence called by the Managers them- in peace ; he had improved its rcfources f 
■^ves, and particularly alluded to the he had proved that thole who pi eiended to 
Kijtiliifiable means reforted 10 by the ibme knowledge of that country knew 
iManagers in examining their witnelTes. nothing about it. Thefe weic crimes not 
Y He commented with fome fc verity on to be forgiven s he had fallen a vi6liin and 
^ the evidence of Mr. Edwards. This ’gen- a martyr to the zeal, ability, and fuccclV 
tleman had been in India from the with which he had ferved his countiy. 
year 1776 to 1783. In this interval there In the courfe of his fpeech, Mr- Law 
occurred two feveredroughti^yet this gen- thiew out an inllnuation, that the Mnna- 
tleman palTed his time in film a ftaie of gei’s had read one tieaty in the place of 
incurious ne/cience,' that he was another. The learned Counfel 4 aid it 
completely ignorant ot both, though each would be termed legerdemain in him, but 
had a^ua'lly cauled a famine. in them it of couife could not receive lb 

Amidft an infinite variety of matter^ harlli an epithet, 
highly interelling to Mr. Haftings to havB Thefti ongeft point of the Charge, which 

explained to the Court, he ftated ibme thal ^es directly to the affirmation of the 
came home to the feelings and commofl deepeft cruelty and tyrannical apathy in 
fcnle of every man in England, In the Mr. Hastings, was very ably related, 
Benares Article it had been ftated by the and with a tceling anil energy that befpolce 
Houfe of Commons, that Mr. Haftings the learned Counfel’s own convidion ol 
did certain a£lsiinder the /rr/r/rrr of a war. the falfity of fuch accufaiion. In the 
On To wild an allegation Mr. Law com- Charge, Mr. Haftings, having heard ol 

* It was impolllble to view the Court without ftrong fentiments of regret, for the ha- 
vock which time has made amongft the members of it fince this Begum Article was opened 
in 1788. At that time one hundr^ and eighty-fix Petrs were piefent x On this day, froai 
twcnty-iwo to twenty eight— one hundred and twenty-one changes in the Peerage, lince tl« 
year 1788, having taking place. 

Lord X-ougn borough (the new Chancellor in the room of Lord TNVRLOw,wholiad 
rdigned the Seals during the preceding Vacation in 1 792) prefided of courfe. 
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the ^.^iftiTlTes ruiFciVil hy I’ne unhappy wo- 
men in ihc Khcnitl Mhal, is ihteci to have 
wrilttn “ tint the ibyeritics hud been iuitiy 
inflia-l.’' 

**W^T£hc,“ laid Mr. Law/’ fo dead to 
every feeling vL Humanity, at Julticc, unci 
' of Mercy, us to ey.ult in the li.fRnngs of 
thole, wiioie in:h-ceiice, whole fe:;, and 
i whole condition t»..i bade i hem at once to be 
TObjcdh cf nar.ger and of iclentinent, I 
Inve no argument to urge in his 
"behalf — my Client would be the molt 
*ab.nndoned demon in a human fhape, and 
be fbomJ ntvei, he knew, be expet\ed lo 
rile in Ins vindication. But the whole 
was wiihout a lhadow cftiuih. By refer- 
ence to the Letter in which thefe fcveiint s 
aie approved, it would be fecn that the ap- 
robation was applied to a c'.rcumllance not 
appeningiiniii yb^/W^Ifwnlontilsaftel wards 
—that which was approved being limply 
the compiiifory meafuie to quell the rebd- 
Jion of the Bt-gum,” 

Touching the not having communicated 
th’s rehdlion loMr. Wheeler, Mr. Law ex- 
culed it on this ground, thaf Inch communi- 
cations would have been inteicepted by the 
arts of the piime mover of the rebellion, 
Cheyt Singj and Mr. H <d't in gs's letters are 
confequently extremely (liort, all referring 
to an ultimate (explanation, at Itillire, of the 
whole irani'adtion, which accordingly is to 
be found in the appendix. 

As to the throwing ilie Minilfcis at 
Fyzabad into pi lion, ana ioading thim 
with irons, Mr. Law lemarked, that al- 
though to an Englilhinan a g iul founded 
always ungrattfu', .andthevci) term fet- 
ters inifrt be ivpiiifivc to fitemen, yer h 
was iiectlTary to be toM, tiiarihc K’liop. ‘n 
notion of them was no; licre lu he appr«.d. 
Their prllon v/'i> a p dace, and iht ) had 
forty attendants. j\uy, ii'^on tne rom- 

{ daint cjf one of tl em, who toiir.d thib pa- 
ace too Imali anil incommodious tor the 
Aiiatic luxuiy lo v. hlch he had been bred, 
they were reinc vtd to i-ne oi the fineft in 
all F ) 7al).icl . 'Flij ( ; .mfel ch.cll* to rei 
to S iviige the iioit, who woic Rt;ci> 
t*W£nty poivds v e glit, w hile tliofc oi . 
MiuiKcis ot Glide were but ot (‘ico peun; 
wei'^ht. 'Lo liivw ih^t the ci lb m of fr t- 
tei mg was no; obnoxious p?CL:!iarI v tC/ ilrjir 
local prejudices and culioins, he Itaied an 
indaiice ot a Banker being Ictr-red for 
debt limply, Hlih(»ugh (Jopal and llie 
Briiifh Seiilcme-t ii.d i rlcrtd to be l.is 
furedes and he wa, obdicd to bear the 
cjjr.ins of their pruons Iv. icie lie could be 
rclealtd. If huh w:is :!ic inflifticn for .a 
debt, it could not be ik/uglua inuhcious 


feverity exercifed upon lit? accomplices In 
freacliery and rebellion. 

Mr. Law deplored feelingly the wanton 
and ungrounded .iflertions of tins kind in 
aggi avaLion of a maU of accu(ation,s wliich 
had fallen during rive ve us upon the head 
of the Gentleman before fieir Lordihips — 
How was he to lepcl fucii calumnies that 
were intended cenainly I Oiould fay if 
alluding to any other pirlons”) to fink him 
forcrei } 

“ It there be any of your Lonlfhips 
who fhall demand, why any legal invcfli- 
gation of this rebellion did not take place, 
and defne me to give you the allidavits of 
our Law, I have them iiwt to produce— 
I have no record, no parchment that (hall 
explicitly (late the crime of which the 
Begu-Tib we atrirni were guilty. In addi- 
tion to tiic affidavits taken by Sir JClijah 
Impfy, Ml . Hariings tooX but f:rt’e\ they 
were iliolc of iiib olficcrs, under whole 
very cognizance the events were palling, 
events fopcrfcClily matter ot notoriety, that 
in India no whilper of a doubt as to their 
exilfcncc had even been heard. 

Placed there in the mod alarming 
crifis of our rate, it became :v'Jr, Haifing^s 
to let his condui^l be equal l.y remote from 
tyiani.ous llveiity and impolitic mildiiefs 
and moderation— We mult feed the neccd- 
rity that the controiil ot Gowi nmem Ihouid 
be firm and piompt when Rebellion me. 
nared its power— its forbearance to punifl^ 
was viiiiinial negle6t, its mildncfs and iiu'i 
niamty were politic il ruin. We had feert 
lately U.e die.ultul relult of a fyltem of 
Gove: nme- t marked only by conceflion 
and by nic.cy— the leins of Power muft 
be giafpcd by decinve and urilirinkino- 
Jull'ce. ® 

“ Such, I trulf, will be found to have 
been the comhiOr of the Gentleman befoic 
you. Leaving li.'s motives and his con- 
duct to the icrutiny ofihisHigh Fribunal, 

1 1 cano I i .y for him, that upon the wif- 
clom 1 the honour of your Loidihips’ 
'le hundily rcpoics with fcciuity of con- 
fidence.” — The Court then adjoin ned. 

Ninety-seventh Day. 
Wednesday, February 20. 

The whole ot tins day was con fumed in 
reading Iciicis and miniues of Council 
iPlpfdmg the Begum charge, and in dif- 
putes between the Managers and Mr. 
H.diings s Counfel, whether the wiiole of 
each paper, or only fuch parts as related to 
the Charge, (licxild be read. 

After much pro and con, fparring, it 
was agreed to by Counfel, that the whole 

fhould 



t 

ffioulJ he entereil as cviJence. Mr. Shc- 
rivlan, Mr, l*’ox, an * Ivfr. Jimke, were the 
Min.i^;crs that CvonicinleJ foi iliis poiat. 

Xhe Couit atiiourned to 
7'u»'SDAy, Fjb. z6. 

NiNii 1 y-Eioh I'H Day, 

Mr. Law calleil Capt. John Gordon to 
give his tvMence npy i the Charge, 

This gentleiiKiii is the ofJiy (hrviviiig of- 
^cer »(vhoie pcifonai kiirwie-Jge goes to the 
^)ioof ot the Begum’s rehellrjn. 

He gave a cleai and vtiy mateiial evi- 
dence, to piove the alti'ck be bi ’.d met with 
in his ni ;ich ; and the iurces \^hlch, when 
ho would have cioli.'d the N ulah imo the 
Begum's territory, he found drawn up to 
oppofe his melTengcr, llnne of whom thieat- 
ened to hre at him, if upon an elephant he 
/hould in crolfing the ilver . Tiie 

Nullah IS about loo yaidi over — it was by 
no means dilHcult to he «i and fee what 
WAS doing acions. 

Upon me crots-tx'nnin;vior., vshich was 
extremely tedious, arul inieiilcded with 
foineilnics indocent alp*rii;es and ebulli- 
tions of porfon.d lpir;en, Cnpt. Goido«»(aid, 
they weie the lame Hoops on the It ic 
of tlieNui.ah as h.*vl attacked hi n on his 
march this fide. Upon which Mr, Buike 
p:oceeJcd to demand very acutely arccon- 
c.lcjinmt (d* ii’iis ul)i<iuliy — .nid fuiin«*r, 
liow the v^'tneis coni t tuppofe furh attack 
^as he met vv.:h in his inarrli, to come 
11 om (he dlieclion of the Begum rather 
th in the Nabob, as he was then m the/>rtr- 
//c«/jrjnnltliciionof ihat Paramount Sovc- 
regn, and not upon the holden Terriioiy 
ot the Begum ? 

And ag'in, t!ic witnefs hiving faid, 
that upon his ci oiling, but a Jeiv of the 
troops iennined, ana the iclt nad Hcd and 
difpeifed, Mr. Burke demanded howthcic 
N-iiiibs had poirciTe i the boldneJ's to attack 
him wlien he was in toi midable force, and 
in a panic lly fiom him when in a feeble 
way he advanced w.th infeiioi miinbcis? 

lie aikeJ wh^ litci icinibuillineiit iutdl 
tioi been obtained of his /^}, real or prei 
tended ? The anlwer was, “ from thw 
Nabob, dirmigh Mr. Middleton." The 
witnefs withdiew tlicNabvd), and laid fun- 
ply “ from Mlddhton." This was keenly 
follo\ve(i up, by Mi-Buikc’s defiling to 
know, if the wltiufs was fure that the 
Nabob had not been compelled to pay for 
the wrongs done, as he uid, by oider of 
the Begum ? 

About four o’clock, Mr. Buike faiJ 
that he had finiflied wiih Captain Gordon 
for the prefciu, but that he would call him 
again on the next day that the Court met. 
Mr. Law initantly avofe, and faid he 
claimed as a right, what the Uwi gf hb 
Part YI. 
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country entitled him {p expert, jehat the 
Manageis ihoulljinijb liitu cud* exami- 
nation before they called another witnef;. 

Mr. Burke, Mr. Adam, and Mr. Tay. 
lor, oppofed tin • . Mr. Law, coi; dding in 
the jultice of his objeclion, peihiK'd, but 
without further h fs of time, by urging ar- 
giimenis i:i fupport of an indelible iruth. 
The Chancellor faid, that if the Counlel 
pe* lifted, they hid a right to do fb, but 
that the Manag».r 8 ndght conliime the re-, 
maining time of the Court by qucllions, 
and lo have the pr.vilege ol purfuing fiicir 
ci\ifs-ex'.iinination on die next day* 

Upon this Lord Siaiihope arofe, and 
exprtlfeu his luipide at what hud tallcn 
fiom the learned Lord j adding, that ha 
could not fufjie^^ the Managers to be ca- 
palile ot To Icandalous a proceeding, aslo 
alk frivolous queftions foi die fake of con- 
tiiunng ail cxHinir..'.tion to the fo'lowingday. 

M. . Binke, ruitundLrllanding what was 
faidj iccuicd Lx/id Sunhope of attacking 
iJowmoz/Syby pronouncing then coiidu^ 
lu be fcandaious , Lord St.Minope itpliei, 

by ifc-ftating wiiat h? hud laid. 

hii. iiuike auxl Mr. Adam began to 
re-argue the point j but the Lords, njuitb 
one 'Viice, defiied them to go on, which 
they did, and iindhcd with Captain Gor- 
dun. 

Captain Williams was then called up, 
and as his examination was likely to be 
long, the Court adjourned at hve o'clock, 
until 

Wednesday, Feb. a;, 
Ninety-Ninth Day. 

Captain VY.lliains was called again 
to the B »r, and th*e Counfelwei'c pioceed- 
ing with all pofTibL di'patch in his exami- 
nation, when hilt Air. Burke, and next 
All. Sheridan, made obfervations ns to the 
re- hearing cf his evidence.— They aigmd 
and argued on the fubjccl, until the Ciian- 
ceilor at laft obi'erved, that they had better 
permit the Counfei to proceed, — They 
took his Lordlhip's advice for a tew mi- 
nutes, and then again inienupted, and be- 
gan an examination of their own.— 
Some progrefs was ma>!e, and Cap ain 
Williams gave deal* and pointed aniweis 
to fuch queilions as were put to him by 
the Counlel, the AIanagtr'',and the Lords. 
— The fubitauce of his evidence went to 
prove the hoitde ads of the Begum. Mr. 
Sheridan, coniiaiy to all tormcr pradice, 
broke in upon the examlnatii>n in chief : 
ObieCtioiis were made, and the day neai ly 
fpent, when Mr. H iltings prayed the at- 
tention of iltcir Luidihijis for a fhori time. 
He laid, it was with psin, with anxiety^ 
but wiih the uUnotl deference, that he 
claimed tg be indulged in a ^ — 
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blc r^queft he had to make; which re- met the unlverfal approbation of the Coun-i 
cjueft was, that theii* LorcKhips would, try * ; all thele hopes were now vanlfhed, 
in their great wkUom, put as fpeedy a and he threw himfelf upon their Lordfhips, 
termination to this fcvere and tedious of whom he never had thought or fpokeii 
ti'ial as the nature of the cafe would admit, but with the utnioll l erpefl: and confidence. 

He iinderftood from report, that this The Manager on his left hand (Mr. 
was to be the la(t day he fhould have an Burke) had faid, that he had a Right to 
opportunity of continuing his defence deGre their Lordfhips to adjourn whenever 
until the retiiin of the Judges from he plcafed. Mr. Haftings faid, that he 
.their different Circuits. This was a cir- claimed the privilege of a Britifh fubje^li. 
eumflance mod peculiarly hard indeed, which was, that he fhould be intitled to 
He had now been five years on his Trial every privilege claimed by his Prolecutors, 
before the Court, and, he might fay, and he had a right to expeft judgment on 
eight years on his defence, and on the a criminal caufe ^without delay. That 
charges againd him, fince he was did there had been great and ndtoiious delays 
accuied by the Houle of Commons. It was well known, but in no moment of 
was a fpace not to be found in the annals vexation or impatience had he imputed 
of hidory, for any court of judicature to thofe delays to their Lordfhips. 
it on the trial of one individual. He would explain to their Lordfhips 

He requcltcd their Lordfhips to con- vihy he was fo anxious to finifh this Charge, 
jider the heavy expence he experienced The Gentleman now under examination, 
on this occafion, and particularly that Captain Williams, had attended year 
which attended his witiufTcs, many of after year for five years. He came from 
whom were brought over from India, South Wales, and if his evidence diould 
and detained here from their natural be only half finifhed, he mud again retm n 
bufiners and their reljiCtSiive families, in April, or be detained from his family tin • 
They waited, not as ordinary witnefl'es til that time. Another gentleman. Captain 
do, day after day, but ye:.r after year, in Shuldham, came from Exeter ; a third, 
hopes of being examined ; but iuch was Major Lumfdaine, from the North of Scot- 
the tedious piocels of the biilinefs, that land. Mr. Hadings laid, it would be 
la. order to prevent their property from cruel indeed if he fhould be under the 
going to ruin, manv were obliged to re- neceflity of detaining thofe gentlemen for/ 
turn ; and on otheis ihc hand of death had folong a time. Another Omcer, Colonel 
i'eized, and irrevocably called away that Duff, whofe love of jud'ce led him to give 
tedirnony which would have been of the evidence on the part of Mr. Haltings, was 
mod eflential fervicc to his defence. in England, and in that Hall in thfifecond 

He widied not to prels tor more than y^/iroftheTiial. He had returned to India, 
what was common judice — what were the and had fervtd the nohole njuar^ in high 
rights ot 1 Britifh fubjeif according to the command under Lord Cornwallis. He 
Conditutional Laws of his country j and was vet y lately arrived in England, having 
thtrefoie bis prayer was, that the Trial left India in profound peace ; but a fiew 
might continue, without any long adjourn- tioar having broke out. Colonel Duff had 
nicnr, as (uited their Lordilups conveni- againoffeicdhisfervices, and what right, 
ence, iimil at lead the prdent witnei's had faid Mr. Iladings, “ have / toexpe^l that 
finiflied his tedirnony. Colonel Duff will negle61 his duty on my 

He had entertained a hope of its being account Anolhercircumdance had on^ 
the uni vei fill wifh to bring the I'lial to a lycome to his knowledge yederday Mr. 
dole in this Seflion. By a cloft-, he meant John Pcndricc S colt, of Tandy, whofe name 
a conclulion ot tlw proccia on both lidcs, had been fo often mentioned, was on the 
and the judgment ot the Court. To point of leaving Ireland, lobe a witnefsin 

ff/her he never would content, and there- this caufe, and died judas he was about to 
thre it was that he was anxious for a leave his own hoiife. “ And what right,*' 
judgment, while he had a chance for faid Mr. Hidings, ** have I to fuppoie, 
living until it fhould take place. *« after fo many examples of mortality be* 

Mr. Hadings next mentioned die deps «« foie my eyes, both in the Court and 
he had taken to get an attendance — his the witneffes, that my life wiU iad for ib 
Petition to his Majedy ; and he profefl'cd « many years to come ? I had ^ hope, 
that he had hopes from what was lately “ from the unanimous with expreffed by tlie 
done in the Houfe of Commons, which Houfe of Commons for a period being 
♦ This alludes to a motion made on Feb. n by Major Mciitland for appointing a Com* 
coiifnler of.lhc bed means of expediting the Trial of Mr, Hadings, and which was 
and a CominUcee appointed* 


.Dili 
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put to this Trial) and from what I knmjtf ever, while he was fpeaklng^, had, notice- 
to be the fenfe of the Publick, that no ing that he was addreding their Loiddiips, 
^ •* further delays would take place, Thofe moved to adjourn . — Any difrefpeft could 
hopes are now vaniflied, fince it has not be intended individually or generally 
** proceeded from the time (the Noble X-ord laid, here, “JV 0 , 

that ufuvtmousv<f\fhvf’d& exprelTed, than not ") ; the Managers were always lei'pe^- 
it had done at any former period. What fully attentive to their Lordllilps, and had 
** I therel^ore pray and intreat of your tl^mfelves a right to the attention and re- 
•• Lordlliips is, that you would be plealed fpeft of every Noble Peer. “ But,’* laid 
to lit until this Charge is hnilhed, and Mr. Sheridan, “ peculiarly intcrelted in 
after the Circuits, day by day, until ** the ellablilhmenc of this Charge^ I felt 
** judgment lhali be pronounced." ** in a hrong degree the forpe of the re- 

Mr. Burke declared, that it was the “ marks urged yefterday at your bai*. 
Commons’ wiHi 10 expedite the Trial as ** relative to delays, the blame of which 
much as that of Mr. liaftings. ** relU here and ellewhere — if blame be 

Mr. Sheridan got up to Ipeak, when an “ imputable. — But Handing here, as I do 
adjournment was moved, and the Lords ** froi conviSlion and duty, to arraign 
determined to meet on the gentleman at your bar,' I am in- 

Thursday, Feb. a8. “ cliiied to make a propofitioii calculated 

Onb Hundredth Day. “ to lave the time of all parties. 

This day was productive of extra- “ It will be remembered, that in the 
ordinary events. The Lords alTembled “ courfe of yefterday’s examination in 
at twelve; but there was no Houle of ** chiej\ I Hated that not an iota of the 
Commons ' • Aitei Ibme time the Mana- teHimony ol the witnefs c&uld be re- 
fers attended, and then Captain Williams ceived 3.^e*vidence^ being all of the na« 
was called to the bar, and examined at •* iureof/a^«/yi(y and rttwowr— That there 
gieat length by Mr. Burke. The Lotds “ was a link of the chain wanting, to 
retired at twenty minutes pall two, to rc- “ make it fit and proper evideucc— 
ceive his Majelly, andat tour o’clock re- ** namely, the proof that fuch rumours 
turned to the Hall, when the crols.exa- had Mr. HaHings, and had be- 

mination of Capt. Williams was renewed. come the grounds of his action. 
^The only interelling pare was that ot the This link, he underllood, was to be fup- 
^treatmeiu ot Rajah Muitapha Cawn, exe- plied by the learned Counfel, who he 
cuted by the orders ot Col. Hannay, whole imagined by inference wilhed their Lord- 
death is Hated to have been an oltenlibie Ihips to believe, that the interview which 

caufe of Ajut Sing's Rebellion. took place at Chunar between Mi^ 

Capt.Williams, when alked to this point, Haltings and Colonel Hannay, had pro- 
replieJ, that he thouglu it unlikely Ajut ducecl tiiuie cumminiicatioiis from the 
Sing Htould lay, They have murdered Colonel to the Governor General, that 
our Rajah, and theretore 1 will be re- he had himlelf received from the lepoits 
** vengedj" and for this reafon, that he of the countiy. If this had been meant, 
hirnfell was a Hindoo of a high and moll the Managers were prepared to prove th« 
ancient call, and MuHapha Cawn a Miif- contrary , — What be had to propoie, thcre- 
fulinan Rajah, refiding with his banditti fore, was, that the learned Coiml'el Ihould 
In a torell, above an hundred miles Irom produce this link, as a mode of avoiding 
Ajut Sing’s dominions. the walte of time, in examination quite 

Mr. Burke ilicn begged the attention of irrelevant, and which could not be received 
their LordHiips to a few quellions iVom a as evidence on cither tide. 

Bi other Manager. Mr. Plumer contended that it was evi- 

f Mr. Sheridan rofe-^Hefaid, he regretted dence, inafmuch as fuch reports being tlie 
that the quellions he had to put, horn tlie res gefice ol a country, afforded a fair pre- 
nature ot the examination, could not be liimption, that, circuitouljy or diieilly, 
fe^. He was yellcrday, when the Lords they came finally to the ears of the Go., 
j'ofe, about to make a propolition to the vtrnor General. Mr. Plumer, iiieeringly, 
CoupleJ, after tiie gentleman at the bar remarked upon the implied cenlure ol the 
Jiad made the Ipecch to which Mr. Burke Honourable Manager upon JMr- Burke’s 
replied an honourable Vifeount, how.- crol's-examination. 

* Mr. Burke afterwards intheHoufe of Commons mentioned this circumHance to have 

arifen from the Lords tiaving affembled earlier than ufual, without having ienc word to the 
I Commons ; the conlequeoce of which was, that there was no Hoiife at the proper time ; 
and that the Managers under thefe circumHances had felt it necelTiry to go into the Hall 
without a Hoafe having been previouHy lorrned, Mr, Pitt moved, (hat the Houle approved 
Aheir Gondudlj which was agreed to^niw. rwi, ^ 
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Mr. Sheridan rfpVied, that the learned 
Coin.fel, he favv, Hiified thtir ground of 
yeltertl'iv— and fince thev meant to hol<l 
ifuch ivltimonY tor aJ/ni/Tfh/t: cvU<.nc€, »t 
w<s fair tiM I'ne Mana^l^f) allrdtd to, to 
ichatc it bv. if th'ry \vc*vild. irn le^vancy 
iiinllai to their own. — Of the coti'petcnry 
of either fo avUluc. I'lch i-Vidercc, it re- 
mained for their I. -.Kiihip*! vo t'eclf.e. 

Mr. Plumt*: hcie lead Imm lt)tne former 
pioCCvdini S, the Mni.'j'eis had ai - 

gntd the accepi:>i'ce of rutnotivs and reports 
asc\ldencc on iktir part^ having leaclv.d 
the efiis of the defendant. 

I'lie Loid Chancellor remarked, that he 
had ia.d do.vii this rnle — “ That heie 
“ rhete wss a diftinft propcfiiion made 

liy theMmagers to the Coutdcl, for 
“ their acceptance or reieflion — Titty had 
•* rtie^led it— the crofb-exam.nuion, 

** theiefore,*tnift goon. — I'o interrupt the 
“ piocecciingsi hy a debate u})on a matter 
** then no qneilion, was indecent '»nd ii 1 1.^- 
“ giilar.— It they would rot rc<^ ive Ins 
“ ruU, he inud iook to the Hotii'e tor /up- 
** port.*'* 

Th ^ checked the levliv of retort ; and 
Mr. Slvrioan n g he lh.onld crrli -exa- 
mine Capt. Wlll.aiT.s to-nH>now, their 
Loiddiips adjourned to 

Friday, Tvlaich i. 

One HuNDRfcD and F»R‘.TD.iy. 

To unde; it net the drdt ot the ».vidence 
given this day, and to eiuc'dve the riois- 
examtnatjor, it will be ne..il'l.a\ l*) ftttc 
fome circujnrt.'inccs that occui icd in the lad 
Parijainenr. 

Amidlt a very large mafs of rnatir-r 
finmt'd into Ai ticics by the J.ite Ploufc ..f 
Commons, ar.d abaiuloi,^.*! i)y tiv m, liscie 
was a charge, that Crpt. Wdii. ms, cr 
Icr.e IjiitiOi Ofiicer, h;.il «..»v.kd Ka'.ali 
Tirludaphia Cawn to hi put to deruh j and 
the faiAe ch iige ends :hi«i execution .. cruel 
mrocioas muraer. C:ip:a:n WilliairiS 
pc’ii-.oned the Houfe, eiilicr to bring a di- 
i«£f charge againTt nim, or to give him 
foms laiid'jdicn for fo foul an iivuiy. 
BV an 'M ptsi to 'lie journals of the Uouft, 
it wdl appeal, rhat this Article was voted 
Without the M-mhers having had an cp- 
porturiiy of ioitking into it. Captain 
Williams could ohiain no foit of latif- 
faftion, and he rcpieltnud the very ptculiar 
hardfiiip of his fiuiatlon in a iciies of Let- 
ters addielTcd to Mr, I'ranc’s, who had 
taken an active [lait in this V.urmcrs. 
Here the matter relied, but Cnptnin Wil- 
liams had tliepleafiire to heai hj» M^jeffy’s 
Attorney Gmeial txprefs m the Hcufcf.is 
fincere concern, that he, as a Member, 
Aouid appeal- H> call that “ cruel asid 


atrocious murder,^* of which he never had 
heard one wt)id. 

To this buliitcfs of Mtdbphi Cawn 
Mr. Bin ke examined Cipt-uii Williams, 
who fliewed ali the eagci nets an vm.ccent 
man could do, to vipt offthf foul reproach 
vAhirh the l.ili Pailiament had call upon 
him j niu! It '.j pCiKd by hli* tvi-knee, t!i .t 
when h;-rciii\.i! Mnioi Luniri.ibu.*, eai ly 
ill 1781, in il f ct’mm.iii'i of Ciorrmpoic,- 
a Ilian of the i.anu of Mniiapha C'awn 
was delivered ovli to Iiii.i a pi done), and 
under knuntc ctdL..ifij ih.n heieciivtd 
n pwlitiic o'd. r fn'iu his c'jiiv.v.andinL; of- 
heu , C olonel llaniui'., to e.oi\ this Ilh- 
tci cf into extcuiKUi, wliicii he d.-.d j and 
he Itated, that the man had Ici many ytars 
heen a frctboottr aid a icVa-i 5 and that 
in tl-e peiilou. (1 M,n in \vl.i<.h lie was, 
he iound it ablolun Iv le'Ct ‘fn y to obey 
thcoidcrs wlii(h h.ehid rvCiivid. 

'1 1 .c \y!u>'- ihiv sv.as exp nded by Mr. 
Bmke and Tiru'. Shenrl'ni in qiitlbons and 
cioj<- ij*'cliIons iipi'M this p<-im, and n-la- 
tivc tt) a I'cili 'n lett- r vvlvch Capt. WiU 
licims had f. umi amenrli feme papns. 
'I'hc piincipr.l obhii vw,'? to difcreiiii this 
leiui pio.kiced to the Court by the.Coun- 
fei ot M). Ualiings — The point upon 
V hlch die hlan’^tis gained ground v.,.& 
ti f .d '.,'.. ‘ i.’ntl'.N, ^ 

fi ,1- - VVliat K.'jahs were well nffeiSlcd tc^ 
the : rgldhmtlictciiitoiicsofihe Begums ?' 

'J he aidwci V .i>, one Rdah and a Rnnny. 

.V, cohdly — In the part of the papir wlilch 
tnikir.s ibe h ndir.g tiown of tlie Rajahs 
ni»t to lend men .'iflilUr.ee, the c.ueftiun 
wc»'.t to dcm. nd v\ho wi-rt the peiions ai- 
huit’d to * (JouKl fu-y be die Jinvlc Rajalj 
and the Ranny wlio wcir well afiecied to 
the rnpliflj, or the Rajahs ? 

Cup tain Willi..ms uplie l, after fome 
lu ntation, tli.'t n w-as his c-pmion it refer- 
rul to me and no; U) thole in- 

ciincd to favour riit Company’s c.iiile. 

Mr. Slieiidan, in the courle of the 
exannnrtiion, C'ihed upon the Karncd 
(\unith til kiU/W wlicther they would 
aband'-n lhi.> p..),tr, or if they nuart to tlla- 
biilh it by any o.lu i mode than that of ihp 

wimcfji ,i» till bdi ? 

The Con: lei in I’ficd m the Manageis* 
that fuch v.a. il.ui ikfiyn. 

At hvi o\!ock th;; C’ourt broke up. 

Saturday, F.Tarch a. 

0;:e Hu.ndred and Second Day. 

'1 he biilmclb on tin's day commenced 
by the Lord Chancellor’s dating'} that the 
llwtiic- obferviiig the unfortunate delayf 
winch had occinted by the Manageifi in- 
ten upiing the examinatiun of Mr, 
Haftings'4 
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Haftings’s witncfles, ami by obferva- 
tions, had deteimir.ed, that in future, un- 
til the exdnunarion in cliit-f vvjs lini.hed 
thii troi's- cxainiiiatiuji lluniM not l^ain : 
ami ihatrio remarks fliouM hcinade, winch 
wrre i)j naunv oblei various on the 

tjt evidence. I'he lame rule w.is to 
lee obllrveil by iheDeftn laiu's Counftl, 

Ml. limke made a iptvcli in onier to 
^.exprels Ins fub.iiMfion, and deciaied, that 
fo extremely (OiX/ous v/^m: tiie CominoMS 
for a vciy Ipeedy dole to this tt/v/'r^rc- 
dented trials that it the D -leml-ant’s Coun- 
lel vvilhed it, an<i their Lordihtps chole lo to 
determine, they were read) to go on du- 
ring tlie cii cults i obfei ving, that the quel- 
lions which may arile in that iiiteiv.d, may 
be referved for tlieir decilion. 

As Ibon as M.'. Burke lat down, Mr. 
Dallas called Li‘..uienant Shuldlnim, who, 
in reply to the feveral qutltions put u) Inin, 
laid, that he had been ten ycar^ in Indua, 
and returned about two yeaiF ; that at the 
time ol Cheyt Sing’s iniuncdlon he was 
in M.-jor MacpheiTon’s regiment at 
Cawnjjoie; that it was then cunci.tly re- 
porteil, and univerl'illy believe*!, that the 
Begums wtic holtdc to the Biitiili Go- 
vernment, and had ailoiued m.lit'ity aid 
to Cheyt Sing} that he liad not then a 
lhadow of doubt as to the iiutli r-t Uiolc 
f lepoits, nor had iienow j tlvu Iv. it m iiiv"«l 
in India nine yeais after the event, and 
he coviivi ffifcly Iwear that no one cirrum- 
ftance had come to his knowledge which 
Jed him to donbi it, nor w.is it <lonbud by 
anyone p^rfon of any defciipiion m India 
with whom be had ever com cried, and he 
had convened wiih gieat nuinli' is of na- 
tives, as well as his bj other otticei*., on 
the fubje^f. That if any one weie aiked to 
bring Itriil Irgal proof of thetxidcnc'jut a 
defigii fome tune ago to uveriinn this 
hapiy Conltituiion, he inigln not be able 
to <lo it, yet ihe was of Inch notuiuty, 
that alToci-itions had been formed thi ongh - 
out the kingdom to tounieract the defign. 
That the battalion to which he belonged 
maiched fiom Lucknow to Fyzabad, ami 
that the Eunuchs Jewar and Bahar Ally 
Cawn ware under their chaige; that he 
had ofien feen and tonveried with them} 
that they were aitcraled by a gie.a n\ini- 
btrof their men fcivants, and fultalned no 
hardlhips of any kind, and ccjinpiaincd of 
none j that in ordd* to induce them lOjp^y 
the balance of the fum they had agrrea to 
pay, they had been tor a fhoit lime in 
irons ; that he v/as pieient when a liiiiih 
was taking the irons In in oneof them, and 
thi^ they were very little heavier than the 
gold or iilver ornaments winch the women 


of that country 'wear rmind i heir ancles. 
He w'le crofs examined by Mr. Buike and 
Mr. Sheridan, and gave his anfweis in 
the cle^reli terms. Mi. Sheridan aiked, 
why there fhould be a necelfity for a linith 
to take off the irons, if they were fo ex- 
tremely light > To which isir. Slnildhiin 
neatly replied, tliat unlcfs they h id lieen 
liveted, flight as they were, ihey would 
themhdees have taken them off. 

Ml . Sheiid.m Hiked it ii was not known 
in India that M* . H -flings had been xianj 
years impeached on this A • tide? xVlr* 
Si.uldhamfaid, it certainly was univei lallyr 
know'n in India. This leii Mr. Dallas 

10 jific, if the circumllance or ucing im- 
ptacliLd had hurt the character ct Mr. 

11 ‘flings in India ? J'othisMr. S. replied, 
that when he Ipoke of Mr. Haltings, he 
Ipoke of a UMP. with whom he was not 
peil nvilly acquainicd j that he tpoke from 
no Ibnle of prrfonal favours leceivcd, lince 
none had bten corifeiie*! } that he could 
lay with rlie utniv^lt coni; deuce, iheie never 
had been a uiau wliol’e chai after flood 
higher than that of Mr. litiflings} that ns 
Ciovcrnoi there ncvei was a man more able, 
no •, as a private charafter, more amiable 5 
and that ihi^ was ihe geneial opirion of 
India, both runongfl the natives and his 
own crunti yhien, and that ii was not at all 
lhaken by the Impeachment. 

The next evidence was Colonel Duff. 
This ofiicer faid he h'^d been in India 
ahe ut thirty years } that he h .d returned 
to England fince the commencement of 
this Tiial, flayed a fliort lime, went hack, 
commanded the artiileiy under Lord 
Coinwallis in the lire war, and airived 
again in England two months ago } that 
he vvas in India during liie infuricftion of 
Cheyt Sing; that ihc dil'aflfeftion and hof- 
tility of the J)egniTi<5 was a fa6tat that time 
iirivtinliy be icved ; that he himfelf had 
ihcH no doubt cf it, nor had one ciicum- 
ft'ir ce that he had flnee hejid led him to 
doubt it, nor could he believe any man in 
)mi\i t-ver did doubt it j that in the years 
1 7^3 1 and 1782, the Company's fltuation 
in India was mofl dangerous and alaiming, 
much mere fo than at any other period be- 
fo;e or fmccj that the troops were many 
nioptb ' in aneais, and lhat ihe moft ftre- 
iiiuais cxeition.? were necefl'ary to piefeive 
Ind'a to Gkmi Britain. 

With lefpcft t.o the Bullock contraft, 
Colonel I^ufF depofed, that it was a ler- 
vicc on which the fuccels ot every opera- 
tion in war depended } that gooil bulKjcks 
never could be procuicdby an annual coii^ 
ti^ift given 10 tlic lowcfl bidder; that 
under Mr. Crofts's contraft, the bullocks 

were 
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were excellent, tlie regulations highly pro- 
per, and rigiiily eifrorccd : that 6,700 bul- 
lo'. ks were no moans ^oo laige a num- 
ber ; tha; 1*0 t-ir tVvnn one driver being too 
much f /r evLiy; two bullocks he 
th,ieih'ni;d t'lVQ to everv three huUocks j 
that wit'i lo M- . ililtiiigs, though 

he had in u^ln IvL . l-huiul-^ iiad in his 
public. chiraCicr don^ hmi ’»o lavoiir, bat 
I'-ither the coniraiy on tm.; occanon, yel 
that cirrumlt nice ihould not prevent him 
fiom doing iiiliice. He had many ycais 
a«-o concnricvl wiih i'ome iiundieds of his 
bTother odicers in tranlhiittiiig to M.'. 
liadingb the lehle that the Army enter- 
tained of liis gi eat merits and public fer- 
▼K'cs} that ,he knew the opinion ol India 
to b- very hi.;hly in favou' ol Mr, HalVings, 
find that ru'tiiing wliich liaj happened 
during tlns'I'i ial had changed that opinion, 
hut quite the revci le j that no man ftood 
higher in the general edim alien, or hud 
pel formed more imporianl In \ ices } that 
tlie peoyde of India, Europeans and nari\e>, 
looked upon Mr. Halhrgs to be a veiy 
j^reat, and a ^erj injured ?nan\ and, 
added Coi. D itf, ibis ts sny opinion too. 

In ihe crors-exmiiiiatiim, Coiond Huff 
was very pointed M'.Sueiidan aiked 
him, to what mifniahC^emeni it was 
owinii, that the auny had been fo much in 
srreaisin 1781 aiui 1781 ? rhe Colonel 
replied, to 110 mifmatiagcment nt all, but 
owing to the \cry lar<;e luins lent by Mr. 
K aitmg*; to lupport the war in the Carna- 
tic, and on the jMilabai Conlf- He wjls 
Silked, wiieii he heard ot tlic ddatfe^iop 
of the ii; glims? Hi l-iui, us lofiO at>er the 
revolt of Cheyt Sing as iha news could 
arrive— and that lie liad heanJii it‘,/i,atediy 
lince, and liad not a fli.uK. .■ of a doubt m 
his mind on the fubjrii. 111 itp-v to Mr. 
Hmke's qucltions, he l-iul, ihii die id lock. 
Contrail met the waim appichation ol Sir 
Eyie Code, the Coniinantlei in Chi x in 
India, and of Genejal Hibberr, the Pro- 
vincial Commander in Chief.. 

Major LumlUaine was next cuUcd, and 
^ve the f.mie pointed evidence as to tiie 
e.Milence of the Btguir.a d'ialfi 6 ’t:rin, which 
hv. laid wHb a taet iiniveuall) b(.heveu in 
India, and never doubted but in ICng- 
jind. He laid, that notl.ii g could be 

alarming *as die Uaie of the Bruiih iim- 
pirc in In.lia ,.t llie dole of 1781, and in 
ihf iii't moi llr' ol 1782 i tiijt ir was his 
film oyMnioii the ti^utence of oui Jmhau 
/dominion depended at ti'.at time on the life 
X)f Mr. Haitings'; llrat the aiiny w-iih 
whicii he was a 61 ing was fix and Cvtn 
months in wrienrs ; that iie is Confident the 
ariny^jnuif have beep difbar.dt-d^ wiihoui 


fo re affiftanee, in a very fhort time, thelf 
dlifreffes were arrived at fo great a height ; 
and that the brigade under the command 
of Colonel Sir J. Cumndng could not 
move for want ot pay $ that in febriiary 
1782, they were relieved by the Vizier 
having paid tlw Company a large fum of 
money, which, as he undeiltood, was a 
part ot his fathei's treufur^s that he had 
ti^en fiom the B^giiin at Fyzabad; that ^ 
wiiluHit fiich a leaionabie fupply, the moft 
l iiinous Cffcds would have tollowed j that 
be had lerved in India until the dole of 
.Mr. Haftmgs's aAin.niltiaiion ; that no 
man ever Itood higher in the opinion either 
ot the natives oi ot his own couMrymen, 
or was moie ellccmcd cither as a public 
o! .1 piivaic charader. He faid, Muftaplia 
Cuwn, the man wiiofe de.ith was termed 
by the late Houle of Commons a cruel 
a d atrocious muider, was lent a pnToner 
to him in May 1780, by order of the 
Na Sob, and under lenience of death ^ that 
he received very ihidf directions for tlic 
guard of his peifon ; and when he delivered 
over the command to Captain Williams 
in 1781, he reyioited Mulfaphn Cawn as a 
prifoiici (ii.dci iciucucc ot death. 

Mr. Bu'ke put a variety ol qiiellions 
to the witnels ; as for inllance. Who ap- 
pointed biM ? The Govci nor- General and 
Council.’ — Who Colonel liannay ? The 
fame* perfoiis. 

We ob ferve this, keie, becaufe the 
Counicl aflinned n mA lo be and 

Ml . Biiike tompiamni, iliai they were in- 
Uii;v.^i.ig the witnel^ by the lemark, 

Colf.nel H'lnnny having been dilmiffed 
the Nrtbjb’s fi.i vici., and ihe vvitneks having 
l.iM i.'uu tiie Eiiglilli (jovernment hadun- 
queitio;!.iply great induencc in the Vizici’s 
Mr. Burke deliicd t© know, ihia 
* circnmitun:e conliileied, whether it was 
likely tl.e Kabi b would difmiis him with- 
out tome luuious cauleot dilplealure ? 

Ihe v.itncls knew rUiiMug of caiifcs 
moving the jNaiioli to dilniifs iii^ fervants 
— but Ihouhl luppole not. However, hf 
i.i.v'igiiitd fuch caiiies mull have ccvled, 
;is he knew the Nabob had atierwardb lo- 
Jic;ud the Coionei's re-dp|>oinimt‘ni. 

Mr. Burke then dem..n(lcd to know 
whether tlie M.jor knew any thing ot a 
krfer, whet cm ilie Nabob had written, 
by lulemn adjuraliou before the Holy 
Pioplict, “ to fly his ttn.itory, and go to 
tlie Cuinjuiny s Cttlement, if Colonel 
Haimay c-in t* near him V' 

The witr.efs never lie.ird of it, nor of 
any Icittib to that efrc^l. Mr. Burke 
then wjhed to read the letter, and worded 
lub quotiion upon an aiiumpticn of ^faije 
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namely, that Hannav was appointed 
by Ae Governor- Gen era! and Council. — 
Mr. Burke (hewed that the witncfs had 
fitid fo, and that he was right in refreflung 
the memory of the Major, fince there were 
memories of fuch a nature as to need the 
prodiiftion of the objeft of interrogation, 
to recall their recolleftion from oblivion 
—He inllanced the unfortunate memory of 
yMr. Middleton, which never recalled any 
thing without this proccis. 

The crofs-examination then went upon 
Genu Roy’s txpulfion by order of Han- 
nay. Major LumfdJne hinifelf diove him 
from his countiy by taking his tort. — By 
the Cabouliad fettled with him he had 
paid 30,000 rupees rent, which Hanuay 
inlifted (hould be doubled — his lands being 
worth 90,000 — He refufed aflent, and 
fuffered expulfion. — The plunder of the 
fort fold for 50I. (leriing, and was given 
to the widows and ci ildren of the 100 
Sepoys loft in taking that place. Mr. 
Burke then defirtd to know if any pro- 
vifion had been made for the Zemindar's 
wife ? Anfwer— “ No ; there was no 
cattle upon his eftate to lell, and the wife 
was fled, I fuppole, with hei hulbind.”— 
Wc miift therefore fujjpofe that the cat- 
tle were taken with him— for, to produce 
thrice the value of his lent, he nuift have 
bad cattle to hibour the land. 

Major Lumldaine, when fpeaking to the 
chara^ler borne by Mr. Haltings in India, 
(aid that the Natives and Europeans held 
him in veneration, and in as piofoundrc- 
fpc6l as could attend upon any man. 

Some tjueltiohs in the courlc of the day 
wci£ put to Colonel Dutf, as to his 
knowledge of pr.fents rcceivetl by Mr. 
Haftmgs.— He was not in his confidciite, 
and knew nothing of the matter. 

The Court adjourned to 
Friday, April 12. 

One Hundred and Third Day. 
Major Lumi'daine was called up and 
examined by the Counfel for Mr. Ha Kings, 
with refpe£f to the fituation of the province 
of Oude, at the time in X7S1 when the 
f Begums were charged to be in a (fate of 
rebellion. His evidence went to prove 
the affirmative. 

Hi s crofs • examinat ion was ft n iffied about 
half pa(f two, Mr. Burke being the only 
Manager who afked a queftion $ and, to 
men of common conception, theie wasnot 
one (ingle point on the crofs- examination 
which could, under any poffiblc conftruc- 
tioD, appJy to the cafe of Mr. Ha- 
JtiDg*- 

Mr. Wombwell was the other Gentle* 


man called. Mr. Dallaft afked him a ver^ 
few queftious, and his anlwers confirmed 
the evidence of many other re^'p^ liable 
witnelTes, as to the univeifal belief ihat 
obtained in India, of the difaffeftion of the 
Begums. Mr. Wombwell alfo gave a 
very clear and weighty evidence as to 
generalities in favour of Mr. ILiltingSi it 
tended to (hew the provident wif.iom 1 ( his 
Adminiiiration, and the reverential efteein 
in which he was holden by the Aluitic 
world. 

In the coiirfc of his crofs-examinatlon 
the Coiijifel remarked, that Mr, Womb- 
wcil had been latterly ill, and that thereby 
his memory had partially liiffeied— fo that 
when he c:mie to be puffed by Mr, Burko 
and Mr. Anftruthcr as to the tranfaflion* 
which weie alleged to have happened when 
that Gentieman was at OuJe, either as 
Treafurcr, Accomptant, or Auditor of 
Account?, he refeirwd to his documents of 
office delivered in to the Company for 
particulars with which he could not charge 
his memory, and for which he feemed to 
take unneceffary lhame to himfclf that their 
remembrance was no more. 

Mr. Burke demanded of Mr. Womb- 
well the amount of the one and a half per 
cent, commiffion upon the receipts of hit 
office. He readily anfwercd, that he 
received it only about a ycur and an half, 
but it might be 15,000!. in the year. 
The Honourable Manager v iffied to attain 
fome fuppofed private acceffions to this 
fplendid appointment j but the witnefs 
candidly affirmed at once that he had 
nothing to conceal, and that what he 
received was all of it matter of official 
record. 

Of Ahjor Palmer's lift of Salaries, 
Peniions, &c. paid in Oude, Mr, Womb* 
well ratified foine, but was confident the 
gi eater pait were not paid by liiin while he 
was in office there. 

Mr. Burke kept Mr. Wombwell two 
hours on his crofs-examiiiation as to 
ffiluries or penfions that he had paid to 
Engliffi Gentlemeu in Oude, from the. 
Nabob's Treafury ; queftion luccceded 
queftion, until the patience of every humaa ' 
being prefent appeared to be entirely cx- 
haufted ; many of the Lords ffiewed ftrong 
figns of impatience, and the Archbiftiop of 
York declared, with a very ftrong and 
pointed emphalis, that the condu^l of Mr, 
Burke was illiberal* To this remark no 
reply was made^ aud, Mr. Wombwell 
being difeharged, at half paft five the 
Court adjourned. Neither Mr. Fox nor 
Mr. Sheridan were prefent. 

Thursday^ 



Thursday, April i8. 

One Hundred and Fourth Day. 

Mr. Plnmcr, in defence ot Mr. liaftings, 
cal t*d Mr Au iol, whole evidence was 
hri'fly as follows:— In 1770 he went to 
Ind a a W liter— in 1775 i-c became Se- 
cretary to the Board, and ontinued fo 
until he left India.— In 1781 the Bengal 
Treafury was infolvcnt on iccount of tae 
VJif fcxpenct's the wai'i every mode of 
raifing moiuy l>y loan was exhaulled, and 
it wus (inl> iVom ihe tributary Powers that 
reibni CCS could be drawn : Tnat Madras 
and B mh.iy weie depeiulent on Beng.d 
for lemiilaMces by bills, which frequently 
i-einainni unpaid a hmg time i and that 
tholi; P.elidcr.cies weie likewile in grert 
didrtfs, Hydcr A ly being A tlve gales of 
Midras, biuning and dcvaltaiing the 
counlrv. This was the Itaie of rdfaiis 
when Mr. H things demanded aiTiltance 
from Cl'cyt Sing and the B gvims; who, 
inde.id of avoiding any, a^lutlly rieated a 
rtb..’!lic5n !m Glide an 1 Ben ■res. Relpeft- 
i.ig the iv'oellious dilpofuion of the B'-- 
giims, Mr- Anriol ne'e” lieird any 
doubts by any ol" the ^JcnilciS of the 
'Board or other peiforis, nor had lie any 
dcubts of the ta6t.. Mr. Srab::3 had 
intde a ininure seli'cining the v^fTiiis jf 
On.it } but up«n ciMls-txaminafon by 
Mr. Bmke, it WiH not the upiniun ol tlio 
wltnels ihatitexprufied anydoulir as 10 the 
difafFcilion of the Begums, T!ic lalt 
queftioii was, **VVhit w.is ihe combiCt 
End charafter of Mr. Hallinsrs as Ciiijf 
Governor of liilia:*' Aniwer. — “ No 
man that ever lived krie'.v the ai . mis of 
India lO well: as i gical public odiv.cr, he 
ever exerti.d huvuif !•» umuio'.m I'le coun- 
try, to nuke the in.'.iv'Jinls c.j ul.aUble, 
'at the fime linie to uiouioic iIk in eieit of 
his emplovcis and the Moihei Co'sntiy. 
As a private nii^n, hts fr.icttil. to ins 
fiends vndhis bene-, ole nee to his inferiors 
v/eie pioverbial. IIi.. clnr.ty vv..t. un- 
bounded i and, with 3 V'M'V few txcepi-oii',, 
all ranks of people in l.’dii adored ami as 
tiie fa vigor cf the count’, y , and .v-. gi cat and 
^ virtuous a charafter as 'jver ’ 

Captain Syme proved, thu Mr. Scott of 
Tandy, in Oiide, who c-ould Iravc given 
.full proof of ihe tialtorou:. ileligns of the 
Begums, died laft Febiuary in Ireland, 
iuft at the period when he sv.-3 prep icing 
to come to England to giw'e evidence upi>ii 
'ihis trlnl. 

* Mr. Paxton proved, that Major Mac- 
j^Enald^ who was Ibme time in England 
lo give evidence ^o the I'aiiie was 
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Mr, Wright, Accomptant of the India* 
Houfe, proved, tiiar Sujah ul DowU, when 
he tiled in 1779, ''''** indebted to the 
Company in ihc lum of four hundred and 
fifty thoufand pounds— that tjie films 
dravn from Oude up to the year 1785 
amounted to four millions) and he deli- 
vered an account of the expences of the 
wa-, 

Mr. Hudfon, from the India- Houfe, 
proved, thattlieie was no documiMit in the 
Houle, or in tiie coirefpondcnce of Mr. 
Brillow, I he Rclident at Oude, to prove 
th.it tiie Begums ever claimed the Jaghires 
duiinr j'.te, but that they were always 
coniidered as granted during ph'^fure. 

A ruimber of docum.;nts wt 1 e afterwards 
read, and at five the Lords adjoiirucd, 

Saturday, April 20. 

One Hundred and Fisth Day. 

The Couit on this day complied all 
thcexidencc on the l> ;uni Chiuge. The 
day was fp^nt in producing a giuat luim- 
hcr of itiiM'i L'Xtri;ls fioai ininy of 
which Ihu. hee . i c 1 1 bv the M in ig r • ; and 
the rrmiiiuiler was no’v g'Vir, ilui me 
Lorcla murht linve the ui.je'^t Cuinpleic and 
ungarbhni bcfoit them. 

Ml. P'M'iKr very Uf-'Uly op-U'^.d tlic 
cviduire It wus tfibiinj',, :muI ohlirrved 
ufoii nt ttr'.n an I u doun .bd all nioi’. 
of liK JM'i Kig'is, H'. it was entvi.- on thc^ 
minute'^ of evidence. Ho oble.ve l, that 
they ha i ititol, that auer the moMih (T 
Sepi.iu*) ; i ; t , no hate iieci.di*y e''.": -d In 
Mr. ib'.i.uei tuul, he e.vnii i pio- 
dnee cvulence to provt, mu i'oi two years 
lij'oiLqUtnt to thiv priiod, the tlllliolh '.vas 
ol' ilu; moll fell), 13 nauiei that Midi.'s 
and Bombay, receiving no pecuaiary alfill- 
unce trom England, a', they hid d-nic in 
the late wir, dep'.iidrj cniirtlv on Bengji, 
and owed liicir picl'ei vrtiod folely to ihe 
fxcrii msef Mr. Ilaftmgs. Mr. Plmner 
men pi-’toduccJ a variety of dooumcniary 
tvidcnce. The only part woitliy atien- 
tiun was 1 1C ojunion ol Sii John Shore 
(wnj now fiiccecd;. Lord Cornwallis as 
G.jvrraor. CTcnuMl), tliat the Jaghires 
gi lilted to the Bvgurns by Sujah Dowlah, 
Itn late Nabob, v.^cie lefuiiiablc at plcafore ) 
and that fuch liad always been the Ma- 
hommed in law in the empire of Hindoilan. 
Thisbv;ing a point of gieai importance, to 
jr.il I'v M’ . lijitmgs in feizlng thofeed.ues 
to-.miWcr the prclnit Nabob’s debts, Mr. 
Burke ol.jc;,lcd to its being r.’ad. He 
fiiidi, ihit the Coniinong had nothing to do 
with Sir John Shore’s appointment, but 
th.lL the Munageis knew ihat he was iin- 
p;ic..L.d ill the crimos charged upon the 
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prirobcr at the bar, under whom he had 
fdr many years managed the revenues of 
Bengal \ that the Managers had arraigned 
his conduit j that he had written part of 
Mr. Haiti ngs’s defence, and that he knew 
liothmg of his knowledge of the conltitu- 
tion or India j that as to his being ap- 
ointed Governor-General of Bengal, fo 
ad Mr. Hallings four feveral times by 
the Legidature, though the Commons had 
fince thought it right to impeach him.— 
No anfwer was given. 

Lord Chancellor,—'* I take it to be the 
tule that the opinion may be read, iubjeit 
to the obfervations of the Honourable 
Managers when they make their reply'.** 

, The laft head of evidence went to prove, 
that Sadit Ally, the Dewan (M»nifter) to 
the Begums, was likewife a tra tor ; and 
that he inlligated them to lebel againit die 
Company, in the years 1781 and 1781. 
This proof was chiedy grounded upon his 
former conduct in the year 1776, when he 
had clearly evinced the lame difpofition. 
The p.ijjers were read, but SirGilbert Elliot 
ftronglyoppoletl their being entered as evi- 
dence. 

After a long argument, the Lord Chan- 
cellor took the opinion of ilw Jvufgesi and 
ordered the whole of thole documents 
relative to Sadit Ally to be fti uck out.— 
And here ended this Jong Defence to the fa- 
mous Begum charge, in theopeningof which 
Mr. Sheridan, in Ins three days Ijjeech, cap- 
tivated, aftoniflied, and enraptured the polit- 
«ft and bdi-infonned audieiiceiu the woild. 

One Hunored and Sixth Dav. 

Thursday, Apni 25. 

Mr. Burke delired that an ei i-or which 
had crept into tlicit minutes nv.glit be 
torrefied. It had been infe? ted in them, 
that the Mmagers had alfcitcd their right 
to Hop the examination of wiinclh's; but 
they had only laid it was their right 
to propole, and their Loidihlps 10 deter- 
mine, when it might be proper to adjourn. 
—This error was allowed to be amendfd. 

Mr. Plumer then pioceedrd lofumup 
the evidence on the Begum Charge. He, 
in a very modelt exordium^ prott-fled his 
inability to give force to the truth their 
Lordlhips hail heard, neither could he 
fuppofe, that any weight would, from his 
conlequence, lelult in addition to the 
ftrength of argument. He began by 
reminding the Lords, that nearly eight 
years were elapled fince the Charge waS 
/irft brought forward. He (Quoted thole 
ftrong, forcible cxprcfllons of Mr. Sheri- 
dan; deferibing Mr, Hallings as the moll 
cruel, faithicft, tyrainnical,' and corrupt 
ixiab, that any age, or any nation; had 

Part VI. 


produced. After ^reniarKing upon tfi 
great rerponfibility which Mr. Sheridai 
had incurred by bis afl'ertions, it Ihoiiii; 
be his humble province, he faid,to examine; 
whether fa^'s or evidence would in and 
degree jiiltify fuch language., He faid, 
that if ever maii'’8 general ebaraSer could 
be known, Mr. Hallings*s muil be$ that 
the unprecedented, and alarming length of 
this 1 rial had enabled the Managers to 
obtain every information of every kind 
from India j that they were tliemfelves men 
ofthehightdtalentsand infinite inJuilryj 
that they werealTiiled by able and laborious 
Counlei ; that they reprefenced the whole 
people of Great- Britain, in whole name, 
and for whom they profeaited. Added 
to this, it was well known, that truth waa 
flrengthened in its operations in the human 
mind by time. But would there be a fuan 
now found hardy enough to fubferibe t« 
that charafler which one of the Managers 
had given of Mr. Mailings ?— He would 
venture to aniwer, No, notone. Their 
Lordlhips well knew the opinion and tlifc. 
voice of India, The proceedings daily 
held on the (late of the Eall-India Company 
fuihciently Ihewed the fenfe entertained at 
home of the advantages refulting from the 
long AdininiHration of the Gentleman 
now under trial before iheir Lordlhips. 
Gicat weight was laid upon the charge 
he was now to combat— if' what was 
alleged in the feiohd Charge could bb 
pioved in the ttrong language that had 
bent applied to Mr. Hallings— ** All tltp 
Cnmid that Hillory ancient and modern 
had colJefted — the extenlive field of moral 
turpitude, could not difeover any thing 
thoc iiiight compare with the Guilt of tht 
Dtfendei.’* 

The learned Counfel was by no means 
aware; of mucli didiculty in his talk— he 
was confidoiu he Ihould clearly demon* 
lit ate, that tlu' whole Charge originated in 
aror^ and by per|^tua) crior had been 
endctvoiired to be eltablilh^vl. ' 

It leloJved itlVU', Mr Plumer- thought, 
natural! v into two he^tds, each of which he 
Diould exaipine minutely ; 

X , i'he Relumption of the Jaghires from 
the Begum. 

*. Tne Confifcation of the Treafure by 
the N.it)ob. 

Ml. Plumer, through an amajing va- 
riety ot cvide.;if(N followed and concentred 
It) a focus, the light that could be thrown 
upon the muire of Jaghires. A qucllion; 
he laid, Miad bvcn put by their Lordlhips 
to Miiiaget s Jix yeah dgo, as to the 
tenure by whicli the Begums itcld their 
Jaghiies 3 to which one oj the Managerif 
without any lieliutlyn, leplied, that th; 
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'BegumSy and their MittliVers, al^wajs 
! contended they were for life. 

Mr. Plumer faid, he never could fuppofe 
-that the Managers or their Counicl in- 
tended to deceive their Lordihips i tlint he 
himfelf believed they fpoke !iuth; bur, 
after a moft accurate fcarch, he could net 
find that they had at any one time to 
contended. But, not fatis-fied with tliiSy 
lie had called the proper officer ij oni the 
India•Hou^e^ who had cxpicisly learched 
. the Records, and who depoicd, i^/on oatbf 
, that he could not findonejfngle inflance, in 
which either the Begums or their Minillers 
contended that they were for life. In a 
ni4»ft feeling manner Mr. Plumer then 
called to the recollection of their Lordffiips 
the treatment which Mr« Haftir^s had 
received from the Managers. Though 
the multiplicity of bufioeu that he had to 
tranra£^ was well known ,1 yet if in the 
peru&l of hundreds of volumes of im* 
portant matter, a miftake of the moft 
trivial nature was found to have been 
committed by him, no allowance was made 
^Falffi fdtjtyfedfu was repeated, and he 
was compelled, day after day, month 
•fter month, and ^ year after year, to 
liear the tbuleft inve£lives uttered, becaufe 
tie had made, on fome occalions, the moft 
mconiidenible and unimportant tniftakes, 
l>y Gentlemen who had reundlj ajferted^ 
hi a Court of Jufticc, that certain dcciara- 
. fions alnve^s were made, which, upon the 
Mleft inveftigation, were,, as it now ap* 
feared, never made at all ^ 

Here Mr. Plumer faid he would leave 
this i'ubjeA to the refle 6 lioa of the Mana« 
gert theniiclvcs. 

The aggravatory mattes of file Charge 
was, that ihefe Ladies, the Begums,, were 
fxtms and pacific \ that they were fuperior 
to all v^orldly concerns, and indeed re* 
iembled ** Saints enflirined in fome Sanc- 
tuary,** rather than the tuibuicnt l^bek,^ 
who pointed artilleiy againft power, and 
hatred againft filial afteSion^ 

The pacific difpofitions of thefe Ladies 
were vlGbiein the Body of 10,000 Troops 
which they kept up. The pious averfion 
to all worldly concerns would be belt 
detnonfti'ated in their expreffiont. In one 
place their threats are vehement—'* If I 
«m expelled the Land," fays the mild 
Lady, f* ril make it unfit for any other 
Creature to inhabiu" And in another 
inftanee,. the pious Saint prays to Gob, 
^ that no other Soul may ever be at refi in 

U/* 

If there had ^even exifted, what was 
denied, an ex]^fs grant of the J:\ghires 
SorJifif'Mjr* Plumer contended, that from 
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the general principles by which lands art 
holdcn, it is competent for the Govern- 
ment, the intereit of the whole State de- 
manding it, to rejume lands, upon making 
a proper comperJlation to the difpofttfled* 
Upon the fecond liead, the confifeatien 
of the Treafures in the Zenana of the 
Muni!)- Begum, Mr. Plumer proceeded 
to piove, that they were lain by with 
miierly fcdulhy bjr Sujah DowLah, in the 
latter part of ln» life, to anfweran emer* 
gency. That the Begum never did re- 
ceive them as zgi/t from her late huftiand, 
but that they were the property ef the 
State. The law, if the property had 
belonged to an individual, gave her, as 
widow, only one -eighth ot the Aim $ 
that, however, previouily fubjefled to the 
difeharge of all juft debts of the deceafedv 
The Counfel, by a very moderate ttate- 
mta^, made it appear, that Siijnh Oowlah* 
owed at the time of his death Two Crorei 
of Rupees, tlie full amount of the treafurt 
to which (he laid her chum, but which (he 
held only in truft for her fun Afoph ul 
Dowlah— The young Pi ince, when preAed 
for the payment of the ai lears due to his 
troops, very naturally replied, that it was 
not in his power to pay them, his mother 
having feized thofe treafures which, accu^ 
mulated by his father, (hould have been deli- 
vered to him for the emergencies of the State^ 
The Managers had talked of fuborna^ 
iim ^ letters^ and had treated the teftimony 
of Sir John Shoie with levity and fcorn^ 
as the confederate of Mr. Ualtings— Mi- 
Plumer lemarked that this Gentleman had 
been lb highly efteemed elfewhere, that hs 
had been lent for by Government,. without 
any Iblicitaiion he believed on his own 
part, to fuccced Marquis Cornwallis in his 
important ftaiion. What they had laid of 
the coiTefpondence of Middleton^ they 
could hardly fay of that of Briftow,. and 
yet every individual fpoke and wrote the 
I'aine fafls, namely,, that there was no right 
in the Begum to the ti*eafiires,. and that, 
kiftcad of any pei fecution on the part ot! 
the fon, the mother had repeatedly mani- 
tefted her averfion and jealoufy of the 
young Vizier* 

Mr. Plumer next alluded to the very 
extraordinai7 evidence g^ven by Mr.. Go* 
ring for the profecutton* Unaccountably 
indeed, he had bm examined as to his 
knowledge not of the widow of Sujah 
Dowlah but of Serajah Dowlah, the father 
of Meer Jaifier. He was alked how the 
widow Jived, and upon what? and he 
anfwered, *' Very magnificently^ and he 
fuppofed upon the treafures found in her 
Isnaua*'''' Now it was. very well known, 



Mr. Flumer that this Lady had a 
fo**- ***** j®*»iure, Widch, after the 
death of her hulband* was continued to 
hir\ and upon this (he lived; and might 
urtU'live magnificeiuly;— and yet “here 
** is a gentleman comes into Court, and 
upon his oath affirms it to be his opinion 
of a ti*anfa6^ion, twenty yiafs hefire he 
came into this country ;** that the perfon 
lived fo magnificently, he not only knows 
upon *whatf but nvben even it was left for 
her. 

This feemingly well merited reprobation 
was moft vigoroully applied by tiie Coun- 
fel; who, having thus cleared away ob- 
firu^lion from efuidince^ began to defeat 
the force of eloquence. He declared on 
the fubje^ of the Begum's title to the ti'ca- 
fure, that he had fought every conceivable 
proof of legal claim ; there was no Jetd of 
gift, not a njuitnefs could be found of the 
bequefi. TheManageis indeed defpifed 
fiich poor, confined, groveling claims; 
they could befiow one in a moment. — 
With a fancy that could 

— give to airy nothing 
** A local habitation and a name,** 

fliey, by one dafh of genius^ had efiablifhed 
a title incontrovertible ••that of ? Saint to 
a Relic. 

The eye, in a frenry rolling, 

Had glanced from earth to heaven,’* 

and found it in the clouds. Sorry indeed 
was the Coiinfel that he was obliged to 
grovel upon the earth, immrrred in the 
paltry pra^b'ce of Weflminfler-Hall ; he 
'was not one of thofe 

“ Qu^ifqiie Pindarum ftudet aemidari.” 

Having diverted himfelf with this fally, 
and put home a farcafm upon feme who 
. could live* with no means ^ magnificently, 
he concluded this fii ft head of the fubje^, 
before the exiftenceof the exprefs treaty 
in 1776 ; meaning to refume it, and ftiew, 
on the next <lay, when he in'eanr to clof'e, 
that the right which the Begum enjoyed 
under our guarantee, was wholly done away 
by her conduff during the revolt of C'heyt 
Sing; and as to the idea of difire/s fuftain- 
ed by her, it refted only on the imagina^ 
/ion of the Managers, fince it was a 
certain fa£l, that file was left in pofleffion 
of above one millioa fterling, even after 
the feizure in 1781. 


One Hundred and Seventh Day. 

Tuesday, April 30. 

Mr* ?hm^r proceeding to (\im up the 


evidence on the ^Frial, confidered thl 
Charge again ft Mr. Haftings on the re* 
fURiption of the Jaghires, and faid, that h« 
would now difeufs the remainder of the 
Charge in a new point of view. The- 
firfl was confidered as a matter atiffue 
between the Begums and the Nabob ; the- 
prefent was to be viewed as a queftioii be* 
tween the Begums and the Britifh Nation. 
As be hoped to have convinced their Lord* 
fbips, that there was no juft caufe to com- 
plain of any injuftice in Mr. Haftings on 
the former account, he hoped ftill lefs would, 
he be found to be blameable in the latter; 
as the Begums, and not Mr. Haftings, 
had been guilty of a breach of Treaty. 

He then gave a fhort, but clear hiftory 
of Ouile, from the death of Sujah Dowlah, 
in January 1773, reading, as he went 
aloi^r, a variety of Extrafts from Mr. 
BrUtnw’s Letters, which ft.iteil the extreme 
diftrefs of the Vizier lu the two firft years 
of his reign, and imputing tlxife diftceftet 
foL'ty to the condn^f of the Bejj^uin, his 
mother, who got polieiriou of more than 
two millions fterling, the public treafures 
of t!ie Slate, while the Vizier found in 
his own Treafury about fifteen hundred 
pounds fterling, but was encumbered with 
public debts of his father nearly to tha 
amount of two millions fterling. 

Mr. Pliimer next read a variety of psf- 
fages from Mr. Briftow’s Letters, many 
of them given in evidence by Mr. Sheri- 
dan, and all proving, that iiiftead of her 
being iz Saint enjbrinedt ftie was a woman 
of inordinate ambition, and of a inoft 
violent temper.— Mr. Brlftow, in one of 
thefe Letters, fays, that ftic declared^ (he 
would rather throw all her money and 
jewels into the fea, than give them to her 
Ton.— In another, that if the Englilh would 
remain neuter ^ let the NalH)b take money 
from her if he coulii — he would thien fee 
the cor.requences.— In another, that her 
annual income was feventy thoulimd, and 
her annual expences about fifteen thoufand 
pounds a*year. 

Me. Plumei contended, that the only 
unjufti liable aft committed, was, tie 
making a Treaty with fuch a woman, lb 
difadvantageous to her fon, the Vizier; 
that both Mr. Briftow and the Supreme 
Council merely juftified the Treaty on the 
ground of neceffity^ as the only meafure 
which could lave the Vizier from utter 
ruin, when he was furrounded by a 
mutinous army, without any poflible meant 
of reli^ but from tlie treafures of his 
father, which his mother withheld frona 
him. 

He 
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llAvIng clearly fliCwn that there was not 
■ me Letter fioin mr. Brillow which did 
not cc.np!eatly cut up by the roots every 
" ftflertion that the Manager (Mr. Sheil- 
dan) had ventured to make, Mr. Plumcr 
‘ ■admitted, that impolitic, and even unjull as 
' Mr, Briilovv’s TlVeaty was, it ftill was 
^ binding upon the Brilifli Nation- That 
* jn that light Mr. Haftings viewed it, and 
^ had leper^tedly expre/Tcd lo between the year 
1775, when it was made, and the year 
I7S1, when it was broke f' not by the 
Biitifh Nation, hut by theiiej'uin) in her 
' behalf. The only reinainim; qneiiion then 
was, Wh. rher his conduct, during the 
rebellion of Cheyt Sing, tiki or did not 
jultify our withdrawing the guarantee ? 

Mr. PJiimer, in ihib p.utof his 1‘ummary, 
laid open a icene of mirrepiefentatiou ot a 
moft exiiaordinary nature. He noticed a 
declaration which the Managers had enter- 
ed upon the Minutes of iheii Lordthlps, 
yir. that touching the rebellion nf the Be- 
gums, the whole was a //o/ of Mr. Hafl- 
ings, and that every teftlmony origin.atetl 
in his con /piracy againft them; — had 
fancied the Charge, that he might' have a 
retence to wreak, a diabolical malice j he 
new their Innocence, but ho had dtterrhin- 
fcd to make them guilty. The Manageis 
faid they were going to prove this to the 
entire I'atisfa^llon of their I.oiddiips — But 
bow was this ferioiis, thisheaxy Charge 
proved? Truly by ninuiur; nay, the 
rumour of rumour. — Hr re Mr. Plainer 
read the names of all ilie perfons, many 
ol ihem officers of the higheft char:i6>er, 
who defined th.it, at the time, nor now, 
was the le <1 doiibt entci taineil in Jndn 
of the hoihle acts of the Begum. Pic 
ohlu'vcd, that tlic >lan:igei jhijted his 
juft as the aigumeiu of the 
moment ie;..lcicd it couvcmVnt to him 
lo do i'o — At one time ihc Bt-guir. was a 
hclplefs vvhoin vvc had condemned 

foi High-Tiealbii wri'.out rlv* h/imof a 
' Trial —at another Ihe « a-, a Prweefs, with 
whom we bad a Treaty^ and our breach of 
that Treaty was a crn’.t. 

Of all this mats of tallacy, Mr. Plumrr 
faid lie wfmtd ftilp the chaik^e. The only 
qucftion then vrns, Whetlui, at the moll 
cnVical moinrt (Pient-Bi j.alii cvirknevv 
sij India, Mr. HalTn gs \va< or was not 
'^r^uuded,^ M dL^iiiving the B^guin of a 
large t'.eafui j which Ihe wa-, c.nployincr 
/or our dcfti Ti^lion ? He quorcii .mcien^t 
writers, he quoted the aiichority of (Jrcat- 
Britain in the late general war, to juilify 
the cotiduft of Mr. Huflings. 
i After a variety of rem-uks, he con- 
eluUeJ, by moft happily fxpofjug rlu grofs 
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inconfifteiicy and injuftice of the 
gtrs ; for he contended, that in this caufe 
he Hood prccillly upon an equality with 
them. They were the Frofeentors, he the 
Defendant, He obfeivcd. that they’ firft 
evidence was a Mr. Holt. — He, with 
ingeniioufnefs (the attribute of yi '.th, 
bemg only 16 yearson, it the time vi.ncn 
he was in Oude)t upon bt .ig deinanded the 
general ftate of the country, doubted his 
capacities of language for fo wide a detail j 
he bvgged it might be broken into parts. 
It was done ib, and he gave a complete 
hearlay evidence: — He had no reafon for 
belief either of affirfnative or negati^ve j 
it might and it iright not. The deponent 
had no perfonaS knowledge lo afiure his 
mind ; and thefirft 30 pages of the printed 
evidence w'cie fille;./ by a day and an half 
ot painful query, and affiftod remenabrance 
of protoimcl unacquaintance with the 
I’lbjefl. 

But Rinnonr, the Managers ftated, was 
ndmiffihle evidence, when it was the com- 
mon lame of the countiy, and credible 
UjlimQny\ and they chimed i r .iHimv.d a 
comp, ttnee to inieriogate upon fuch re- 
ports. 'Ill’s witnels h.id laid ten perfons 
told him a ciicumllance j upon which the 
M.mageis had :ilked him, whether each of 
th’e ten peifons had communicated ihc 
nKitter as a general lumour, or jiaiticular 
(»pinion > Then Indeed their Loidiliips 
had intcifered, and laid, tliat to inieriogate 
a witoets upon auo.her perlon*s opinion of 
a rumour was a l.trle tep hard. 

Bui, laid M*’* Blumei , we d'd notobiect 
to this admiiniiilily of common fafne. V/z 
thought only ih it wh.it was given to accH^ 
fatic)} would be allowed \o dcfaice^ hut 
NO ; — the alleg.irions of cliaige aie mam- 
taincil by credible rumours^ and i!ie evi- 
dence ol \ inuicaiion Is always loofe hearjay 
report. 1 he (-ounlel then proceeded to 
remark upon liie vaiiety ot telhin.mies, 
all corroborating the rebellion of the 
Begums, and enumerated fc^venteen dif- 
fcient places wherein ihetai^t was known, 
at the tune when the profecution declared 
the ofieiice was a fidion only txilling in 
the Ineaft of Mr, Hallings. He then ran 
over the names of thele Confpirators, and 
cxpidlcd his alloiiiftiinent, that the leM- 
iion of the Begums IhoiiJd have never, even 
tothepufent hour, been doubted in India, 
and the matter which was only known to 
Mr. Hallings, which he contrived, and 
which never did exdt, fliould have fo un- 
accountably been every where credited at 
the lame time. 

, credited the report, was 

i -ij Haftings .alone lo be incredulous ? 

Hid 



C si 1 


pid It not become him to afl upon uni- 
verfal report ? No, lay the Managers, 
reports are only fit evidence for this 
liighcll Court of Judicature. L^gal in- 
yeitigation upon oath is for the hurrj field. 
Deliberation may be prompt , and Prompti- 
tude deUlcratc^ 

Their Lordfiiips, perceiving licre that 
Mr. PlumtT would be glad of "more time 
to complete his dilcufliou of this Article, 
*djouineJ. 


One Hundrtd AND Eighth Day. 
Thursday, May a. 

Mr. Pluiner rcfumcd his defence of Mr. 
Ilaftings upon the fecond Charge, which 
heopLiisd with calling the attention of the 
Coids to TWO extraordinaj y propofitlons, 
each of them containing two heads, 
placed upon the minutes by liie Ma- 
nagers. 

The fnfi was that toucliing ilic firiion 
of the liCiu'ms’ Rehtilit.n. That they did 
not only uli aflid the P.ebd Cheyt Sing 
agai'ilt the authoiity of the Englilh, but 
that they acluaily lent every poliible afiif- 
t'-tiice to our ai<l in the peiilous coj.dition 
in vvhich wc tlun 5 and that Mr. 
himfelf admitted th:?. 

The fiumd ufHjined, iha, the Nabob 
was ihc ddafFericd peilon ; end that the 
tooo Najiebs lent to tho afliftance of 
Chey. Sing came from Luchnow, and not 
from Fyzab d, theimineurate ufidence of 
the Begums j and this was proveabic from 
Mr. flallings hlinfelf. 

Ml. PKimer faid, he belicvfcd of all the 
cxtiaordiiiary pofiiions made in this ex- 
traoi dim ry cafe, the two alluded to were 
the fjjf.jl fxii.ioidlnaiy. 'I'lie Coun/el 
lead fi om a molt elegant letter ot Mr. 
Hadings, wdiich in puint of foice, as 
vvell as beauty, has never been excelled, 
his lenliinents upon tlRi'c lu!iie6ts. 80 
far from the alllitlon ot the Managers 
being eflablilheJ liy this paper, the dneJl 
contrary was finely in.iniftltei’. 

Ml. Hatiinos cxpiclsly exculpates the 
Nabob, and accules tlit Begums. lie 
affirms that the Nabob has* a^ed nobly 
towaids him — that he isfatisfied he has an 
lioijeft mind j and that altliougli his. Mi- 
nifiers weie difdiV^led to the Britifli, yet 
he was convinced the Nabob was fincere- 
ly a friend to our power. He notwiih- 
iianding alludes to iloubts once piudently*^ 
iinplanrecl on his mind, but wliich his 
late generous condu£l , had completely 
cradi cited. * 

The learned Advocate then proceeded to 
arrange and difpl.iy all ihof'e proofs of tl« 


Begums diCifie 5 iion‘' which have Come 
out in evidence ^ and he accredited thofe 
proofs by the fubtle tefi applied by llumc 
to the cftablifliinent of a miracle, Vii. 

“ When it was lets polfible for the evi- 
dence to be erroneous, than the matter 
to be a fallacy.’* He dwelt upon the 
number of deponents, and the ubiquity 
of the common knowledge of the per-* 
iidv. 

Mr, Plumer here read a number of let- 
ters written by Colonel Hannay in Sep?* 
tember 1781. In thefe he mentions 
pojitiueiy^ that the Begums took aH 
a6bve pait in favour of Cheyt Sing. He 
mentions being ctedibly inform^, that 
a body of tioops had marched from Fyza- 
bad, to roinfoicc Cheyt Sing, in Septen^- 
beri7?i. , ^ 

Mr. PKimer read next the evidence 
of C iptaiii Wade, Captain Burrell, Cap- 
tain Bicy, and Colonel Poplntn. Thefii 
genliemen all (were, tha I at the a£lion of 
Patna, loine of thcfeirorr-s were wounded 
and taken piiioncrs. — 'i'hit 'they had 
converfed with them, and l\ad been cx- 
preffcly told by them, that I ley were en- 
icitained by the Begums oidcrs, who fent 
them 10 Clieyt Sing, wdicrc they had ar- 
n\cdibe day betoic, having ench received 
twoniptes advance for iheir fervices be- 
fore they IcK Pyzabad.— That what they 
llaicd in their evidence was matter of pub- 
lic convcrfaiion in camp, and of univer- 
J’al notoiiet). — That Xvlik Haftings nmfl 
have heajtl it, and, as Colonel Popham 
depufed, had icpcaled.ly talked of the Be- 
gums difjfi'ci 5 tion in the month of Sep- 
tember. — Colonel Blair alfo fwore to the 
notoiiet) of the fail. That in India no 
doubt ever was entertained of the truth of 
it j nor had be, or any of llic other Gen- 
tlemen ever heaid a doubt of it until they 
came to Engiand, where alone a doubt 
had I'xifted, 

He next advcited to the firong evidence 
of Captain Williams am! Captain 
Gordon, mid to the pointed affidavit 
cf Major Macdonald, who being in 
India could not be examined at their 
I.Oidihlps Barj that, centented with thefe 
evideucLS, they had called Gentlemen of 
great relpeilability, who had lately re- 
turned from India. Colohel Duff*, an 
officer of very high rank, who had not 
arrived fiom India above ihiee month?, 
had folemnly fworn that he heaid of y the 
htfiiie a 61 s cf the Begums at the time 
tliey happened ; that he was fure the fact 
of their dii'affedion never was doubted in 
India. 

T 0 oppofe to the flrongefi poffible eyi- 
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^n<e th^t the nature cf the cafe would 
•dmit of, nothing had been offtred — no- 
thing CQuiU ie offered but a bold un- 
Ibuiuled aiTcrtion of Mr. Sheridan, that 
• lla flings hwentfd this talc aba^ve 
%ViO manibs after all tbe fadli •ujere inewn^ 
to winch lb many gentlemen had pofl- 
tively fworn j and his ob&rvation, that it 
would be fo mteak, abfurds and foobjby 
in the Begums to think of refidmg the 
Pnglifli, that it couW not be credited for 
* moment. . ■ . /• 

Mr. Plumerfaid, it was nothis bufincrs 
to prove ;hat all men always a^ed with 
prudcr.ee and propriety. He had ftated 
which wercindilputable, and proved 
•thefairehoodof thccharge. Biithcconfeflcd 
that one of the Managers had, upon being 
hard puffed^ had rccouifc to an argument 
of a very fingular nature. Hefaid, that the 
Commons wcic obliged to go into the ene- 
my's cump for witnefles, and therefore 
weic eiiiirltd to indulgcnjce— a declaration 
in the higheft degree honourable to Mr. 
Haflings, while it ifhewed to what dtjhejs 
his accufers wpre driven. 

The voice of India was undoubtedly on 
the fide of Mr. Haftings. Even the Be- 
gums theml'eives remained filent and quiet 
ipe^ators of thiscaufe. No one information 
of any kind had been received from the 
natrjfsoi India, that tended to fiipport a 
Jingle affertion made by a Tingle Manager. 
TlieTyi.mr, the Oppreffor^ the Captain 
Genmal of Iniquity, as Mr. Haifings 
h.sd lb otitn hern called, was the ohjc6l of 
the love and veneration of the people of 
India. I!is countiymen joined as one 
p/ajit ill upeiling the iinjufl atfack that 
h.id been mnde upon him. Except, there- 
fore, the Managers could peifiiade their 
Lvrdlliips, that more of India 

|h'as contained in that box, th.an thole 
pofk fil'd who had fpent the bell jwit of 
iheir H\cs in Ir.tlia, or except they could 
fhew that Gentlemen of inc motl iric- 
pioachable ch.uaflers had pujined them- 
they had not ground to Hand 

'T he leading Manager in this charge 
(.Mr. SlrL-rldan) would not Ijelieve a 
fylJihle as to the exIIlLUce uj a plot heje 
to iindern ii’.c the Confliiution. It was a 
Mi-re Arilioci.uical tiickj but India was 
the tiue center of aii plots, and Mi. 
H.iilings the inventor of them. 

After expofiug the inconfiftcncy and ar-* 
tiflee displayed in the profecution of this 
Aiticle, Ml. P'iUnKV fnd there wcie but 
two poims more to touch upon, but thole 
he waa afi :titi would take up more time 
than the Lords couid give him to-day. 


but that he would go through them at 
the next fitting. 


One Hundred and Ninth Day. 

Monday, May 6. * 

On this day Mr. Plumer clofed the fum- 
snary of the evidence on the Begum 
Charge. He began by thanking their 
Lordfh'ps for their patient attention. IJc 
laid, that what remained to be difhiiTed ^ 
was rather appendant matter than import* 
ant as a Charge ; yet it concerned the ho* 
Hour of Mr. Haflings that it fhould be 
completely refuted. 

I'hc fiifl abfurdity he would point out, 
was this s That in pne part of the Arti- 
cle, Mr. Haftings was accufed of 
pellin^ the Nabob to feize the treafures 
and the Jaglures : In another, that the 
Nabob bribed Mr. Haftings to allow him, 
the Nabob, to do tbofe a£ls. Another 
ftrangc and abfurd affertion of the Ma- 
nager (Mr. Sheridan) was, that what- 
ever the nccefpty inigbt have been pre- 
vious to the 19th of September 17S1, no 
nccelfity exifted fubfequent to that peiiod, 
on which the meafure of feizing the trea- 
fiires could be defended. 

Mr. Plumer, in the ftrongeft terms, 
expieffcd his aftonifhment either at the 
grofs ignorance or the artful mijreprefen* 
tation of the Manager. There was not a ' 
boy, he laid, in India or in England, 
who pietended to the flighted knowledge 
of the Hiftory of India, who did not 
know that the diflrel's of the Company's 
affairs vv.is ' confidcrably increajed after 
1781. To put this matter out of all doubt, 
Mr. Plumer read a variety of £xtra6ls 
fiom the Letters fiom Madras and Bom- 
bay, expreffing the warmeft acknowledge- 
ments to Mr. Ilbftiiigs for the great re- 
lief which he had afforded them, dating 
their inircaftd diftreffes from the continu- 
ance of the war, and their J'ole rehanre 
on Mr. Haftings for their future lupport. 
Mr. Pliimer put this fo ftrong as to con- 
vince his heaters, tliat if the Manager 
w'is not Ignorant y he was Jomtthing 
IVOlft. 

fie next expofed the Managn s grofs ig- 
norance or nuii tprefeiiiatlon of ilic wJiolt 
hiiloiy of Oude. “ But, thank God," laid 
Air. Plumer, •• tJ:e hour of delujion is 
none by J*' Theij Lordfhips had now be- 
^ tore them the whole hiiloiy of tharcoun* 

^ try, by which it was evident, that fioin 
the Nabob's acetfliun in t775, ‘ 1 ^^“ *0 
1781, he experiencid the greateft diftrefs, 
owing to two cauies j the one becaufe his 
mother withheld from himtlie treafures of 
the Stats— rthe ocher, as the Marquis 
Connvall^ 
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Cornwallis has fincc falJ, to the cha-. 
rader of the Prince/* whom he delcrlbes 
as carelefs^ inattentive to builuefs, fwayed 
by favouiites, and exceedingly expen- 
five.— But fuch were the conlequences 
of the treaty of Cbtmar, that from OutU, 
a country afhrmed by Mr. Francis in 
Nov. 1781 fo br riti»eii bepnd redcmp^ 
iiofiy a country from which Mr. Fox 
would not receive ab.ilauce of 790,000!. 
due .tip the Company in Nov. 1783 ^ yet 
Mr, Pliimcr repeated, luch were the con- 
fcqiienccs of Mr. Hiiiings's ex:i6Vions, 
that between 1781 and 1785, appealed in 
i^idewe the i'um of 4., 200,000!. This 
was or»e great refource, he laid, wliich 
earned us fuccefsfully through a war, in 
which Gieat-Britain could not, as Ihe had 
done in the late war, afford Mr. HalVmgs 
the affiftance of a ftiilllng-— After expafing 
the folly ofAhe acculation in this inltance, 
he proceeded to the bribes, in which he 
pointed out the contradiilions between the 
fvidence and the char^e» 

Mr. Plumer next proceeded to prove 
from cvidenc ', that Mr- Slieridan might 
juft as well Iiave chaigtd Mr, Haftings 
with being the author of the dteadtul 
malfacres iu Paris on the ift and 2d of 
September, as of thediftrelles of t)i j Khord 
Mahal in lySzj and then pointed out the 
grofs inconlilteiicy and faliehood of the 
Charge. 

With infinite ability he next expofed the 
outrageous prejudices of the Managers, 
He laid, that one of them, Mi'< Adam, had 
applied a grcll'er expreflion to Mr. flaft- 
ings than ever w<as ufed in a Court of 
Juftice, even with proof the fad before 
it. He had laid, that Mr. Haftings had 
put a falfe date to a letter, and, conie- 
qnently, loufe Mr. Adair/s polite expicf. 
iion, had written a lye. Their JLoidllups 
might recollect the confeftion, which en- 
liied from Mr. Haftings’ s being unable to 
iit fileiit under fucii an acculiition. Ixncrw 
appealed that Mr. Haftings was peifeiUy 
correal} that the letter was feiic when 
dated, biitihathe, John Macphrrlbu, with- 
held it from the Records. All ihele cir- 
cumlfances the Managers might have 
known, if their anxiety to difeovev truth 
had equalled their eagcrncu to con- 
demn. 

He next proved that the DircQors had 
fent no orders for an enquiry into the taft 
of the Begums* rebellion $ and it being now 
five o'clock, and a great numbei ot Mem- 
bm of the Houle ot Commons, with Mr. 
I>unda3, coming down, lie took the oppor- 
tunity of placing the inconfiftency, ab- 
iurdity, and injuftice of the Iinpeachmenr, 


in terms fo ftrong, that he exerted the 
tion of all his auditors. He faid, that 
Great- Britain was a nation famed far her 
regard to Juftice throughout the world— 
but the Nation and Mr. Haftings were 
both upon their trial, and that botli mu ft 
rife or fall together. Their Lordftiips hid 
in proof before them what Jnd:a thought 
of iliii long profecution, T werve years 
had eiapfeJ. fince Cheyt Sing was expelled 
from Benares, and lince the Begums wei** 
deprived of a part of Sujali Dowlah's 
trealiires. The nation hud enjoyed tli« 
benefitsof both— It Jivl taken the money, 
and expofed them by Impeachment.— 
There was no end of tl)e abfurdity and 
injuftice of Great- Britain, provided the 
Articles againll Mr, Haftings werey0xr«i/^r/ 
in truth. But thank Goi), the honour of 
the country was in no danger 3 a fix years 
/r/Vi/had 110 other efti 4 than tnis, to fliew 
to the whole woild ihe grofs ignorance of 
thole who firft fet the proi’ecution on foot 
— to call forth the teftiniony of ail Indaa in 
favouti* of the acciifed, and to induce tlix 
piofeeutors reluiSdantly to confefs, that in 
all their iileas as to India, they had been 
iniitakeiir Mr. Plumer put this in eveiy 
poftibte point of view, and left this impief- 
(\Qnfirong in the minds of thole who were 
prejmliced agaiuft Mr. Haftings (If any 
fuch tlwre be), that the nation participated 
in any iujamy wliich might attach upon 
him? but he ajiin and again repeated, 
that he was confident the judgment of 
their Lurdftiips would vindicate the honour 
of the nation, and of Mr. Haftings, both 
emhaikcd in a common caufe. 


On£ Hund-reo and Tcnth Dax. 

Thursday', May 9. 

The Court did not aftenible on this day 
until a quarter before three o'chek. 

Mr. Dallas immediately rofe, and ar- 
refted the attention of the Court for two 
hours and a half, by one of the fii ft Ipeeciies 
ever uttered in a public aftcmbly— never 
once deviating from the fubjcfl before him, 
nor venturing to make one iinglc aireitioii 
which he did not piove, eulier by evidence 
already adduced by the Managers, or by 
documents which he read, and propofed 10 
enter hereafter. 

Ue leminded their Lorddiips, that he 
was now about to anl’wer a Cliarge, or 
Cliarges, which had employed t'WO nvhe/e 
years in the prolcciuiou, anti upon which 
the Managers had fooken fc^’endays in the 
opening and the dole. Tkc Charge was a 
coriupt Hceiptof iiiuiiey— and in return 
fvf luch receipt, the foimingfuch arrange- 

menu 
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mentft for th« colleflfen of t!i« Revenue* 
as brought oppreffion, ruin, and deJlruiUon 
on the natives ot Beng<»l. Trt every p:*rt 
of this Charge, Mr. Dallas faid^hc would 
give that full and c<.mj)lete anfwer whiVh 
fhould fati&fy the mind of eveiy free and 
candid man. After placing the pieviuus 
matter in the cicarell poii’t ol view, he 
proceeded to examine the ievei.il allega- 
tions in the Article; and bcentitated thar 
X^ordHtips to t;o .*long witli him in conli- 
dering the Inimenle extent of iMc ^^harge 
made by tlu; Co"ifn'jns ok i-rreM uniaw, 
and the poveity ot the pax^t by which the 
Chaige was fupported. No man wouUl 
lay that //W been given 

to procure e* idcnce of the guilt >t Mr. 
Ha/tfngs, if he had been gmliy man 

would lay, that' talents and per/r^ve* ance 
were warning; foi he was as ready as any 
man to do judice to the abilities, and to 
the indujlry of iliol’c who vveie oppi^led to 
him, as any Gentleman could poUlbly be : 
yet, though armed as they were with all the 
po^zver and authoiiiy of fclie coiintrv, he 
was ready to meet tiiein boldly in i»ont, 
and to Ihew, tliat-froih the fii/t diw'gution 
to the lart, their Chaige was uUeily un- 
founded. 

Mr. Dallas then ftateJ, that they fet out 
by afl’eriijig as a fuitl, what a very little 
attention to the Company's Kecoids would 
have proved to be totally unfoundjd ; 
iidincly, that Mr. Hidings had fucceeded 
to the Government of Bengal in 1772, 
determined to aft corruptly, «nd iherctore 
he had ncglcfted to take that oath which 
all his pi cciticllors had taken, 'fhe filfe- 
hood of this allegation Mr. Dallas ex- 
poled in the molt clear and convincing 
manner; not by oratory, but by a re- 
ference to oiiginaldociimcntc. 

The next point in Mr. Dallas's fp:!ech, 
w?s the difco^ery and detetnon of a vrft 
inafs of mifreprel'entation. Here he could 
not be miltaken, for he read faithful ex- 
trifts from Mr. Burke’s fpecches, and 
compared them wiih the evidence that Mr. 
Buike produced. 

Fiom the Ipcech It appeared, that Mr. 
Buike upielenteil Mr. ^ladings not only 
:is the molt corrupt, but as the moll cjuel 
and unprincipled of human beings. The 
date of all this corruption was Inppofed to 
be ill the year 1772. As there was no- 
thing like e'-vidence to juftify Inch wild 
lexpreflioiis, Mr. Dallas faid, it would be 
right to cennder what Mr. Hidings bad 
been up to that period. In the moll chaite 
and modclt language he proceeded to (late, 
that in 1749 Mr. Halfings went n Writer to 
Bengal | that, after filling the higliefi fitua. 


tions there; tliat of Goverrtor okeepteJ* 
after having been concerned in all the im* 
portnnt events which happened betweeii 
1749 and 176$, he retuined in that year 
to ifingland; that in 1769, he was ap- 
pointed fecoin! in Council at Madras, and 
was removed, and liicceedcd to the Govern- 
ment of Bi'ugid in April 1772. T.bat 
much chmour had been ra’fird in England 
on account of the forttirrs acqui^d iii 
B-^ngal, and the vlrious cl.mgcs tM^ad ‘ 
taken place belwcer;. -756 and 1765-- 
That cU counts h.id bsen pnliliHied of the 
(evcral fums g lined by individuals in that 
period, but bill amongft rh:;ir names that 
of Mr. H tilings was ?iOt to be found, 
— I'hat this ciicumltance, and ih^T high 
opinion entcTtaincd of hia abilities by Loid 
North, indiiccd him to propufe, in 1773, 
that Mr. Haltings fliould be anpomted 
CTOvernor-Genei ai of Bengal for l.ve ytai s 
by the Legill.iture ot Gro.r Brifiin. 

Thele circumrtances, Mr. Dallas faid; 
he did n'»t picntion as rigainll any 

proved jatf \ but the Mauagci had proved 
no fufls : it was tlierefoie fair to o]>pofe to 
the monfiious nollirditiLS which they had 
Ventured to utter, what was the eftal)(ffiied 
ch'M’aftcT of Mr. Hallings up to 17735 
and he would put it to any candid or 
honourable man to determine, whether; 
upon fuch flin:Jy reafontnqs as the Mana- 
gers had t'fl'eicci, tlr.jr Lord fhips would be 
induct'd to think, that in one tnommt Mi . 
liallirgs fliould uffiure .a charatter totally 
ne<iv, for to fncij an abfard extent did the 
v-haige 

Nlr. Dallas then proceeded to If ate the 
unexampled ciuelty with which Mr. Hall* 
ir.gs hid been tix:u.:d. He examined and 
lefuttfd, po:nt by point, the allegailons in 
the Charge, as fa: as lie went. He quoted 
leveral paits> of Mr. Burke’s fpeech, and 
fifud the evidence in iuppoit ot it. He 
accufed him of a moll iinwairdutable mif- 
(fatcnient of tafts— of taking the beginning 
and tiieclofcot i he feniencc of letters, with 
a view uf totally pti verting the fcnl'c — of 
making affeitions, that, fo far from having 
a lhadow of foundation in fa6l, were con - 
tradfited by his own evidence — and he 
repeatedly pledged bh cha>^a£i£r^ well aware 
as he faid he was ot the lacicdncfs of the 
pledge, for the truth of all he had ad- 
vanced. 

'rhe circumftance pre/Ted very much bjr 
Mr. Bui ke in Ins opening, and dwelt upon 
by Mr. Fox in liimming up, was this— • 
That whtn Mr. H.iltings fucceeded to the 
Government of Bengal, he neglcftcd ta 
take an oath tftablilhed by Lord Clive in 
Septnw^er 1766, as an oath to be taken 

r* all 
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sd! fuccecding Governors ; that Lord CHvc 
* himfetf had taken this oath in the mode 
preicribed, namely, in ihcTowh-haJI of 
Calcutta, before the Mayor and Aider- 
men; ant) had before them alfo enabled 
the penalty Bond, by »wliich he bound 
himlelf not lo receive for his own nfc and 
benefit any prefents, and in return he took 
ene and one -eighth per cent, in the revenues 
Vof "Bengal, in addition to his falaiy and 
allowaiiceb, and this was to ho the perqui# 
file of iutiire Governois. Heie the Ma- 
nagers inofi unaccountably flipped their 
evidence as to this oath^ and ‘ji^maccouyta^ 
hly gave evidence of another oath, as it it 
weie this oath of Lord Clive’s, though that 
other oath was totally But Mr. 

Dallas faid, that be fliould iupply tin. Ma- 
r.agers onfiirions, becaufe in every inltance 
be wilhed their Loi dihips to have the lub- 
Jeft emplite before them. In January 
J76y Mr. Veielft fucceeded Lord Clive, 
and immediately took tlie t»arh of olficc, 
namely, that of fealty, allf^imu, and 
this the Managers had given in 
evidence, t\\crc\\y impe/mg a belief on their 
Lordihips, that this was theoaih prdented 
by Loid Clive ; but had the Managers 
been defirous of dilcovcrlng and Hating the 
truth, they would have known that three 
weeks fublcquem to the time of taking the 
^oath of oilifL, Ml , VerclH went puhlickly to 
the Town hull, and then, bdoietheMayor, 
Aldermen, and Inhabitants, took the oath, 
and executed the Bond, in the fume public 
manner as Loid Clive ha<l done. 

In December 1769 Mr. Caitier fuc» 
c.eded Mi . Verellt, T!ie Managers had 
ciUeied evidence lo piow, that he alio took 
tl;e pielidency oath; t!iat is, the oath of 
f^ ally, allegiance, and fidelity, at the Coun- 
cil Board I but the ta^il was, that he never 
did take that oath, noi er;ecurethai Penalty 
Bond preCcribed by Lord Clive ; nor was 
it at all necefTary that he fliould. 

In February J77s Mr. Huftitigs ar- 
rived in Bengal. Phe had en- 

tered as evidence, that he took Ins feat at 
the Council Boaid after the cuflomary 
oaths iiad been .ubniniltered to him. 

Having thus detcifed and expofed the 
fallacy p?a6\ii*ed by the Manageis as to 
this oath, Mu Dallas faul he would next 
prove, from their own evidence, that Mr. 
Ilatlings had taken an oath and cxecuttd a 
deed the lame in fnhjiance as that pre- 
Icvibed by Lord Clive, Before he left 
Knghind in 1769 he bound himfelf by 
Covenants not to accept prefents for his 
own ufe beyond a cetiaiu amount, and 
before he took his feat in Bengal the cul- 
tomary o:\ihs were adiuiniileied 

iVRTVI, * 


namely, of allrgianei yid fidelity; iher# 
was, therefore, not a fhaiiow of giunnd fof 
the charge urged by Mr. Burke, and 
Aipported by Mr. Fox. Mr. Cartier, his 
predccfcfibr, had not lukcii ilie oath pre- 
Icribed by Lord Clive, and f'lom whom 
but his i)rtdectfi"or or the Public Secretary 
was Mr. Haltings to know what oaths he 
was to lake in jiiccetding to office ? The 
fucccflbisof Mr. H.aitings, Sii JohnMac- 
phiribn and the Maiqins Cornwallis, had 
not taken the oath— a plain proof that it 
was not deemed ncccfliiry. He again re- 
peated, that the confounding the oath of 
ofilce with the oath prefciibed by Lord 
Clive, tor the exprefs jnirpole of averting, 
that the wioment Mr. Hallings took the 
chair of Bengal, he was determined to a6k 
coirupfly, was one of the moH flagrant 
milrcpielcntations that ever had occurred 
ill the profecution of a criminal caide. 

Ml*. Dallas dilated at fomc length on a 
very ciiilous part of Mr. Biiike’s fp cch. 
Mr. Buikc h.id rcl itcd as an bijhricalfa^l, 
that when Mu Haltings iccuved oruers 
from the Di.'*titors in 177a, to arrelt the 
pcifon of Mahomed Reza Cawn, and to 
bring him a piifoner to Calcutta, he had 
done It with a promptitude and in a man- 
ner that Ihewed his tjuehy ; that this wife 
and upright Magiitrate was iVixed when 
fitting in iiis garden,* dragged to Caicuita, 
and kept inxo years iiikLi irial. 

From ih? evidence given by Mr, Burke 
himfelf, he could fully refute fo foul a mif- 
leprelcntaiion. By that evidence it ap- 
peared, that the Diicffors, conceiving Ma- 
homed Cawn to haw cmbL-z/led 

millions of tia'ir pioprriy, and to have 
hern a principal caui'c of ahe Dmine, had 
ient orders to Mr. Hall. rigs, and lo him 
only, to arrcll Mahomed Re/.a Cawn, and 
10 hrmg him to a trial, pointing out Nund- 
cotnar as ihe fitted peifun to deleft ins nial- 
puiilices. 

Itappeared in tvidence, thatMr. Haflings 
fenl hu orders to Mr. Srunuel Middleton 
for the pcifonnance of this U ivice, defiring 
him at thr famf time to execute it with as 
much leiid^rntis and delicacy as he could, 
coi.fillcnt with the nature of the lei vice. 

It appealed m evidence alio, that Mr* 
Hallings himlc'f wrote a letter lo Maho- 
med Keza Cawn, txprtHing his concern at 
having received fuchordeis, bur the necef- 
fny tlierc exiffed for his oliedlence. It 
appeared in evidence alio, thr,t Mi. HaiU 
ings was not in any degree blameable for 
the length of the entjuu y ; on the con- 
traiy, that he had hinweit repielented it to 
the Direilors as a very hea^’-y grievancstt 
Alh^ jhtdt lying Ibkiy with Nundcomar, 
I - . wll#, 



C 58 3 


who, for ten moi/lhs fuccefRvely, hid 
proiniled evidence tlut (liould clhbli(h the 
fails alleged again ft Mahomed Reza Cawn 
—That in the end, Mr. Haftings had given 
his opinion to the Directi 13, that Maho- 
med Keza Cawn ought to be acqu'tted— 
which he accoidingly was. 

Had Mahomed Reza Cflwn lived lo this 
day, how diifcrent would he have reen hi$ 
own fate, and that of his Judge, Mi. 
Kaftings. The latter had been two years 
in a ftate of acciifation, and lix yeais on a 
trial btfore their Lordlhips. In that loH^ 
the defendant had heard nothing but 
the moll cruel and iiifulting language j no 
fentiment of regret at the unparalleled 
length of the trial, or of concern that pub- 
lic (luy compelled his prolecutors lo fupport 
Inch a rmfs of accul'ation. 

He then aclvei ted to the ftrange and ri- 
diculous language held by Mr. Burke 
relative lo Munny Begum, whorp the Ma- 
nager had defenbed as a woman of low 
biirh, and a comfum ProJhtuU. Con- 
temptible as the evidence was, it is the oidy 
evidence on which fucli an aftertion was 
• iTi'Hrli;. Ml Dallas fiid he would allow, 
il Mr. Burke piealVd, thai Munny Bv'giiin 
was the daughter of a low woman, iiad 
been fold for a llivc, and was a<l.iucing- 
gii I. The Kio^Jilh iicvei knew her in any 
of thole clniiHH-.is. It was inoie than 
thirty veil ..ago tlint the wa.s the win <*f 
Mur jclfur. lelt hv h n* m of In's 

l:a:i:.l\, wnen he dkd m 17^;,} hti (on 
appoiined hy Mur J 'fti.’r the Nibob (t\ 
Be:ig.di anil iici atlntaiion (la vvidituctby 
which Loifl Clive (\vho dticrihes her as 
J-'flin's widow) ncc'p'it'd a iegnry ot five 
lavTkt' of rnpeef, uhrJi torms fhe Hiiliiary 
fund of the Cinnp iMV. liy >Tr. Veieht, 
i\lr. ('artier, ar. 1 I'.Ir. liadmgj,, hy Sir 
John Macphcifm r iul iheM.iujnis Com- 
\v.dl.>, il’.i!* J^idy liiU' be,n treated with 
cvc.y iclpcct fii.it it was n dihle tor iliem 
to fliLw her, and evtn iM .homed Rezd 
C .iwn di'icr:l)<.s lui, afier the deitli ot i'cr 
joii, il'.c N'ahob, as iqu'il m iduk to the 
mother ct tlie pieieu N ibob. 

Ml . Dall.is ueM took to pieces Inc charge 
of impiopeily appoin lug M'lnny Begum 
tube the guardian of liie N.diub's uiiiidi nv. 
He heie exnolWl a mol; imwairantabJe 
fallacy pra6l:fcd bv the A] magci It was 
the ienfe and Ipir'l of ilie Directtu s' ordei s, 
in 1771, »hat (he Bngiliti, m other wosds 
Mr. ilaftings, ihoiild take the Govern- 
inent. In <iebai:iig on this lulneet. Mi. 
Haftings dclcribes vvhat ili:i power of ;i 
Nall) Subah was, thinks ii too great, and 
therefore concludes, iii.it the vciy na/ne us 


well as the perfon of the office jhoul 4 H 
aboUjhed^^ The Managers read Mr. Haft* 
ings's delcription of the powers of a Naih 
tSubah, Jtipprefs the determination for 
tl;cfe abolitions, and then enter the refolu-, 
lion for Mutiny Begum’s appointment, in 
order to fiicw to nvhat aft important pofl 
that woman had been raifed. Perhaps a 
moie audacious attempt to miflead a Coiiit 
of Jufticc never was pra£llfed. This 
not accident— it was defign. The mini- ' 
lation was obvious to every one. 

Mr. Dll las next proved, that the Aim 
received by Mr. Haftings could not, under 
any pofliblc conftiii^ion, be called, as the 
Cliarge Uaied it to be, abiilie for appuinN 
ing Munny Begum the Nabob’s gjnrdian ; 
and )ct if it was not that, it coiiid not be 
cnimnnl. He illuftrated this by a fine 
pcifonal appeal lo Mr. Fcx. He laid, thq 
ciilloin of giving a fptclfic Aim of inoney 
for efiiertainrntnn to mpn of rank when at 
the Court of a Prince, was cltablilhed 
from ijiijo immvinorial in India. Tiie 
pH dorrll >rs ot I^Ir. H.irriog.s h:id rcctive4 
it wlicn they were .it Lhovjhi'dahndy and 
4s often the Nabob of Bengal came to 
C.ftciKi i );i‘ ucei'v'td one thov.land lupees 
a-vlav liiiMc I'l-om the Cmnpany, for eqtcr, 
(.limiuMU, .I'^i the ieriy» k^cufert was iran- 
llue.^. Ii liie c'lftorn was improper, it 
IT*. .dll ht .diwlilhcd; bill lu»w a roiTipl'.anceY 
with It ii! f'77j roulfi be confti iiul a bfirh 
, i j was af a log, to conectve.— 

T'\. 11 C.M-dlhips, ,iL ihcthItuncL oi t^zv^nty- 
o^iryutrs fioin the date of the lianf.nifion, 
w'rc now to clctermine that point, Tr 
apjieared, Mr. Dallas iiid, tiom the Re- 
p')i rs ot ih- Cominlfiioneih of Public Ac- 
counts, that Iniliiif'^s to ail cnoimous 
.unoum i;ad remnined lix yearsin the Inn. d^ 
of P.Ain.iltoi s, or the e>,v:ciiiois of dcc-iifed 
PayiDvalterb. It migij* be a queftion, whe- 
ther the irutrtft acciiiing from tliolc b.i- 
lirias, and amounting to many bundled 
t!ioii|.ind pounds, thou Id not belong to 
t he public, as they would lo individuals in 
the c.afe of a pin ate luift j but no man 
would think of impeaching a Pay mailer 
or a iiijh Clime for following a long ^ 
eft.il'ihnic-d pi.t61icL'. Mr. Dadis next 
provovi the filneis of Munny Begum for 
(he uflicc to which tin* Council hadunani- 
moully app )inied her, and expreffed a 
wiili, tlMt the Min.'.gcrs had had the ’ 
cn tdmr to enter tbf thanks and approba- 
tion tr.inliTiiitcd to Mr. Haftings, both for 
I hit app.jiiitmem, .an.l the ariangemenis 
that lie iv 4 ,i foimcd ia 1772. — All he 
r quefti*<i fj\ their Lordildps was, to look 
to c.ach Aihj..ot compkiCy and to reject 

the 
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Vhb garbled and hiutilated accounts which 
• tended only to millead or to con« 
found. 

One Ht^'DRED and Eleventh Day. 
Thursday, May i6. 

Mr. Dallas refumed his refutation 
t)f the Third Charge. — * The learned 
Couniel treated the vai ions mitter adduced 
^with great logical acutenel’s and methodi- 
cal exa^lnefs, prefling the lirong points 
of his argument with much force and 
dexterity. 

He examined the allegation of Mr. 
Crofts s appointment— He Ihewed, that 
Ib tar from its originating in Mr. Halfings, 
with a view to conupt Agency, the no- 
inination of that Gentleman was ellcwhere, 
the Defendant merely alfeiiting to the 
appointments 5 and that, inftcad of the 
allerted incapacity of that Gentleman, 
the Ifrongcft teftinionies of his abilities 
might be colledV'd fiom ihofe in habits of 
oppofjiion to Mr. Haftings— They all 
Ipoke of him as a man of chaiaihr and 
talents. 

The next head of allufion was to Nun- 
ducomar, whom it was affiimcd Mr. 
HalHngj had begun to vilify only when his 
tedimony was likely to be brought againit 
him. The learneil Advocate read the 
f cli.ii after given by the eloquent iVIana- 
ger of this peilbn — He was a man 
eminent lor talents above ihofe of the 
country— high in his calf — of iiieproarh- 
able morals in youtii, and of achaiaiMer 
that in Benares never appeared without ex- 
citing awe and exaffing rcfpefl — Toihtfe 
circiimlfances he added another, whith 
without them might claim for him venera- 
tion — he had reached beyond feventy ycais 
of age.'* 

Jvli . Dallas obferved, that it was an iin- 
queftionable portion, that ** Age demanded 
refpefl when it waslliefenioiity of Virtue. 
•—When ariived at the calm conicntiiicnt 
oftheclofeof life, Old Age was bciicvoient 
and confoling; when, like a leplenilhcd 
gueft about to leave the table of plenty in 
peace, he beneficently wilhed to ihofc v/ho 
Were to follow delight even greater than Ins 
had been, and compofure iuperier to his 
own. — But fuch had not been the Old 
Age of Nunducomar. — In his breaft the 
fui ious paflions of youth were yet f'ei inent- 
ing, like Ibmc poilbnous ingredients pre- 
ared by Mahcc, and in a Cauldron 
icwing woe and unreft — He was empha- 
tically dclci ibed, anterior to the time when 
Mr. Haflings repelled him as fit evidence, 
as “a man of violent palTions and atuibu- 
lent habit) one perpetually labouring the 


win of any Society fb unhappy as to hold 
him.'* ' , 

After clearing up this point by evi- 
dence fuffitiently latisfaaoiy, he came 
generally to conlider the haidlliip of Mr. 
Halfings’s iituation, putting it hypothe- 
tically that the Prefents had been taken by 
him in the way dated. — Fifteen years had 
clapfed fiMce thefe tranfaflions, and thiee 
fuccefTive re-appointments of him to the 
high fitiiation beheld j it was not until the 
prefent lime fuch Charges weie preferred j 
and there was not a fingle Article occurring 
fince \r\ evidence) all was known or could 
have been at the veryiime> and the appro- 
bation of the Legiflature might be relied 
upon without an attempt at other vindica- 
tion. However, the caufe of the De- 
fendant needed no Inch cfloppcl, and Mr. 
Dallas pletlged himielf to piove thateveiy 
chaige of coiruption was fallacious and 
irrational; 

He then, without any piaftlcability of 
annoyance from the lOnemy, took a very 
ftrong pofition upon the heights of an Att 
of Parliymein— thcReffrainmg A£1 of the 
13th of Geo. HI. —andaf cr viewing fiili 
thefcnlc given by the Managers to ihis A^l, 
referred finally to the At\ iifclf. The 
Charge ftates the meaning of this to be, 

‘‘ Thar no Servant of the Company is 10 
receive Pieftnis upon any grotind 01 pre- 
tence wharever.*' Now the fallacy of this 
ftatemeni is appaient, fince it includes ail 
fwfthk cafes, and the man receiving agoinlt 
fuch an A6l mud be guilty: but the Acf 
itfelf contains ceitain three 'ivorJi, wliicji 
place it in a very difFeient point of view— 
they ai e, “ /or his henejit'y' and there is 
no paflage iu the Acl which refers thr 
crime to fu«.h receipts toi tlie benerit of the 
Company. Upon tin’s ground the Coun- 
lei challenged a conteff fiom the oppofite 
fide; he was well alfureil that the Ai't of 
Pailiameiit would bear him out, and that 
no fuch iiifuencc couiil be diawo, as the 
prohibition of Prefcius taken jer the Com^ 
pany^ 

Mr. Dallas fliewcd the antieulty of the 
Pielcm, as a cwltomary g. ft lor the table 
of an Agent of the Company refidmg at 
any of the Indian Courlc. Howcvei,thc 
fiibfecpient Ail of the 24th of Geo. III. 
had removed all doubt j and the Legifla- 
tiiie theicby foimaliy deiermincu. that 
Prefents taken for individual benefitj or 
the life of the Company, Ihould be alike 
matitr of ci ime. He pi ovtd, that this lad 
A^f was not declaratory, but enacting \ it 
dill not explain whnt had in the foimer 
httn oblcuit and iinintel'igible; itenaCl- 
cd a new Claufc, by which the ictirenc.: 
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extended to a prafticc never impugned 
before, t 

“ But however," (aid the Counfcl, 
•* we are now advancing from the Star- 
light of Circumltancc to the Day-light of 
Piicovci y — I'he Siirt of Certainty JS 
fuelling the darknefs, and we are ar- 
rived at fads admitted liy buili par- 
ties/’ 

'r he fil'd Piefent that he rec^-ived from 
S sdanimd, theBiixey ol Che)t Sing, was 
admitted to have been taken, and the 
points at ilfue weic, whether or not it had 
been appi opriated to the Company s ul*e, 
and wluthcr it was taken with a coniipt 

view. Mr. Dall.K ibttd the fituaiion of 

India and Mi. Ilalhngs at tlu* time. — It 
was when ^he Q^iadiiiple Alliance threat- 
ened oiir complete dilpufiiellloii j when 
t^oloncl Monion and General Cla'seving 
WwiecteacI, and Mr. ilal’tings found h.m- 
ft'if ihwaned in every mcalure lie'proici^fed. 
It was the ohjert upon winch he pledged 
his cxiilenCv', that itUe could detich Ma- 
daice Scindii tioni the Confederacy, he 
would anlvvc,' for our latety.— -Mr. Frin- 
ria ami Mr. Wucelcr condemned him to 
fight a liaitle they dilappiovcd, with his 
j^aiidi lied. They would emit no money 


from thcTreafury, it would be oceded at k 
future opportunity. They preferred Its 
inactivity in a cotfer, to the employment of 
enieigency. 0,but Mr. Ciailings, after 
entering this liira to the Company’s Cre 
lift, had called it his own/' True it wa* 
he had done ib, and the reafun was obvious, 
for if he had ftylcd it then a fum belonging 
to the Company^, the faid MelTis. Francis 
and Wheeler would have forbidden it» 
employment in the way produffive of pur* 
pofes ib iiirc and beneficial. 

Mr. Dallas then ariived at the meafurd 
known by the name of the Ihree Bonds^^^ 
He pledged hinilelf to prove thefe Charges 
as futile as the /r/?. Mr. Burke, rather 
angrily, pjkecl tor a fpecificalion of what 
that was. The Court knowing ' exa6riy 
what it was, adjourned at Five o'Clock®^. 


< 


One Hundred and Twelfth Day^ 
Friday, May jy. 

Kir. Dallas proceeded in his defence^ 
and dcfired tlwir Loidflilpa would have the 
goodnefs always to bear in mind, that 
upon this cafe of the eevQ^ed Vrefents^ as 
the M.in.igers termed them, there was no 
cviileiice of any kind except what Mr, 
Haftings had hinifelt fiuijifiiedj and that 


^ On then L .rddi jv/ictnrn from the Trial, the following Petition was prefented from Mr, 
to then Lorothips by Lord Wulfingham : ^ 

“ TiUt your f»etitioricr once more tmk***! liis .ippeal, in thr* lx>pe that i-t will bo his lall, to- 
the juliicc <f ycur Loidiliipbj that he lorbcjr.s to Hate tiii: too v^ell-lciiown harciOiips of his 
cafe, or the fV<»onds on which he iiioft foleninly aHciis his belief, til'll unlcfs your Loicl(hip.s, 
ieJi ijr aj l^e tcL'!:. tlie tnormity of the delays ulr.cli have .^tended Ills lung-protrafled Trial, 
(ball rcfolve it lo be brought to a conclufion during this ScfTion of P.nlurntnt, it will not. In 
•be ord iuiy :iikI pcimiited r<iur»e, be entlv,«, uiud the judgment of anoiner year (hall have 
added to the chaiiccs of its. hciiig conchifled by other Caufes llian the legal verdift of your 
Lurdihips. which, your Lou'.ihips hciVe Kvn lulcl by one of the Man.jgers of the profecution, 
Riuil iiievit. hijr fall wirh infamy tithcr oo the hv'.id of your petitioiKr, or on ihofe who have 
c:.ijfjJT»ed fo many )eais ol’ your Louiflup/ attend .ncs in lab^-iuiinj; to piove their allegations 
agaijiH hnri. 'J'hir, although it njay not be polFiblc for your ,-.eiiiiouer to know the time 
which nwy deltiiicd to the diuanon of the picfem SefU n ot Parliament, yet hecannqc be 
iufe.iiible t.) the reporf; whiCh he has heard of the fti.jrt le/in which is alTigncd to it; and 
even it-j uiiccitrtinry is to mm a fiuiice of cniUiiiual aK-Tm. That, as an humble indwidual* 
ir«preir,d with the firneil couvution of yi»ir Lordlhips' juflice and Immunity, ho implores 
your Loidffups to gr-.-.u him ilm giace, which as a Biitifh fubjeft he might demand as his 
ondouhted buih-nght, the heiufit of undeuied and undelayed jurtice ; .'»nd that your JU^rdfhipS 
will not tc.'wu In.n a Angle cxerptiou lo ttie reft of his fellow-fubjcdls of this kingdom, ivhofe 
hearts auk'll ilie wiidom of itt Couftitution, and wlio boaft of the blelftngs which they enjoy 
under it ; oledi-.gs in which he cannot be faid to participate, who, having been the fubjedi of a 
erimliul profccution during Ax years, is yet doomed to linger out his life iii the fame unme- 
ritfd ftatc of dcprclhon, fufp»iiic€, and (hut for the breath of public opinion, and the hopes 
0( life futlaining him; of uinvcrf.il and perpetual iguoniiny. 

Yourpciitiodfef , oiereiorc, moll humbly and leivcntly prays your Lordfhips, on whofe 
yUWee and honour he places his Armen leliance, to adopt fuch means as to your Lordfhips' 
^ifilotn may fccin btft calcuKaird to accomplifti the end wliich your petitioner fo anxioufly 
Solicits, namely, a dole of ilii« long dtpeuding Trial doiirg the prefeiu SelTlon of Parliament. 

“ Warren Hastings/’ 

A debate took plac^-, o.i wh.icli binding iliemfelvcs to the prayer of the petition was 
Ejected t ar.d upyu »t wai KfvlVted to proewd farther oo the Tiial the next day.. 



Ho doubt did exift, but that every Rupee 
received by Mr. Haftings as a Prel'ent, 
vras expended in the public fcivice. 

Having already (hewn that the two lacks 
of Rupe^es received fiom Cheyt Sing’s 
JBuxeywci-c publicly applied, he would now 
take up the I'unis for which lionds had been 
granted to Mr. Hailings in the years 
1780 and 1781. He proved, moft fatif- 
^tactoiily, from a refeieiice to dates and 
chcuiiill.inces, that Mr. Haftlngs never 
could have had the moll dldant idea of 
applying any part of this money to his own 
uie. 

He next took up the Prefent of One 
Hundred Thouland Pounds derling from 
the Nabob of Oude and his Miniders, and 
pioved, that every Rupee of tins Pielent 
alfo was applied to the public ki vice, at a 
lime when our vv,ry exidence depended on 
the lealizfltion of cveiy Rupee that could 
be procured. 

He fliewed that the receipt of one had 
detached Madajee Scindla from the Mah- 
ratta Wai 5 he proved that another had 
opened to our TLVoops the Tenitorjcs of 
Booda; and that by thek ineaiurts Iiului 
had been faved to the Company. He 
conlldeicd tally the tarns upon which 
certain Lands were let to Kyaileiaiii and 
Cullian Sing 5 and fitisfa^foiily proved 
the proptiely and ufage of the Prfichjl), or 
Fine levied fiom perlbus to wlumi lands 
weie let for the fiiit tune, being piopor- 
tiouatc to the value or pioduce of iuch 
lands. So far from their having been let 
difadvuntageoufly for the Company’s in- 
terelt, the leai ued Counicl proved the pre- 
ference of thefc tei ms to rhofe tendeicd by 
the Committee j and evinced the piudencc 
as well as puiity of Mi. Iladings’s con- 
clu6f. 

Mr. Dallas then confidered Mr, Haft- 
ings*s Letter delivered to the Board here 
by Major Scott, and examined the unac- 
countable queition put by the Managers to 
the Major—** Whether the delivery of it 
was not to depend upon the complexion of 
things he* e He laid, to Inch a queftion 

(helhould call it ungenerous and ungeii- 
tlemanlyl) the anfwer given by ihc Wit- 
nefs himfclf was lufticieni-— *‘ it was not to 
depend ujxm circumdarets.*' However, 
he fbould Ihew their Loidfliips the impof- 
fibility of the thing, by a Letter lb clolbly 
following the former in date, as May docs 
January j winch, when it was wiitten, 
handed a duplicate of the former, and mult 
of courlc have gone to theDirc6loi>, with- 
out a praiSlicabiliiy of knowing w'hetlicr 
Major Scoit had given the original, or 
whtti the cu'cuinltunccs might be upon 


which Its delivery was afTumed to 
pend. * 

The Coiinfcl then confidered the aco: 
counts fuinlflied by Mr. Larkins, and the 
idea of collulion attempted to be thrown 
againft the fails they ellablifh, wemeanas 
to the veiacity of dijhurjhnents^ for of the 
receipts theiein dated liiere was no quef- 
tioii. Mr. Dallas then remarked upon 
the candid decl iration of Mr. Haftings— 

“ I have thus laiihfully laid the proceed- 
ings before the Com t, and beg the Direc. 
tois to be latisfied tlie fafts dated j for 
it t had ever meant to appropriate thelt 
ihvlents for my own l>encfir, I could have 
taken care that any knowledge of them 
fliould never have reached you. — Is it not 
hanl, faul he, that the oniy weapons, thole 
furnidied by Mr. 1 ladings, diould be tiled 
againd him ? 

(iV/r. h(jx ^hifpereJt To befure this 
is alwav t. done ; tlieie u no other way.”) 

The Coiudel examined the dates when 
thele lums weic paid into the hands of Mr. 
LaikiiiN, and thence inkiicd, that the 
luinoins of the country communicated to 
JVli . Haltings by Mi , Andeifon, could not 
have induced him to make this entiy to the 
Company's cicdit. 

One Hundrcd and Thirteenth 
Day. 

Friday, May 24. 

Mr. Dallas doled his opening of the 
Pivfents and the Revenue Ai tides, and 
went thiough the remaining aaicles of the 
Charge with infinite fojcc and cleurnels^ 
The remaining points, he laid, were, a 
Piefent received fiom R.qah NobkilLn, 
and applied to the payment of ceitain 
]i*iblicexpcnCLS inclined by Mr. HadingSi 
and a Pident of One Hmuiied Tiioul iid 
Pounds offeied by the Nabob of Oude, but 
not accepted, lie dated, in the moil dear 
manner, the ciicumltances of the fiift 
tranla6fion, and proved, that the cxpenccft 
Incurred and charged to the Company 
weic equally chaiged by Lord Cornwallis 
as they had been by the predecefl'oi s of Ms - 
il.iilings. He examined tlic allegations ot 
the CoaimuMb as to the corrupt applica- 
tion of the Public Money, and proved the 
cuinmuiiication to tlie Board, or the parti- 
cipation of the Supreme Council in tlv 
meafures thus charged with finiitet views. 

He then came to qoiifider the Bribe or 
Pi dent offered by the Nabob to Mi- 
Hsidings, which the Governor-Geneul 
pei fonally refiifed — his indruftions to Ma- 
jor Palmer upon that fubjefl, \\i. To get 
it for the Company, if polfible, and to 
adure the Nabob, that if he wouUl uan^ftr 
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tt^re Ms Mr. Haftings would 

coiitider itto.uaUy ktnd, tcdliig the intereiis 
of the Company as ler.iibly as his own. 

But the* cale was pciccplibly changed, 
and the indant JVIj. Hillings’s rtjedhon 
wrfs made known, the Nabob’s liberality 
died away— Of what was tlie Oovei nor- 
General thereto] c; guilty ? Ot preferring 
the Company’s advantage to liis own— «jf 
ret'ufmg himfclt to take what was not to be 
applied to the exigence of the Company. 
j\. tine inCiciia' flowed tioni this inl\ince 
upon the otliLi PjcIlmiis icceived by Mr. 
Haltings, and iilently appiopnated to the 
wfes of Govi‘1 iinit-nf . 

VVh.u I'Linained of gieated importance 
was to couf'dtr the vaiioijs poliuuiis of the 
Cii.iige Itatiiig thr cieaiion ot new fnne- 
iMr.s and the .ibolition of old fr^)in perJbnal 
aiul corrupt inotr.es — >Now thrtc, Mr. 
Dallas fml, rcloived thcmlclves chiefly 
vndci thefe iKads; 

I. The ippMutin.nt of Aiimct.ls. 

z. 'riic alxiHiioii ot i*i ovincial Councils. 

“t. 'Fhe cic.iiion ot Rl venue Coiiniut- 

fv.."-. 

Wall refpe^ to Ann els, whofe ap- 
pointmer.t, hy ihv bye, weie not to l>e Ins, 
they wfie laid ;o oe mv.'iUd with jiuwcis 
Wide, oppudilvi’, .nid unaccouutabie ; lo 
fpy into ll»e r..uuie of pujperty, and to 
txad lenis vvlrn iig'nii , ii Hunting cocn ;on 
and iinpi liOMiu III hihiu contunricy.— 
thf y vvLie, 'voo.d oppeai lioin then 
hijii ucliofij \ in tbeic only w is to be round 
Jilt guilt of tile .ippoinuTu 111 ; and ^ct, 
although wi.iv in poiretiion of 

iholc vcij docunsc'jt". inty liad nexe: lo 
tilt jneiciii non. i.v'.n er'iKcl upon iluii 
l.ouUlnp'i’ I'lrliinitL* . 'I'Ia leainedCoun- 
Ivi laid, lit ini..u:i to aaouv-c them in evi- 
dent e. 

As lo the ‘vholnKU) of Piovintlal Coun- 
cilb, wliirii w;^ :rj.r'.:ed as a Crime in 
Ml. H,.llino-., hirnic in 1776 iie bad 
a|ipioved as a I'.ji), .1 nv inllitiuior., whit 
in 17)51 h.j li .d ..►'/oliiluvl — iVfr. Dallas 
prodnetd ihe ojum-ni ut Mi. Kianci>, tiiu 
they weie tuii.i mu ntally w'long, com- 
bining the dtlign ind ilu* iNi^cniion, two 
powers ot dilliinjlu pioptitiis going ihe 
lame pace — and vet Mr. Uaflings was 
charged wnh ill/me, upon the .ihicnrr of- 
this very GrniUman 10 ciiry a mt aline 
into effect, which mull have had hisappio- 
bation. 

With legaid to the Revenue Coinniit- 
fois, foui litinhn.vn t,uii itnidlhi! to the 
Board, wdi eh ilu'V wvie bound roconlult 
in every caf- of nnpea ii.c e, and to whom 
ruir condiu!;t w i.. oj be iiit iiled Ui ]5ih 
of tvciy jiioniii, Mr. D tliaw wiy .luiy 


employed the words accountable to tli§ 
Board,” lb unaccountably omitted by the 
Managers; — for by the ftatementof the 
Charge it appeared, that thefe were mere 
tools hy which Mr. HalHngs ufnrpcd 16 
himfelf all the authority of the Board, and 
yet by the very nature of the office ihej^ 
were accountable to the Genilemen lo 
joined with him in authority. 

Upon all thele fubjeits the Coiinfel-^ 
dwelt with peculiar force, upon the ttfti- 
niony of Mr. AnJerfon, and moll paiti- 
ciilarly of Sir John Shore, The office of 
Dewan was admitted to be ncceflary, and 
notwithllandiiig the ch3ra6'ter which had 
been given to GungaGoVand Sing, what 
could be gathered fiom other evidence 
was in groat lueal’ure direftly the leveife. 

None but the Natives w’crc fit for this 
occupation, and y^t they knew none they 
coulu rrirfi- One of the (ieiiileineii laid 
he dilliktd Gunga Govand Sing; and yet, 
after fix yv.ars expi ileiKe in ilie colltftioii 
ol Revenues, he tleclaivd lie was not pi'C- 
pared to f.iy whom he tould have prefen ed. 
— Tiie adnnfrion of the neccflity for a 
Dewan, that Dewan a Native, the knowing 
no one fittei for the bufincfb than this 
man, Mr. llaliings was alfuiedly not 
culpable lor tins nuinination. 

But perhaps, laid Mi*. Dallas, tli« 
Right ilonoiiiable Manager may endca- t 
voui to get rid ot thia evidence, .iiid tell 
your Loidfliip'*, tlr>t not a panicle tif the 
teltiinony gi^en by the pieUnt Governor- 
Gciieivil wl Bengal is to be relied upon; 
that tic is a partner in the guilt of Mr. 
rlallings — a member of the great Confpi- 
racy tunned by the Defendant; “ Yet 
ttur cannot be laid, 01 it mult not be 
adinitit’d; for, if It be, Sn John Shore, 
the accomplice ol hrs guilt, will be recalled 
tioiii the Iplcndor and dignity which I’ur- 
lound him, anti fliare in the honour of 
Public linpeacbment — Nay, thefe bars 
mull be bii..ken down, a wider field mull 
be provided for fiefli culpii's; — the Court 
of DuftHois mult appear cliaigtd with 
Confederacy, by the appointment of Sir 
John Shore, the accomplice of Mr. Halt- 
ings: — Nay, yet more will be dragged 
bitbre this Tribunal, higher and more 
dillmguifliLtl, His Majefty'sMiniilei's who 
lecommcnikd that nomination. 

“ If Sir John Shore, however, has 
fiiJ, that he knew well, fiom lire com- 
mencement to the perii>d of Mr. Haftings’s 
Ad.nlnilbarion, iiib viitucs and his abili- 
ties; if Ik prononncttd ihe Natives happier 
uijch*i his C.J0VC1 nmciit than ihofe ot their 
NativePi i-:ccs ; if heaftirmed the perfection 
o. Poh;:, the in^reale of Revenue, the 
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jiffluence of Profpenty, your Lord (hips 
• will rely upon fuch telllmony, prefcning 
the opinion of one locally convpilant witn 
India ri)bjc*6ls, to lint of tb.e framers of 
ihefe Cha^'f^es, ilivedcd of liidi inturma- 
jlon. In that confidence, I trufi ihat your 
Lordlhips will acquit Mi. HalUngs upon 
the Charges exlubital againfi him.’' 

As foon as Mr. Dallas fat down, Mr. 
yXIaftlngs rofe, and addreffed rhelr Lord- 
fhips from a v^iitten paper to the follow- 
ing eftcil 

' “ My Lords, 

“ I Venture to follcit the attention of 
your Loidfliips to the fituation in which 
this Trial at prefent (lands. 

“ I hope foi youi Lordfiilps’ indulgence 
in requeuing to be allowed I'uch further lime 
in ih- courfe of each day’s lilting as may 
enable me to bring the i nr.alncier of my de- 
fence, if no inlcriupiions iiv.ervenc, with- 
in the probable period ol /hi'f Jays trorc* 
“ 1 hope by the means of IikIi inrlul- 
gcncc to conclude my evidence on the 
Article now qmler confideiation within ti*e 
coiiipafs of ov^c day, 

** lain intoiincd, that the obfervations 
of my Counlel upon it will only occupy 
another, and tl;c ( jcntleinan upon iiiy rigiit 
banil (Mr. Ltw) is wili ng to wave any 
f obltivatl*>ns, that ihc deteiui. may be the 
fooner ciuloil j in that calc, ov.e day will be 
ildficient for this Ailicle. T'he abildged 
Evidtmeo with sviuch I mean to trouble 
your Loulfhips on tlie only reniaimig 
Aiticle, that (ji Conti s j ina\ be com- 
piifed within the Ipace of one day 7/iore, 

1 am willing to forego the benefit oi a nioie 
detailed defence, in order to enable the 
Managers for the Commons fully to con- 
clude their leply within the couric ot the 
piefent Sellion j an cxpct'-l itioii which, 1 
ti uft, I do not luire.iloiiably entenain, in 
this advanced period ot a Tnai that has 
been fo niany yc ai s depending. 

“ I am well awaie of the tliladvanlagc 
to wliitli I liibjeil my defence on this 
AitJcle, by having the ii\k\ciKC if njr ate d 
and itfiappllcJj to make out its own elhM 5 
and it is with jeluilaiKC that I tlepiive 
myfelf of the benefii of thole talents which 
have been fo ably difplay-d on the former 
paits of my defence j tor it is to thofe 
tahnis, aided by tlse veal and coidial affec- 
tion whjTi have animated them to their 
bcU excIt.or.‘^, thui I aru now indebted for 
the hope and affurance wlfn h 1 confidently 
er.ti'it.iin, that though I (hould not live to 
rec/ivii the function of jonr l.cidUiips' 
apj'iiliil, my name at leiU fitallnotdclcend 
bldiUd wiih infamy to o u^eiity, but ue 


recorded with thofe of the many other 
victims of falfe opinion, fome of hig'iir 
worth, none of better intentions, who have 
done I’ervice to the States which employed 
them, and been requited with unthankfuU 
nefs and periepution. 

“ My Lords, I confider the refolution 
which 1 Inve taken as a facrifice, and I 
make it with the greater clieerl'ul nefs, as it 
may, and mud in fome degree, prove no 
lefs an accommodation to your Loidihips* 
time than the uuans (If your Lordfiiips 
fhail fo pcriiiit it) of obtaining my own 
deliverance b'oin a lUtc of fii (pence which 
is become ahnoj} injup port able 

Mr. Burke appealed to fc(J what he 
called an attack on the jufiice of the Com* 
mons ot Gieat-Biitain ; and faid, that 
Mr. H tilings was not picifcd for time, and 
It was his buliiicfs to make his Defence 
comp’ete, or at lealt lint he ought not to 
p’ead want of rime as any excufe for omit- 
ting any thing maieiiai — an argument 
wlj'v'li feemed to be heard without carrying 
co.r ixTion tp the bi call of any one of Mr» 
Buike'- mimeroiis auditors. 

Mr. Burke continued; 

Wiien the Managers ftiall have made 
ih. :r inrihcr remaiks upon what has been 
adduced in fupport of the Defen.»!ant, it 
will be tor your Loidihips to connder the 
piojJi'iety of the terms whiclt any culprit at 
)o>M bai may apply to the Commons of 
Great- Bntnm, ot ingratitude for fer vices 
reiidcied to Iii^^Coumiy, 

“ With lelpett to the defence nnvle by 
thcGenileman >it \oim bu'> he Ins hid all 
the(iipj) ur th.U the Ic.uning ot the bar, the 
alte6iion ol a Hull ot Eiirnds, or his great 
ioitiinr, coulil pif’curL — If, fioin whatever 
Cauic, lie may v.ul)) 10 narrow ihc bounds 
©I Ins vimiicalion, M tor him to do lb, 
and loi your Louliliip^ to eonlider, whether 
in lo iloing, Iu]»poliiig he ihr iiiil be found 
Ou.ity^ it IS not iiieani lo bciiifmuated that, 
but tiom vuiunt uy dLfign, he might have 
avMileil Imnfelf ot leitimony which would 
h ive clr.ULii lii» clia: acter.” 

He rtpt.iied liiis lemaik, that with re- 
fpe^t t.) me abiidgmeni of evidence or the 
Liirt ailment of icaloning upon It, the con- 
fc-quences mult reft with himlelf, the Corn- 
nions difclaimliig any wilh lo nairow ih^ 
defence which he (houhl (ct up, and pur- 
luing their object without any other ad- 
vertence to the prefent declaration, 

Mr. F«x, of fimil.ir feniiment, faid his 
colleagtic and Riglir Hon. Fiiend was per* 
i»-il!y light— and at half pa(t five o’clock 
tiie Couic bioke up. 
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#i$E Hundred and Fourteenth 

Saturday, Miy 25. 

The fii'ff pu t of the morning was taken 
up in leading flmit a variety of papeis, 
ftated liy the CoMiifd as neccflruy to 
pomplete evidence whirU the]^Janagcrs had 
muiil.aed and gaiUled. 

Mr. Auriol wiJb then called, and exa- 
mined as to the oaths tak.cn by 
11 a dings, when lie fucctcded to the Go- 
yernment of Ilen;;Al in j 771. He fa-d he 
was pretty certain that he had leen Mr. 
Jiartings's name fublcnb.-^il to thefc oaths, 
in a book. kept bv iiimlelt as fccieiary, 
anvl left in his cir,ce to hU iuccelVor juit 
as lie ucelved it born his p-rdecedbr. 

As to ilit rci^riilive o.uli piopofrcl by 
Lard Ciive in 1 iken by hnnlclt, and 

by hisinccetfor, Mr. Verelfr, in tiic ‘1 o '/n- 
bail of C.ilcuUa, btfuje all the li'h'ibit 
that was a totally diffeient oath, and li.id 
become ohfoUte betote Mr Anriol\ ra*- 
uvaI, anti had not been tak^sn by Mr. 
Cartier, the prcdcce (Tor of Mr. IFitfinrs. 
^I'his wMs alfo proved by Mr, Hiullon, 
fully fixing upon the Managns and iheir 
Counfcl the chaigC' p'einic I againll them 
by Mr. Dallas, of negligence and uiiire- 
picfentation, 

Mr, Hiuke crols-tx'ainined Mr. Auiiol 
for luaily two hours compljte, alking him 
>»i iiifiniie variety of (]'ielt.£ms, nj>pirently 
of little conlcqucncc, but to which he re- 

cciveil the clearelf aniw< 1 s, 'J'o one in- 
volved ami complic'tvd cpatnion, Mi, 
Auriol replied, by dtlliirg it might be 
divided, and then he would imlwer it, 
which he did ; upon which Mr. Burke 
iTi-ulc fome U'flei^ions fo veiy offenfive, 
that the Archbifiiop of Yoilv ftaited up 
with nuich fteliiig, and fald it wms impol- 
fible for him libjnt'.y lo lilicn to the illiberal 
condu« 5 i; of the iMauagei j that he exa- 
mined the wifnefs as if he were examining, 
av>t iiCientleinan, but a pick- pocket 5 that 
tlu- viil and the inhumanity of the 

JM^nigei s, in the con rib of this long Tiial, 
could mu Iv fXCt'tUitiXrj Maiat and Ro- 
berfpieitt, had th • fouduil: of the Trial 
been coiiiiulu^ .1 to ih an. 

Mr. Burk.!, lermed much confounded, 
but laid, in icplv, that hr ha J not hi arJ one 
•iVO*'d of ^ujsat kasi hitn fpakkn, and that 
be ihouid as if b.- ha l nfr)t. He then 
pm filed ill'' exr.irfiri.i. 1011 j ami, in the com fe 
of it, l.or-d SMuhopc. ) oid Moron, and 
Loni Soniei', cxpit illil their l>cliet that 
the 'f'nal uevi i foiiid to a dole, if 

% Ge.'.(leir..i.i wa;} iw bw examined fu long 


upon the rumour of Buik^ 

liter, beg.in to talk about the Begums, but 
was called to order ; and about half paft 
four, the Counfd clofed their evidence on 
the 6th, 7th, and i^ih Articltt — taking 
Ji'Ve days onlyy foi what had occupied the 
Managers thirty-four on the prolecu- 
lion. 

Mr. Pliimer then obferved, that, agree- ^ 
ably to Ml. Hallings's engagement of!^ 
yefterday, they ilioiild not fuiii up, nor 
expend any time in opening the only 
remaining Cliarge, the Contri)fts, but pro. 
<;ced difcitly to the evidence. The fiift 
was the Opium Conii ad ; and here he 
fliould fiipply what, in car.dour and jujlice^ 
the Managei s cuyM not to have left ilef- 
rier.t. lie laid, the eviileuce he fhould 
pioduce would piove ; 

y. That, until the Government of Mr, 
Haftings, Opiiun was 110 bianch of reve- 
nue to the Company, but a monopoly in 
tile hands of individuils. 

2. That Ml- H.dtings took it from 
thofc iiUiividu.iK, and inaile it a productive 
aiticle t.f Revi^nue for the Company. 

3. That III 1775 it was put up to 
public contra^, and the contradl given to 
the lowcfl of filicen blddcis, thati'', to the 
man v.ho cjtoud the belt terms fop the 
Company, 

4.. That in 1777 it wrs given to MiV 
Macken/ic jor tbnr yeais, on the fame 
leims thatthe lowed bkldci had it in 1775* 

5 (Which the Manii,trs had lolaZ/y 
fsnik) 'I'liat in the year it w:*s 

giantcd to Mr, Mackenzie /o/ onr war 
tor.yn'y by Mr, franc is, Mr. VViieder, 
and Mr. H.iltings — the two fiilt being a 
77 ia]Qrtty of the Board. This omllilcm 
was the more unpaidonable, bec.uife the 
yil of the charge againlt Mr. Hallings 
was his negleui of the Company’s oiders, 
who InPecembcr 177^ had difappiovcd of 
the grant of the conn ad to Mr. Macken- 
zie in 1777, becaufe it Ind not been adver- 
tifed. — Now as this leitei ariivcd in Ben- 
gal in 1779 , contrad w.as again 

given to Mr. Mackenzie in 1780, when 
the diiapprobntion was fejl .7 in the recol. 
left ion of Mr. Fiancis and Mr. Hallings, 
ir was partial and uxjair to Jiuk thn 
ira'^fahrinu, and to go on to the grant to 
Mr Sullivan in 3781, wlio had it prccifely 
on tlie fame teims with Mr* Mackenzie. 

6. He fliould give a minute of Mr, 
Francis, in which he laid he thought, and 
he ilioiight truly, that it would be ba'l p key 
to give the* Opium C’oniiat^ on too low 
terms to any Contrador for vciy valid 
reafons, and which undouhtedly imbicrd 
lh« Board not to think ihis J. contradl, 
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which every adventurer in India might 
• ipeculate upon. 

7. He fiiould examine a gentleman 
who had been one of the Council at Patna, 
and accordingly Mr. Law was called to the 
bar, who faid, that from the time he came 
into the fervice in 1765 umll 177^, 
C^ium was a monopoly for the advantage 
of the Company’s lervants at Patna ; that 
W-tbey bought it at 200 Sicca rupees a cheft^ 
and generally fold it from 450 to 500 
rupees a chert; that Mr. Haltings took 
it from them and gave it to the Company. 

It appeared, that from 1775 17S5, 

the contrail price was 190 rupees a clielt, 
for a large quantity, as large as was in mort 
years procured, and an advance of 50 ru- 
pees a chert upon all manufactured beyond 
that quantity. 

Mr. Plumer then gave in all his evi- 
dence to fubrtantiate thelc faCls, which it 
did mofl completely i and then the Conrt 

V .adjourned. 

Mr. Law in the coiirfe of the day gave 
in a very material and important piece of 
evidence. The Managers had in the year 
1790 called Mr. Wright from the India 
Houfe, to prove the amount of Mr. Ha- 
ftings's fortune by a rtateincnt of the ?e?- 
mittmces made in bis name. Thole on 
hills and on diamonds turned out to he tivo 

V hundred zntS. thirty -a^bt thouf and pounds^ 
Irom which tlie inference drawn by the 
Alanageis was, that that was his fortune. 
Air. Law therefore called Mr, Woodman, 
who in conjunClIoii with Mr. Francis 
bykes and a Mr. Waller, were his attor- 
nies in England. Mr. Woodman fwote, 

above eighty tboufand founds of this 
money never came into their hands, but 
was indorfed over to other perfons ; that 
bills were drawn upoA them for other 
lums, whidi they paid away; and that 
the rtate of Mr. Haftings’s fortune, fiom 
1778 down to 1786, when it was finally 
delivcied over to him, was from leventy- 
tliree to fixty-five thoufand pounds ; the 
particulars being each yeai relpcClively 
rtated; that he never knew, nor did he 
believe that Mr. Haftings ever employed 
any other perfons on money tranfaClions, 
nor did he believe, that he ever remitted 
money, except to the three Gentlemen 
who had the management of his affairs. 
Mr. Burke did not chute to put any 
qiieftion to Mr. Woodman. 

One Hundred and Fifteenth Day. 

Monday, May 27. 

Mr. Plumer proceeded to complete his 
evidence on the Opium ContraCf ; and he 
proved the great addition to the public re- 
Part VI. 


venues which refulted from Air. Hartings’s 
having made Opium a i)ranch of revenue 
•for the Company in 177 3* He proved 
alfo, that the plan of lending Opium to 
China was a very wife plan for the year it 
took place in ; but that in faft it was not 
the p!ar. of Mr. Haftings, but a fchc-ine 
adopted by Mr. Wheeler, on the lecom- 
mendation of a very ingenious and induf- 
trious ofHcer, Colonel Watfon. 

He then proceeded to the Bullock Con- 
traCl, a fubjeft which had been much ex- 
patiated upon by men grollly and foolifhly 
ignorant; and he proved the following 
fails by evidence. 

ift. That fo far from its being as 
the Charge affirmed^ that Mr. Hartings, 
in the year 1779, aboliflied i. Contrail, 
without any complaint from the army of 
its inefficacy — the truth nvas^ that com- 
plaints of the mojl feriovs nature had been 
tranfrniticd ti(»m feveral corps of the army, 
to the commander in chief, and by him to 
Mr. Haftings. 

2d. That no pojjfihle remedy for fo 
dangerous an evil could be applied, un» 
h fs by giving a Contrail on fuch terms 
as ft'ioiild inline a faithful difeharge of fo 
important a fervice. 

3d. That upon this principle Sir Eyre 
Coote recommended in July 1779, and 
the Board agreed to that Contrait which 
is the fubjeil of the prefent Charge. 

4th. That by the evidence or Colonel 
Duff, and by various authentic docu- 
ments, it appeared, that the Contrail was 
not improvident either as to terms or 
numbers. 

5th. That when it was converted into 
an agency^ the lame chtcks and regula- 
tions were kept up. 

6tii. That the experience of the lafl war 
fully evinced the neceflity of attending 
mort diligently to this, the moll important 
branch ofmiliiaiy fci vicc. 

Mr, Plumer referred to the fentiments 
of the Marquis Cornwallis, of Colonel 
Duff, and of evfi y man of experience in 
India, tojuftify tlie Bullock Contrail. 

Mr. Dallas then went through Mr. 
Auiiol's agency for fiipplying the Carnatic 
wiili proviiions, which wiih equal ability 
he diverted of every fijadow of criminality, 
and proved, tliat inllead of cenfure Mr, 
Haftings defeived the praifes beffowed 
upon him by Mr. Pitt (when this 
Charge was before the Houfe), for having 
faved a nation from penrtiing by famine, 
by granting the agency to Mr. Auriol, 
a man, as deferibed by Mr. Pitt, of in- 
tegrity, ability, and honour. Air. Burke 
continued fo long in the crofs- examination 
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•f Mr. Auno!, that it was near fix o'clock 
iHfhcn this Charge ^as cloicd. 

Mr. Burke was proceeding to intei ro- 
tate vbe wUuefs upon matters of op’.n.on, 
when 

Karl Sianhopc ftrongly infixed that it 
was highly improper to examine oi ai tefli- 
inc»ny, when all that ihewiind's couidp^ ifi- 
bly know was cniticd upon rccoid, which 
wjs now in C*>iiit. 

Mr. Buike replied, that ‘he Commons 
• 1 Kngliind vvtio not hoiiud hy the opinion 
of an individiial Ttcr, Init only hy thcdc- 
teririination of their Lordlhips as a Court. 
He turiher in*iiicd, that the deft nchiut had 
frequently examined witiufies in that very 
mode, and thciefoiC he claimed the fanit 
light. 

'rheir Loi dfliips adjourned to the Upper 
Cliainbcr, and returned in half an hour, 
when 

'fhe Lord Chancellor declarcfl their 
opiriion, that the qucllions propofed by 
Mr. Burke were iiielevunt, and ought not 
to be put, 

Mr. Fox bowed to the judgment ; but 
be hoped and ir lifted ihat in future the 
Managers would have the fame impartiality 
dealt out to them as the prifoner’s Counfel 
had rc}' Gated ly experienced. 

At lix the Houl’c adjourned to the Upper 
Chamber. 

Onk am> Si\Tri'NTH Day. 

1 UEMiAY, A\tay aS. 

On this day tlie calc oi Mi. Hillings 
was toially cioled. IMi . Dail is put m the 
whole of the evidonct iitcefTiiy to ilud- 
datcMi. ai'cncy, tha. agcnc\ v;lin h 

IMr. Fill dJ.'iidad molt ftienuouliy in 
the fL^iifcol Curnmens. 

Fiuthei d.iCiiiTitnts were eft tied, on the 
ropiitty ol Ionic appoiniiiKui i that 
ad been mad: by JMi . Hall:iig‘ , wlvch 
M ijoi broil aiid Mi. w.ue 

brouo htloiw.ivd to p:ovc, A dilucuily 
arole ;foout ureiviiig the cviilircc of a 
Mr. Bellit, who hul rcniimcl India. 
jVlaj r Scott w.i:. tx -mintd as to iht time 
he came from India, -uid when he lilt 
Europe TO I loceed lor the F/ilt Indies to 
refimu- lus i ank in tliat part ol the world, 
with the reafons w-hich hid occaficutd his 
return. The Ma^oi ohferved, that he 
could not fay wh it might be his it.aions 3 
but one was, that he had a \t:y mode- 
rate fortune, and a yearly incicalc of his 
family. 

Seveial other documents were defiver- 
fd in on the Bullock comiacf, ai.d on 
the difTeience between the Sicca and 
euirGOt ^upees^ which had not been 
^aikcd iA the accounts. Mr. Wright 


explained thefe points in a fatisfa?lory 
iTijnner 5 and the Counfcl for Mr. Ila/t* 
mgs then begged leave to produce the 
fi-vcral leftimon’vals wlucb had been fer.t 
f.tun India in favour of Mi , Haltings, by 
the Mu'quis Cornwallis, as the belt itply 
tint could be given to that fort of general 
which had been fo pleiuifully iieaped 
upon Mr. Haltings. 

'I'o this iMr. Buike made Tome fort ^ 
of ol'jection 3 but on Mi . Law reading to 
him a quotation from Lis Jptech^ 
in which he flood fledged to intro., 
diice this evidence, it p. lfcd, as alio the 
addiefieb to Mr. JLdlings from the 
C-'ivil Servants of the Company, and from 
the Offietjb of the rtimv, and allb the 
unanimous thanks of the Courts 0+ Di- 
rectors and Propiietors, al>pr(,rj*’d by Mr, 
Diindas, M*‘* (t'ow Loid) Gicnvilie, 
Lord Walfmgham, and Lord Mulgravc, 
the Membeis of the Boaid of Controul, 
for his lo/ 7 g^ fiutbfid, and able fcu'ViUS \ 
and with this snuh of c^idfuct: 10 ithut 
the charge of having opprejfrd, luuini., 
mid dcjhoyid tht flutist ^ of India, of 
having malt rially af tdivd thi ihlt 1 eji,s of 
ibe Qufhpan), and and UCm 

graded till. Bnt<ni n.ime and cluia^Ut, 
did the Cou.di.1 of Mt. Hapingu con- 
clude. 

Mr. Hdtings, vviien all ihe evidc'iice i 
was clodd, addullcd the Coiut lo iliQ 
following Itcil : 

MV LORDS, 

Aly evidence is now brought to its 
clofc. 

Siililcicnt has, I triift, been .already 
done tor tvery iininediate purjuue of 
nccdfjr) iuhification \ and n ib rmi, my 
Lords, fioin any appi el.i nfion v.|iicli 
I elite tain, left ariy di iefi s of this kind 
ijiouid o.itt, 01 fii>m A v.iiri opinion 
that iiuy cuLiid be luppiied by me, th.at 
I jjiti.nt mylelf once in<ae to your 
Lordihijib’’ attention . Nn, my Lords, X 
h.wt il.c pi oof- which 1 have otfeicd to 
its juft aihf cfFecKial opeiallon, without 
any dcgice of doubtful anxiety for the 
jfliie. But, iny Louis, I rile for a pur- 
pole which no external icibmony can ade- 
qu.«t:ly lupi'.'y, to cimv^y to }our Lord- 
ftu’ps' mmUb a iaii&tadion winch honour- 
able innuls liny polfibly cxpcft, and 
winch U'c loUnin alf^vei ations of a man 
impuli.il v.irli a due fenic of the facred 
oiiiigations (,f leJigion and honour can 
aiojte adequately convey. 

I know that the adlual motives of 
human ctuuhi6lare often dark and myfte- 
Vious, .'iud lonu times infciulabie. As 
far as the fubje6t is capable of furtlter 
afcGrtninmtnt, and the tuiih can be fealed 
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by a ftilJ rnol-e foJemn atfeftation, it it a 
duty which innocence owes to itlelf to 
afford it. 

In the prefence, therefore, of that 
Being, from whom no leciets are hid, I 
do, upon a full review and icrutiny of 
my pad life, unequivocally and con- 
feientioufly declai e, that in the adminif- 
iration of that tiiilt of Goveinment, 
^ ivhich was duiing fo many ycais confided 
to me, I did in no iiiltance intentionally 
facrifice the intereff of my countiy to any 
private views of rny own perlonal advan- 
tage : that, according to my bell (kill and 
judgment, I iiivaiiably promoted the 
elHintial intcrefts of my employers, the 
happinefs and prorpenty of the people 
committed to my charge, and the wclfiire 
and honour of my countiy, and at no 
time with more entire devotion of mind 
and purpofe to thefc objects, than during 
that period in which my acculers have 
endeavoured to repreient me as occupied 
jjnd engrofled by the liaie pmluit ot low, 
fordid, and intervii6U'd emolument. 

It may be cxpeHed of me to lay fome- 
thing in addition to what you have 
heard from Mr. Woodman, rdpeftmg 
the a6Iual llatc and extent of my loiinne. 

He lias pioved the total amount of iny 
icmiitances from India duiing the period 
of iny Goveinment j and lint the ba- 
lance of my fortune, when lad adiullcd, 
Ihoiily after my return to England in 
1785, amoumed to little moie than 
65,000!. 

I proteft in the name of Almighty 
God, that 1 made no icmittanccs to 
England duiing that peiiod vvhjcij weic 
notm-'dc to him, and my oihrr Atiornies 
jtn'ncd 111 trull with him j tint 1 had no 
other perfons m England, or Europe, m 
truftof mypecuniaiy concerns; and that 
his account of thole lemitlances is accu- 
rately true, accoidsng to niy belt means of 
knowledge and belief upon the fubjeit ; 
and that, including thole lemittanccs, I 
at no time puil'eiied a lortune which ex- 
ceeded, at its molt extended amount, the 
fum of xoo,oool. and in this calculation 
I would be undeiltood to cnniprehend 
every kind and defeription of property 
whatlbevcT : That, at the peiiod of iny 
return to England, my foitune did not 
exceed the balance already mentioned to 
have been then in the hands ot my Attor* 
nics by more than the Aim of 25,000!. 
amounting, on the Urgeft calculation, to 
an aggregate Ibm ot between 80 and 
90,000!. and all the property which 1 
pofTefs itands pledged at the prefent mo- 
ment for the diAAiarge of fuch d«bti as I 


have con trailed fince the Commencenlent 
of this Jong-dcpcnding Trial, 

TUclc are the enormous fiuits of 
thirteen years of imputed rapacity and 
peculation, and of upwards of thirty 
years of ailive and important lervice ! I I 

My Lords, I know not bow I 
can more fully and explicitly dilavow 
every purpole of appropriating to my 
own benefit any of the vai'ious fums re- 
ceived, and applied by me to the Compa- 
ny's lei vice in moments of extreme 
peril and exigincy, than in the very term# 
in wlfch I exprefled lucli diAvowal at 
your Lordi'hips* bar in the month of 
June 1791. I again repeat, that I 
I'ol'Mnnly, and with a pure jconfcience, 
afHiin, that I never did haibour fuch a 
thought for a fingl** i'lfiaiit.'* 

If, m iidvlitKiiv to the proof upon your 
Lordfh'p*,' table ot tlie jiiui^c and ne- 
celilty or the niealu es which are the lub- 
jetHs of the two fiilf Ai tides of the 
Charge, it can be icquiied ot me by an 
iiwc of ib’emn and lacred aitdtaiion on my 
put to vouch the tiuth of my delcncc m 
tiu/e p'u liculars, and to vintilcatc my 
ch’iaitcr rroiii the untounded charge 
of inabcc allcdgcdio have been cnteita n- 
cil by me againlt the immediate objects of 
tholo intdAires, I once more call God to 
witnefs, that no motive of perlbnul 
mmitjy no views (d perlonal culvanlagc 
to myielf or others, induced the adop- 
tion, on my p.ut, of any of ihofe inea- 
iuies for wliich I am at this day ciimi- 
iially qiidtioued 5 but that, in every in- 
ilancc*, 1 aded under the immediate and 
iirgeiii Icnfe of public duly, in obedience 
to ihc in cli ft ible demands of public fdety, 
and to vindicate the juit lights of the 
Kinpiie committed to my cue againfl 
thole who, in a moment of its greatclt 
perd, were engaged in noltile confederacy 
to deftroy it. 

1 have no doubts, but that upon a fair 
review of all the exifting circumlfances, 
and the means of intormation then before 
me, no lavifh or impropei expcndirtiie of 
public money will be found to have taken 
place in rei'pedt to the contracts formed 
during my adminillraiion. 

For the prudence and Aiccefs of the 
regulations adopted and purlucd in rc-^ 
I'pcCt to the controul and management ot 
the public revenue, I ti uft 1 lyiay be allow- 
ed to appeal to the fluuriOiing condiiioii 
which the Company’s psoviuccs enjoyed 
during the period of my goveimiunt, and 
which has been, fiom the continued ope^ 
ration of the lame caufe, in a courie of pi b- 
grelHve improvement to the prefent hour. 

K z I Jwovf 
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I know that your Lordfhips will, in 
your own enligh&ned and impartial wif- 
dom, jiittly ciliinate the difficultic's by 
which 1 was furrounded during a Jong 
and arduous period of public fervico : 
that you will allow for :ill the enibairaiT- 
ments aiifing from ihe Jong counteiailion 
of my aObciates in the Goveimnent ; for 
errors refuliing fiom the honed impertcc- 
tion of my own judginent j from neca- 
(lonal defeience to t)>e counlcls ol others, 
and from tlic varying Icni'e ol ex|je<lieney 
which at diH'crent peiiods governed my 
own. 

Your LordJhIps well know, tliat the 
impel ions exigencies of public affairs often 
prefent to the fervaiits of the State no 
alternative hut the painful choice of con- 
tciuling evils. 

I'he tranfeendant and pci'mptory duty 
of my fjtu itioii was to derive and !o piociire 
the nccLlfuy means of public lafely. 
Feeling, as I did, the exigencies of the 
Government as my own, and every pref- 
fure upon them reding with etjual weigirt 
upon my mind ; befieged, as allbme times 
I was, by the hourly and clamorous rm- 
portunities of eveiy department of the 
military fervicej goaded at other's wrth 
the cries of our then famdhed fottlements 
on the coalt of Coromandel, ihould I 
have deferved well, I do not fay of my 
country, but of the common caide of 
fulFeriiig humanity, if I had punitilioully 
ilood aloof from thole means of liipply 
which gratitude or exiHiiUtron hadcn.thled 
me toaupropriate to the inliant relief of 
lucli diltredes ? 

The whole tenor and condu6f of my 
public life is now, my Lord; , before you : 
It has iindergoiu- a icrutiny of uich ex- 
tent and feverlty, as can find no paiallel 
in former timess and 1 tiult will, in many 
of the peculiar cii'c uni dances which have 
chara£ferized and diitinguiUied this Trial, 
leave no example to the future. 

My Lords, 1 have now performed the 
moft folemn duty of my life, and with 
this I clofe my defence. 

I may now, Itrud, aiVuredly confider 
myfelf as arrived at the tUrelhold of my 
deliverance; at that period when no delay 
or procrallination can prevent the fpeedy 
and final tei'minatit>n of the proceedings 
now depending before your Lordihips. 

After fuch recent and acceptable proof 
on the part of your Lordilnps, of your 
earned (lirpofitioii to accelerate the con* 
c’ufion of this Trial, it would betray an 
unwarranted and unbecoming didrud of 
your juitice, to offer any requeft to your 
LcrUfhips on tliisfubje^t, had 1 not other 


caufes of appreheniion. At this momen'* 
tous and awful crilis, ignorant of what 
may be in the minds of others, I am 
compelled to obviate every poilible^ even 
though improbable danger. , 

In the fliort addrefs which I mads to 
your Loidlhips on Friday lad, I dated, 
that 1 ihould wave the oblervatioris of iny 
Counfel on the evidence of the Article 
then before the Court, and both the open* V' 
ing and the application of the evidence on 
the next ; and that I madethefe facrifiGes, 
well aware of their irnporance, for the 
exprels pm pole of affording ample time 
to my prol'ecutors, during what remain- 
ed of the probable term of this Seflion, to 
make iheir reply. 

If the Managers for the Commons had 
been equally delirous of accelerating the 
clvilb of this Trial, and I had a right to 
liipjHJic that they were lb, from their 
repeated dcclaiationsto that effefl, what I 
luid laid might have been condrued as an 
offer of mutual accommodation ; but, my 
Lords, it was icceived with relentment, 
and aniwered with reproach, and worfe 
iniinuation. 

What other concludon can I put upon 
this con lutl, but that which is conveyed 
to my ears from every quarter ; that they 
mean to tudeavour to prevail on your 
Lotdfliips to adjour n over this Trial to its i 
Juvc/iti} year, that one more may be 
given them to prepare their replies. I do 
not know that this is their intention ; but 
1 may be allowed to flippofe it ; and 
though inipreffed with the Hrnied contidencc 
of the jiilt and favourable dil’polition of 
your Lmchxrips, 1 cannot but dread the 
event ot a queftion in which iny rights 
iiipy at ilfue with fuch opponents as 
the Managers of this prolecution, fpeak- 
ing in the name of the Houl'e of Commons, 
and of ail the Commons of Great Bri- 
tain. 

To meet fuch an attempt, if made, I 
humbly offer to your Lordihips the fol- 
lowing ai'guments, moil anxiouliy recom* 
mendlngilicm to your conlideration. 

In an addrefs to a Court of Britilh 
Peers, I cannot offend by pleading the 
rights which 1 poiTefs as a Britilh fubjeft— 
rights which arc affnred to me in com- 
mon with all nry Fellow- Subjects of this 
realm, by the pledges of ancient char- 
ters, and the fanftion of an oath, the 
inoft lb lernir thitcan be tendered or taken 
by m.m. My Lords, I claim the per- 
iotmanco of thatlacred promife, in all its 
implied obligations, that jullice be adini- 
iiiltercd to me, and that it be adminiftcred 
now. 


Jn 
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In the long perbd of another year> 1 
may be numbered with thofe of my Noble 
Judges whom I have, with foirow, feen 
drop off year after year j and in aggrava- 


tion of the lofs which I have fullained 
by their deaths, I may thus lole the 
judgment of their furvivors by iny own 
To the precepls and fandions ot” the 


* Lift of Peers who hmve dud finer the Cemmenitment of the Lnpeacbment» 
DUKES. 


Cumberland 

Manchefler 

Montagu 

Montrofe, Earl Graham. 

Chandos 

St. Albans 

Somerfec 


- 


EARLS, 


Huntingdon 

Clarendon 

Pom fret 

Kinnoul 

Ferrers 

Sandwich 

Hardwicke 

Stanhope 

Paulett « 

Strafford 

Orford 

Oxford 

Effingham 

Cowper 

Frederick Earl of 

Talbot 

Francis Earl of Guild- 

Waldegrave 

Guildford 

Mansfleld 

ford 

Darlington 

Abercorn 

Buckinghamfhire 


viscouN rs. 


Montague 

Bolingbroke 

Courtv^nay 

Dudley and Ward 



BARONS. 

Le Defpencer 

Berwick 

Rodney- 

Mulgrave 

Say and Sele 

Heathfleld 

Gage 

Foley 

Grantley 

Craven 

Dover 

Camelford. 

Boringdon 


BISHOPS. 


Dr. Shipley, of St. Afaph Dr. Law, of Carlifle Dr. Horne, of Norwich 

Halifax, of Sc. Afaph Thurlow, of Dm ham VVilfon, of Huftol 

Beauclerk, of Hereford Rolf;# of Exeter Thomas, of Rochefler. 

Harley, of Hereford 



SCOTS PEERS in the laft, but not in this Parliament. 

Marquis of Lothian 

Earl of Aberdeen 

Earl of Galloway 

Earl of Diinmore 

Earl of Caffilis 

Selkiik 

Hopecoun 

Kiiinaird. 


CREATIONS. 

, 

Duke of Clarence 

Lords Fiflierwick 

Lords Douglas, Earl 

Lords Harewood 

Lords Heathfleld 

Fife 

of Moreton 

Cage 

Kenyon 

Grimflone 

Douglas, Lord 

Gienville 

Dover 

Malmlbury 

Mulgrave 

Douglas 

Auckland. 


NEW BISHOPS. 



Dr. Horne, of Norwich 
Vernon, of Carlifle 
Buiici, of Exeter 


Dr. Douglas, of Sallfbury 
Cleaver, of Chetter 
Horiley, of Sc. David’s f 
Beadon, of Giouce/fer 

NEW PEERS OF SCOTLAND. 
Baris of Kelly Earls of Dumfiics Earls of Glafgow 

Lauderdale Elgin Torj^iichen 

PEERS who have fuccccdcd by DefeenC. 
Duke of MancheRer Earls Stratford Earls Stanhope 


Dr. Madan, of BrlHol 
Sutton, of Noi wich 
Stuart, of Sc. Duvid’s. 


Baion Somerville. 


Montrofe, E. 

of Graham 
Somerfec 
Baris Ferrers 
Paulett 
Clarendon 
Pomfrec 
Sandwich 


Effingham Oxford 

G uildford Vifcounts Montague 
Darlington Bolingbroke 

Buckinghamfhire Courtenay 

Hardwicke Dudley and 

Orford Ward 

Marquis of Abercorn Baron Craven 
Earl Kmnoul 

Total Peers dead, or Scots Peers in the laR, but not in this Parliament 
Total Creations, new BiHiops, and new Scots Peers — • 

Total Peers fuccccding by defeenc — — — — 


Barons Montague, of 
Boughton 
Rodney 
Camelford 
Foley 

Say and Sele 

Grantley 

Heatliheld. 


30 


Total Changes from the Commencement of the Impeachment, to 0 £t. 9» 1793^ 117 

f Since promoted to the fee of Rochelter, vice Dr. Thomas, deceafed* 

law. 
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I join the rights which arc derived 
tVodi the pra£iic^ of it. In the other 
Courts of this kii gdom, then criminal 
prccel's is limited in its cluiation, by ex- 
prefs aiul )K)fitive regulations. 

On this high Court, ch^irgal with other 
vaiiou-i and impoitant duties, the wil- 
dom of our anceftois has impol'ed no 
lelbaint, hut the rule ol honour j and to 
that honour I make this, my laft appeal ; 
humbly piaying, th it it in the comic of this 
haitl aiul iong-cxUntled 'I'liah I have 
coruiu6led nul’clf wiili the moll patient 
and reiptiKul fubiniihon, and boinc all 
the aggiavating circunilhmces of it with a 
lianquillity of mind which nothing but a 
conftioulntfs of inte^iity, and an equal 
reliance on your ultimate juilice, could 


have fupported, 1 may 6blain rom youf 
Lordlhips this only grace, that your • 
XfOrdlhips will order the tiia), now palf 
its legal procefs, to continue 10 its fmal 
oncluiion during the prelcnt Sefjion. 

After Mr. Haftings had fiiiillied, both 
Mr. Fox and Mr. ilurke remaiked upon 
the very great freedom which he had taken 
with the Managers, and iblcmnly den:^:i.i< 
tliat they had the lead willi for a farther 
delay of this enormoully long Tiial, and 
that no part of the delay goiild fairly be 
attributed to them. Mr. Fox felt the 
charge l‘o Ihongly, that he laid he lliould 
appeal to Jatis^ to Ihew that the Manageis 
wcie not to blame 


♦ On their Lordlhips' return to the Upper Chamber of Parliament, they agreed, after a long 
•oiivcrfatiuii, to adjourn the further proceedings till iVidn.fday jennight. 

This Rciolution being immediately communicated by a inclfigeto the ttouje of 

Mr. Buike immediately rofe, and contended that the day appointed foi the f:iitiit.r pro- 
ceeding in the Trial, which pioceeding was for the reply ot the Managers to the volummovis 
evidcuce adduced cn tlie part of the defendant, and on that day clofed, was a (!.:>' too early 
for them to comply with. He laid, the Lords in this Rcfoiution had rvitlicr cunfulted their 
own dignity, than the caufe of juflice. He .nnimad verted upon the extraordinary appeals 
made by Mr. Hulliugs to the Lords, to excite an indignation againR the Houfe of L oiinnons ; 
and dwelt with foine warmth uixiii the condud purfued lor thepurpofe of aifronts to the 
Managers, and through them to the Houfe, whole ftrvants they wvre. — The prolecuiioii, he 
ohferved, was one inllUuted on the part of the natirn. As tho Managers of tliat Impeach- 
ment had been calumniated (the Right. Hon. Member here alluded particularly to what had V 
fallen from a Right Rev. Prelate on Satuiday in Welfminllcr Hall), he w'as defirous that 
their conduA might be invefligaCed and decided upon by me Houfe j he wilhed fucli mvcftiga- 
tlon and opinion ru have the iitmoil pofliblc publicity, and for that rcalon he fhouUl pio. 
pofe their condudl to he invclligated by a Coniaiitiee of the whole Houfo He Ihould 
thcteforc move, tiiar ilie PJonfe (hould on Moiulny next refolve iticlf lulo a Committee, to 
Cake into coundeiation the preient Rate of the Impeachment cf Warren Haibiigs, £fq. iu 
which Coinmiitcc it was his intention to call evidence to prove that the Managers intrulted 
by that Houle with the loipcachmciic had neither proua^cd the Tiial by unnectlfary delay , 
uur had precipitated it Co Che defeat of jultice. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Pitt) was of opinion, that the Houfe by following 
the precedent in the Tiial 0/ Lord Oxford, which went to the appointment of a Seledt 
Committee to examine and report, would produce expedition, and as much publicity, as by 
the propofed Committee of the whole Houfe, the examinatiori of wiCneflcs in which would 
inicrrupt the public buiinHb of the country. 

Mr. Pox with much warmth declared that the Managers had been accufed in a manner, ia 
am^thtr place, as unexampled in precedent, as groundlcL in point of juthce. He called on tlie 
Houle to vindicate ttic characters of their fervants, and for thiY re?lon (hould fupporc the 
propoltd enquiry. Infmuationsof delay on the part of the Managers had been thrown out in 
iuch a manner, as to render it irapofTible to afeertaia to what point they were directed. — He 
pledged hi mid f, hoi^cver, to prove, upon the minutcfl invcftigaiion, that the Managers had 
done every thing they could iiave done to promote a fpcedy conclufion to the Trial, and that 
the deicMlnut had on the other fide promoted every delay. It was without example, when 
fuch notorious dll jiorinefs had been praChfed by the defendant and his friends, that they Ihould 
have the audacity to charge the Commons with dil itoiinefs. He was defirous with the R*ght 
Honourable Geiukman (Mr, Burke) that .m enquiry ftiould be gone into with every degree of 
publicuy 5 he wilhcd iheretoie, if the bufinefs (hould be referred to a Seleft Committee, as 
propoled by ihe Chancellor of the lixchequcr, and to which he recommended Mr. Buike to 
agiec, that the Houfe would on the itporc declare their decided opinion in fuch a manner as 
(bould fally exempt the Managers from any degree of bkime attempted to belhiownon their 
eoAiiuC'f. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Burke declared his acquiefcence to the appointment of a Seleft Committees 
, Mr. Wigley hoped that the motion would not produce delay. * 

Tht- motion for the appointment of a SeleA Committee was then put and carried, and the 
following Gentlemen weie appointed liie Committee : 

Mr. Jjiii ke Mi . Kaker Secretary at War Sir M. Ridley 

Mr. Piit Mr. Powys Mr. Fox Mr, Lamhtoii 

Mr. Wilberfcrcc Mr. C. Toivnfhend Mr. Shendan Mr, Whitbread, jun« 

Lord Mornington L >id Carysfort Mr. VVyndham Mr, Crewe 

Mi. Jenkii.Coa Mr. W, Sni-th Mi. Grey Mr. Wigky, 

y. Ml. Ryder Mr, D. Noiili Mr. Deist 

Tile Committee were orcfeicd to meet at eight in the cvenirg in the Speaker’s Ch.vnber ; to 
have the power ol adje uinmg to fucli time and place as they liiought ht; and to fit notwith* 
Handing any adjournmtni of the Houle, ^Five to be a Qui.ium. 

Ml . Baker nekt lofe :o call the attention of the Houh* to .1 hiirinefs intimately conned^cd with 
that into which they had jufl voted an enquiry . — W h.:t he wilBed ro hi ing under the confidcra* 
lion of the Houfe was a giofs L:bel, which ihtir honour demanded fliould be in fomc form or 
other noticed and piocecded on.—ln the World of yefterday, hefaid, liieich.id heyn inleited 
a ch.uge of the moft fcandalous n.iturc 011 the M.^n.^gtIs, through them on the Houfe, and 
through the Houfe on thofe whom they rtpitfemed. As he ban not decided on the form in 
which he fhould prefent the Libel, he would not then read it, it yvould he found mijioflible 
for the Houfcio fufferit to pals without taking fome immediate aunhuted wordt to a 

certiin pei fon [alluding to the obfti vatioiis which h d falLn fiom ilic 'Aichh.lh' p of Yoi k on 
that day — fee p. 64 col. i . J, which he thought impcllible hn* the perloii named to have nfed j 
Hit L'hel would thvtefc<ic left upon the alleitorsj but wherever il fltould ul imately leA, it 
would be for that Houfe, by a futuie proceeding, to Ihew, that they would not fuffci their 
character to be tuaduced by any man, however high or however low. He concluded by 
giving notice that he w ould on a futuic day icad the paper and make a motion thereon. 

Mr. C. Townlliend faid, llie Reveiend Prelate alnided to had that day met u fevere 
misioitune in the dcaih of hs daughter — he hoped iherefoie that ihe Hon. GtntKn.an would 
Cit leaf! h rtho piefeiu ahllam fiom his motion. 

Mr. Brkei >tw,'ed In'-, nonce for theprefent, and fatd hefliuuld take time to confidcrof tlifi 
^^ufmefs, fiom wh.it had f.silcu fiom his Hon. Friend, 

Mr, Buike thought i way nuglit l>e puilucd fuudble to the dignity of the Houfe, and to the 
feelings of Gentlemen foi a mi'ifoiiune whicli had happened, and to which they w’erc .*itl liable. 
He did not think the <iuuflu<n was, what had or had not palled in Wehminfttr Hall, but 
vhctlier publiftiing what had been publ.lhed, true or falfe, was decent, or to be ptimittcd, 
during the pending of a Trial, iie wasdecukdly forche piufecntioii of tlicPublifhcr of ihtL.bcl. 

-Mf^B k^-r faid, he had noc noticed ti>e!*.''per for the mete piofccucion ol the pub J. flic 1, hut 
to go as far as blame or the cenfure of ti.ai: iioufc ci»uld joftly extend. 

Ml. Siic.'Kbii rok*, nut to Ly wlicil.ei the woicis alluded to were lit to be pubjifhed or hot, 
but to ohieive, that if they weie hi :o be fpoken in VVeflminfftr Hall, or any where clfe, the 
Managers of the Impeachment weic no longer fit tobcenriufted by that Houfe. 

The next day [VJay 29], Mr. Townfht'nd, attended !»y Mr. hheiidan, Mr. Grey, and 
others, appealed at the bai oi the Houi.- ok L rus, and Hated, that as the evidence on the 
Trial ot Mr, Hafliugs was extremely vulumiiiou>, and would require a longer lime to bs 
confideiedby the Managers than the time fixed by iheLordc, it w,i» therefore requifite that a 
longer time fhould be given for titat puipofe. The Members of the Heuie ol Commons 
having wiiiulrawn, 

Lord Stanhope moved, that the Houfe fhould piocecd on the Trial on .Monday fe'nniglit, 
which was agreed to. 

On the folloiMiig day [May 50], Mr. Towiifliend brought up the report of the Committee 
appointed by the i-Iousi. ( f Commons to examine into the Hale of tlie Impeachment agalnft 
Mr. HaHings. 

The report being read, a motion w-is made iliai a mtlLge be fent to the Lords tc dcfirc a 
further day on tlie pait ot the Mnnigers to reply. 

Mr. Wigley lamented the Icngili into whlcii the Tiial had run, the fitii.iiion of Mr, Haftings, 
the uneafinefs of his mind, and the expe-nce of defending his caule. He conceived that the 
Managers might have taken notes, and availed ihcmielves ol eveiy opportunity to icply j and 
he was perfuaded, that when they exibitcd the Cliugus they could anticipate, in a very con^ 
fiderable degiee, the evidence that Mr. HalVmgs would bring forward. 

Mr. Fox pruteHed, he lamented tire length of thcTnal as much as any man. The learned 
CeqtUhfiaii who had juH fat down feetned to throw the bUme on Mr. Burke, but he was 

fwd 
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mdy to tako his {bare of (!nt blame. He (honM not lay the blame on the accufers nor on 
file defendants, nor yet on the Judges, bcMufc he could not fay that any one of the three • 
(hould he charged wuh it. The Houfe would recoiled, when this Impeachment was fcnt up 
to VV«ftminller-Hall, the Managers propofed to iry the Charges Charge by Charge. The Lords 
would not accede to this j tliey infirted that Mr. Haftiiigs, in joftice, fhouW not bsp called on 
for h.s del ncc tiil the whole of the Charges ivcrc exhibited againft him; for this reafon, that 
he fhoiild I1.WC an opporiuuity of rcbaiting one Chaige with the evidence of another. The 
IVlaiijgcis v-’erc accuied of bringing forward inadmsfTible evidence. There was no general 
rule o' evidence piefcrihed; when evidence was piop:>fed, the Lords retired to their ow'n 
‘chamber and debated the queftion there. He would not fay but the Lords a£led very properly^' 
in leicitmg fn.Ji evuh ncc as they did rrjed^; but he would fay, on the other hand, that the evi- 
dence ptopokd by the Managtis was fuUi, that it would have been cul{>ablc on their part 
not to have p.ropofcd it. 

It was true this was the fixdi year fincc the commencement of this Trial, but the whole 
luunber ol day', in which the Lords fat on it amounted only to 116. The Lords one day 
would give iii.ticf, that (hey would attend at twelve, when the Lord Chancellor, from other 
official avorations, could not come down till three; ihcMan.igers under that expetlation would 
perhaps /Liy fomewhai 1 iter tlie next, when to their furpnze the Chancellor had taken tho 
chair at twelve. The opening of the Begum Charge (Kcupied three days, winch djd not ap- 
pear to have been entirely devoted to the taufeoi eloquence, for iicort the dcfendani’s Coiinfel 
cr.lii ^r nine to anfwer, and perhaps they w'ould find it was fliort enough. He then contrafted 
Iho conduit of Ml. Haffings with that of the Managers — the former was not called on to 
make Ins defence till the whole of th<i Chaiges wue exhibited agamlthim — the latter agreed^ 
and were permuted to leply Charge by Charge. 

The Manag«.rs weie obliged to re id the whole of the evidence : Mr. Haftings was only 
cilled Oil ro lead the lit-idb of Ins. The Managers w'cie cdlcd on to make chcir replication 
in the coviile of ten days ; Mr. Haltiugs Ind lioui the 301I1 of May to the 15th ol Febi'unry 
following to m.ike his defence; lie would ieav'e it to the Houle if the Managers had not a 
right to iNpc.-t th • fame mdulgeuci*. 

Mr. Vaiifitui t laid, if be undci ilood rlghMy, Uic cbj‘ft of ihe Managers in the Melfage to the 
Lnids was loobcd.na week longtr than the Lotds piopo'ed, to digeff live fiiil Charge, which 
he believed was the Cenaus, and an irucrvalof five weeks longei to picpirc the ftcond. They 
firll, in III*, opiiiinu, was not .-n umcafonabic rtqiicff . Hu vviQitd fmuurely that the replication 
could Ic coiichulcd ihi' Scfl’ou. If it could, it woulu be Uill two ycuis before the Lords 
conlo pioimunce jod^muit ; lor ihe ntxt Scflions would be Ihoil enough tor Mr. Hai\i:«gs to 
make hit obfei va'W'os on tlie Rcphc.it on,‘n)d it would be ntceliary ilun that the Lords Ihould 
lake another Stflinns i.» cxa.ninu and wr.if^h the whole m then inunU. 

Mr. kite did not ex|)c<!!l that tiiu Maivigeis would be able to conclude m the piefeiu 
as an attendance could nor he expelled. 

The boliciior-Gcnti.d hud a tew woidt, after which the Houfe divided. 

For the Motion, S7. Againff it, 4a Maioiiiy, 45. 

Mr. Burke then muved, “ fluit a Mcffage be lent from the Comniuiis to llie Lords, to 
inform them, (hat on a confideracion of the liial of Mr. Haitmgs, it would not he in the 
power ot the Managers, in cnn/equcuce of the mafs of evidence not yet punted, to proceed to 
reply to the defence of Mi. Hdliiiigsoii the day required by their Loiulbips, in cunfeqUviice of 
wiiK'h they defircd a furth.er d^y,” 

Alter lume convcrfaiion thi.*'. was agreed to ; .and Mt. C. Townfliend was ordered to carry 
it to the Lords. 

Mr. Buike again rofe, and alter expictiing his anxiety for the honour and dignity of that 
Houle, which was implicated in the chai.idei' of the Manageis, moveU, “ That the Managets 
Ivj rcquiied to piepare and lay hcfoie the Houfe the ffate of the pioceedings in the Tiiai of 
Warien Haltiugs, Ffq. to rtlue the circumllancjs .'iittnding it, and to give their opinion, and 
n^aka ob-eivations on ilic fama, in explanation ot thole ciicumltmces. " 

Mr. Lonj» oppofed the motion. 

Mr. Wigicy moved the pievious queftion. 

Mr. Shciidan made fume jocofe obfcrvations on the grc.it attention with which the le.irncd 
Gentleman had watched the cnudufl of die Managers at ihe Tii.il. He could not ti II whether 
their atteiuLnce in that part of VVtffnuntter.h'.U was owing to iheir not h.aving any pioUirional 
bufiiicfs in any other part of the H.hII. Thefe leirned Cienilemen weie veiy defnuus of 
huriying on the Tiial; but they (hould cr.nfider, that, probablv, the Managers were not 
pofT-ffed of their great abilities, to enable them to look over the necelTaiy fpecches and evidence 
in fo fhorc a fpace of Umc* He Ihould wilh to fee them lake up the bufmefr, and bear what 

an 
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jln dbid reply they would make in that ihort time they propofed-^he had no d<^u&C but it would 
• be a very caiious and entertaining produ£lion< 

Mr. Francis fupported the motion. 

The Solicitor- General wiflied to Ivave it withdrawn. 

Mr. M. /i. Taylor fupported it, and defended the condudi of the Managers during Che courfe 
of the Trial. 

Mr. Buike called loudly upon the juftice of the Houfe, either to difmifs him from their 
fervice as a Manager of this Impeachment) or allow him to defend himfelf from the afperrions 
which bad been throw .1 npoii his charadler. He claimed merit from his former forbe.irance 
vS>n this fuhjedt. He believed the Lords had fometimes judged improperly of the conduct of 
the Managers } he had often felt that they had done fo; and nothing but Mis earnefl defre of 
the fuccefsof the Impeachment) and his unwilliogncfs to throw any impediment in Che way of 
it) could have induced him to be filent fo long : but now, when fo much calumny had 
‘ gone abroad againfl him, it was impolllble to forbear. The dignity of Che Houfe was loll for 
ever, if they did not boldly, openly, and manfully contradi£) the falfehonds which had been 
circulated againi^ thofe pcrfons whom they had appointed to reprefentchem. 

He never wifhed the Houte of Lords to conhder us dignity or interests as feparate fcom thofe 
of the Houfe of Commons ^ when it did, all would be lull. And if the Houfe of Commona 
negleficd) at this time, Co make icfelf refpedfed by the People and the Lords, he Im ked upon 
their powei of Impeachment to he gone; — he would not exert eloquence if he iiofTcffcd any, 
nor even arguments, to defend himfelf: — all he wanted to ftate were plain naked fadls, on 
which every man might judge for himfelf. Since the beginning of this Ti iai, his lot had been 
jieculiarly hard. I'he whole body of the corroption of India had fallen upon him i umedtaCcly ; 
the Jackalls, and the Royal Tygers which they followed, began to tear him without mercy, as 
well as his brother Managers, He therefore once more demanded of the Houfe to defend him 
or difmifs him. 

Mr. Sheridan faid, the public had long been accuRomed Co hear that the delay in the Trial of 
Mr. HaRings was owing to the negUdl of the Manageisj but when they were told that they 
liad taken up in their o^iening fpeeches only 18 days, that the prifuner's Counfel had taken 22 
days for their Ipeeches, that the Trial might have been ended in one SeRion of Parliament if 
the L'irds had chofen to attend every day, and that they had not fat many more days than fome 
^leflion Committees, then the public would alter its opinion. To Rale and prove thefe things 
vvas the objedtof his Hnn, Friend’s motion) and therefore he would vote for it. 

Mr. Dundas thought it would be prudent m the Right Honourable Manager to withdraw his 
motion, though, if lie perfiRed in it, he would give him his vote. He agreed perfedlly with 
him) that the Managers had had great caufe of complaint, but he truAed it would not be fo in 
future. The motion might, in its confequences, lead to a mifunderRanding that would be fatal 
to tbf! Ij^gq^aeCfTmeiitt 

Mr. Burke Rill thought his motion prudent and advifeablc. 

Mr. Wyndham was of the fame opinion. He thought the Managers had been fo ill- treated, 
that the Houfe ought not to lufe a moment in averting its dignity and privileges. It had been 
faid) perhaps no infulcs would be offered in future. He hoped thei e would not : but the 
Managers might be treated in fuch a way, thactliey m ghcfetl themfelves hurt, and yet that 
Houfe could not cake nonce. They Ibould let the world fee they would vindicate their 
charadlers. 

Mr. Jenkinfon propofed, by way of amendment to .Mr. Burke’s motion, that the latter part 
of it be left out, and that no opinion or obfervattons fhould be given. 

Mr. Burke faid, that amendment would limit the Managers too much in their defence. 

Mr. Pitt) urged by Che reafons ufed by Mr. Dundas, propofed that the previous queRion be 
.• admitted by the Hon. Manager | but faid, that he was, notwirhRanding, fo well convinced of 
the truth of what he hadaflerted, that he would vote with him, if herefufedto withdraw hi» 
motion. 

Mr. Burke continued inexorable. 

Mr. Stanley, jun. defended the Managers. 

The previous qucRionwas then put, and the Houfe divided-^ 

For the previous queRion, 69. Againft it, 69. 

The numbers being ^oai, the Speaker, according to the rule of the Houfe) decided in farout 
•f the Managers, that is, againft the previous queRion. 

Mr. Burke’s motion was now put, and there appeared 

For it, 67. AgainR it, 7 1 .——^LoR by a Majority of 4* 

On WEDNESDAY) JuNx 5, Mr, Grey rofe in the House op Commons, and noticing the 
laR meflage from the Loed?) that they would proceed further in tho Trial of Mr. HaRings 
Part VU L e« 



t 74 1 

nii Mofiday ntxt^ (on winch day the Managers were to reply,) declared for himfelf, as he had 
d«cl.tr;:d beloi*e,*Uie utter impcflihiMy on (o early a day of being ready: he therefore gave * 
notice, that he ftiould be in his place to-moirow at four o'clock, to move a Mcffage to the 
Lords for a larther ileLy, to enable the Managers to be prepared to reply. 

Accoulingly on the folio win" day [June 6], Mr. Grey, purfuantto his notice, rpfe to pro- 
pofe a meirags to the Lokos to poftpone the further proceedings in the Trial of Mr. Haihngs 
until the iKXt SuVion. The Hon. Gentleman contended, that prefling the Managers to a 
reply f(^*.inexpecleclly as they were called on. would be attended with confuJcrable difadvantage 
totliij piolecution, and afford no fair advantage to the defendant. He was leady to meet any 
Geinhinan in tliat Hmile to prove that whatever dehy had anfen in the progrefs of the Trial|r; 
none was attributable either to the Managers or to the Houfe. Nor was the motion he now ' 
had to propofe any fairground to attribute to the Managers a with of delay j for the fadl was, 
that the evidence wh.ch they had been fiift ordered t4> reply to yefferday, and were .appointed 
to reply to tn Monday next, waa not yet printed. After ftating it to be inconfiftent with 
jnflice and equity to call on them for a reply, fo fitnated, and the impoflibility of his being 
fiifficiently piepaicd hy Monday next to open the leply on the fitff Charge, he concluded by 
mo/ing, ** That a mefl'age be fent Co the Lords, acquainting them that the Houfe of Commons 
havin^; taken into then' conlideraMoii the circnmftances of the Trial of Mr. Maffings, and the 
jinloiiged period of the prclcnt Sellinn, are not only convinced that it would not be poffible to 
coiiK- la judgment in ihc prtfent Seilion upon the Charges, the whole of which their Lordihips 
have an a former occafion confultred asont, hut that it would be, if not impolTible, extremely 
diificult to reply to tl'.e fiilt Charge 5 to reprefent alfo to their Lordihips that it would be 
ifijurions to the cavife of public jufficc to break the reply to the Charges ; and chat, therefore, 
tl c Commons defirc their LatVlhipb tn order the Tiial to go over to the next SelTion, when the 
Commons would he icady to pioceed day hy day till final judgment Ihould be given, if their 
Loidlhips thought tit.*’ 

Mr. VVigley oppofed the motion, as prejudicial to the juffice and charadfer of the Houfe, and 
which, if pafled, would cany with it fuch amatked willi for delay, as would render impeach* 
menis detcffable, 

Mr, E, Lnw and Mr, Cawthorre wereagaintt the motion, 

Mr. Francis was for the moiion, <i> was 

Mr, Sheridan, who obferwd, that to/ Man igers were called upon to anfwer evidence theyy 
had not yet licfor.; theni. lie cmi!«{ mit fcs? any f.nr advantage the friends of the defendant 
could expe£l by pr«cipit?.tin''j the Managt.is to i reply in the prefeiit fetiion, as it was wholly 
impotTible for judgment to be obtained uiuil the next. 

Mr, Secretary Dundas tofr in iiippori ot the motion. If, he faid, he thought the motion 
could operate urjnltly to the dcfendai.t, or not piomme a delay of final judgment, he ffiould 
h.ivc hecn as. ready .ii a .y to j* ve ithi!i ncg itive; but he was completely fatisBtdahit 
moruMi would tend uiCirwait’y to |i;li''n the. coiiclufion. — bending the Managcis unprepared 
rsply, would ire neither m>uv no; lets ih-m a complete lofs of the* days they might fo occupy 
t'lemfelvcs in ; and it iva*' nis rpint* n tliatflioulJ the Managers be forced Co open ihcir report, 
tlicy would nut be «hlc, in the cnuile of the prrfent felTion, to clofe that leply even on the 
fii'il Article. ,\3nch h.id b.itn Ta'd ot delay, much of the Trial having continued fix years; 
hut to whom was Inch dch.y to he attributed? Not in .any degree to that Houfe, or to the 
Manage; s again ft v^lrnm tuch iiifiisnation^ were neither juft nor generous from thi»ic Gentlemen 
wlio had negatiwO a piMp. ritinn marie by the Managei's, on a former day, of ftating thewhols 
flits on the rij.d to cx>.idpate tlicnifeUes fmiii every fliadow of a foundation for fuch charge. 
The Right Hon. Secreiary aUo cph*rved, that the cry .igaioll del.iy had been uniformly made 
at the clofc of .i fcdion *, why it was not nude at«..n early pei lod, when propofilions might have 
been buiii^bc forward to eApcfhte it, he left the Houfe to form an opinion upon. If there 
w is any delay, liowcvei, jn tlie Tii?d, it, he caud not who licard him declare, or where his 
dedai ..tio!) iMw'iId b^, iK |ir:;in;d, hiy at thr; door of the H'^ufe of Lords. The Right Hon, 
Secret .ry b 10 noiicrd l1m> few diys rppointcd to pr cecd, and the few hours occupied in thofc 
days nu il.- Oi j't.i.edin^n''? ^nd dw It fli.-itiy uj'i n the deviation from the mode of piocecding in 
the iiTope luoin-i’U ot hachcvci el, wnen their Loidih.ps did not think it neceflai^ to proceed 
only when ..ji Mu Judges could be prcfeivi. He faw no good leafon why their Lordfhips 
could net have procenled in the Ir.alof Mr, HaiVmgs, <l\iiiiig the time the judges were oa 
their oiicuits, for fi'c.r Lordihips cutiinly hid in their ov\p lunly M mbers fvifficient todeCide 
on all points of cv .dn^cc tint «aiuIJ come befoio them : tiny lud gre^t Law LonL m llie Lord 
Chancellor, the late Lord Chancellor, iiic Chitf Juftice, Lord Bathinft, and anolh- r treat li^’ht, 
who, though rot d Law Lord, wasf.eoiuMulw teaching the /aw, and t ie reh^hn 

(Lord Sunhope.WAs now under the gallery, and the allufion created c^ifiderablo laughier)^ 

Hid 
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Had their Lord(hips proceeded without watting for the continued prefence of the Judges, he 
was confident the Trial might have been coocluiied in one, or in two fclUcns at the mofi ; 
they had not, he was of courfe to fuppofe they had adted wifely ; but as a Member of the 
Houfeof CommonSi and hound to maintain its honour and dignity, be did not feel inclined fo 
far to compliment the Huufe of Lords as tu attribute the delay occafioned by them to the 
Commons. It was unjuft and injurious to chat Houfe to allow it to he fpread through the 
country at large that the delay was their blame ; he, for one, as a Member of that Houfe, 
would not fubmic to have fuch an impuutioii reft againft it. He wiflied the profecucion to 
he fairly carried on, and to be brought to a fair iftiie, for which reafuns he gave clw motion his 
hearty concurrence. 

Colonel McLeod, Mr. Ryder, and Sir John Trevelyan followed againft Che motion. 

The queftion was then put, and the Uoufe dividing, the motion for the melTage was nega- 
tived, there being 

Ayes, 6 1. Noes, 66.— Majority, 5. 

Mr. Buike immediately gave notice that he fhould, next day, in confequence of the 
extraordinary proceedings of that day, fubmic a motion to the Houfe, which he deemed 
abfolutely neceifary for its honour, dignity, and charaAer. 

On Friday, June 7, Mr. Grey, addiefling the Huust of Commons, prntefted that he 
felt himfelf in a very awkward ficuatiun, from the fate of the motion which lie had the 
honour of fubmlcting to the Houfe yefterday : fuch a fituaiion, indeed, that he wifhed the 
Houfe would accept of his refignation as a Manager. He was certain he could not refign if 
the Houfe thought proper to continue him in the line which his feeble talents at prefent 
moved in, and he was candid enough to confefs, that it would be with the greaceft reludl- 
ance that he fhould leave his fellow Managers ) fuch was the dilemma, Jiowever, to which he 
was reduced, that he thought it his duty to allure the Houfe, that it was impoflible for him 
to proceed to reply to the evidence of Mr. Haftings on the firft article of impeachment on 
Monday next. He iherefote applied to that Houfe for inftrudtions, and fliould be guided in 
his condudl by the decifion of the fame. 

Mr. Burke, having alluded to the infinuations thrown out againft the Managers, was 
fuiprlfed that as often as the fate of Mr. Haftings wnh regard to the length of the Trial had 
been commiferated, that commiferation had never been divided with two women of high and 
exalted rank, who had been plundered of one million of moneys Mr. Haftings had been 
^Governor- General of India fourteen years, atafalary of 30,000!. a-year, and yer, ftrangeto 
leii, it had been held out, that a falary of 30,000!. a-year was the high load to beggary ! Mr. 
Burke was proceeding when he was called to order by Mr. Rollc. 

The Speaker obfeived, that Mr, Grey had declared that he was unable to proceed to the 
reply on Monday next, and that he came to that Houfe for inftrudtiou. He did not prefume 
to luge^AiiyTRl^uc'Co the Huufe j but if a motion Ihould be made to intreat the Lords to 
put oft' the replicaticn fur a few days« it would in the firft mftance be neceifary to fend a 
Meifage to their LordHiips to defiie that they would not adjourn till the motion Ihould be 
difpoied of ; fuch a Melfage was not without precedent in cafes of Iiitpeachroent.^U being 
Uudci ftood that the Lords had adjourned to Monday next. 

The Speaker then fuggefted, that if a motion to put oft' the Trial for a farther day fhould be 
put and cai ried, it might be fent to the Lords on Monday morning, b: fore they left their own 
Chamber to proceed to Weftrainfter-Hall j but it would be neceifary that the Houfe Ihould be 
put into a ftate to receive Che suirwer, and that an early attendance on that account would be 
abfolutely neceftary. 

Mr. Dundas then moved. That a Melfage be fent to the Lords, to entreat their Lordlhips to 
put off the replication to a farther day— -as it would be impoftible for 'he Managers to proceed 
on Monday next. 

Sir John Ingilby moved, that the gallery be cleared, fothat ftrangers were not permitted to 
return till the whole bufinefs was difpofed of. Alter a lone debate the Houfe divided—* 
For the Motion, SJ2, Againft it, 46.— Majority, 36. 

Mr. Burke afterwaids mov^d, **That the Report of the Commiriee appointed to examine 
into, ami report the State ot the Impeachment, healfofent to the Lords,’* which was c rred 
ju the affirmative after a debate of iome length. 

On Monday, Jun t i o, a Petition to the following effe^ was prtfontedby Lord Kawdon Co 
the Houle of Lords, from Mr. Haftings: 

** That your Petitioner has been infoimed with equal fnrprife and c.-ineem, that a MefTaga 
has been prefented to your Lord/hips’ Houfe, deftnng further time beyond the day already 
appointed for the reply to the defence made by your Petitioner to the Impeachment now 
depending againft him* 

L z 
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•* That your J^ctUIener tannot >)ut reganl the further adjournment now required on tho 
part of his Profecutors, as derogatory tu thrfe rights viliich belong to him, in common with • 
every fubje^t of this realm 5 peculiarly injurious in this late ftage of his long-ttepcnding Trial| 
a& wai ranted by w one precedent or example to be found 111 the records of Parliament, by no 
analogy to be drawn Irom the procetdu gs mother Courts of Criminal Judicaiuie, aior by any 
grounds »if reafon or juftice anrliraV'lc to the cafe now before your LoriUhips, 

“ 'I liat your Petuiontr humbly ccnceives that the lime fii ft allotc<'d hy your Lordftiips was 
fully adeijuate to every purpofe ot juft and rcafonable preparation, fuppofing, what your 
Petitioner bound to believe, a due and proper attention to have been given by the Managers 
appoi'.jtcd by the lluufe of Commons to the conduct of their pwn piofccut'on, and fit and.' 
becoming ddigence to have been employed, in order to have been in a condition to reply at the 
time appointed. 

Eibhi years have now elapfed fince the accufation was firft preferred againft your 
Petiiiuiier, and <t is now the 6th year ftnee the commencement of the prcrv^nt Tiud; your 
petitioner therefore apprehends he may be pernutted to obferve, that in a calc where to much 
of his life lias been already confumed in a Court Criminal juftice, and fo htilfe remains, 
according to every reafonable probability, each unnecelfary monricnt of rielay produces to him 
a deep, and perhaps an^ir remediable injury, and, infte.id of receiving any palliation from tl^c 
peculiar circumftances of the cafe, is, on the contrary, aggravated by them in the higheit 
degree. 

** After eight years of depending accufahon, and fijc years of continued Trial, your 
Petitioner humbly apprehends that, on a general view of the Inhjedf, it can Icarcely befuppofed 
that thofc who originally fiann^d il>c Articles of Accufation, and have fincc coniIu 61 ed the 
Trial, can be otherwife than intimately acquainted with .<11 the iranfadlions which form the 
fuhltauce cf it j and however miicli the flow progrefs of the enquiry may have operated 10 the 
prejudice of your Petitioner, it muft at leall have contiibuted, by a gradual devclopement of 
the cafe, to render cveiy part of it more diftin£lly and thoroughly underftood, and confequviuly 
the PioUcutors better piepared to reply than could have happened under ditieiciu cir- 
cumftanccs.-^but your Petitiouer^further begs leave to rtpiefcin, that, b» fides thefe reafuns 
which operate againft fui ther delay in theprefent Itage of a Trial of fuch unpai alleled duration, tlio 
nature of the evidence furniflies additional objt'iSlions, the gicat bulk of the written teltimony 
being drawn fioin fourecs equally accetflble to both parties, namely, the Recoids of the Ealt-,. 
India Compiny } and conLqucntly thofc parts on whicli your Peiitioner relies for his defenco 
having been equally known to the Honourable Minagers, before they were pioduced in 
evidence by your Petitioiiei, with thofe paiisoii which the JVlan igers have rcjicd in fupport of 
the profecution. 

** Ycur Pctitionci WiUuics to afTiini, and for thutiuth of the alfettion he appc ^als to your 
Lijidfliip^* piocct'didg.s, |hat the written evidence prodre.d from his o w n excluTT^ISNSoftody , 

IS CDiifiiicd wiihina veiy fmall co.mpafs, and occupies but a very few pages of your Lordflnps* 
printed Minutes 3— ihdt the evidence of many, if n'^t of moft ol th- wiinvlfcs, called on the 
pari of ycur Petitioner, was in a g»'cac mcjfuic Lmowh to the Hon. M.inagn's feveral years ago- 
fome of tlicm having been exainiiied ai the bar 01 the Houfe of Commons befoie the Artichs 
cf Inripcjchintni were exhibited agamit your Pi^'iiiooci 5 many by then own Committee j and 
the depofnions ot others of tlicm, 1 dative txi the m.ittei*- ftonc'-ining which they have been 
fjoce orally examined at your Lordihips* b.ir, having ht-rn long fince printed and given iri 
evidence by the Manageis tlwmlelvc.', in the coiufc of the Tn.d.— That yogr Petitioner begs 
lea;*eto ftaie, that the evidence givtn in fup{K>it of the d^feoi •, however cxtenfive it may be 
at the preicnt moment, was nor brought fofwaid qor dellvcrLd at one time, and in one mafs, 
but in diLlindt and different parts, and increafed by gradnd I'tumuUtmn to its piefent ftate j 
and yovn Peiitioner, ihertfore, fubmiis ih.it the Manageis, in this refpcdf, have had a very 
ennfidcrable portion of time to examine fuch evidence. 

^ 1 t-at in parliculdf the evidence relating co the firft article of Ch.irge adduced hy your 
Petiti^mer, wa> pinned and dehvcied on the i iih of Jiuio, in the year 1792 ; that given ori 
the fccoiid Ar tide was 10 hke manner printed and delivered, put on the 12th of April, part 
on the i#ih of tl)« fame month, and pan on ihp 6:h of M.iy in the prefent year; and all the 
teftiniony on the rennaining Charges having been delivered by the 7th of June laft, your 
petitioner ftels himfelf utterly at a lofs to comprehend, with what colour of right the 
Profcculors, who have been for fo Jong a time in pofTeflinn of fo gieai a part of the evidence, 
partic^a^y after a lapfe of twelve days of allowed preparation for reply, fince the final clofe of 
your Petitioner s defence, can yet claim farther time hn the purjiofe of fuch preparation : 
fince it appiwrs from the preceding ftatemeni, that the evidence on the defence of the firft 
AjrtMe has been in tlidr hands a complete twdvcmoutli, and the next will have been in their 
* ^irefflon^ 
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pofTc/Tion, according to the moft probable computation, when they fhali come* to reply to it, 

' upwards of twenty days, which is a term exceeding the duration of any ufle criminjl trial of 
this kingdom, of allowed legality, even in its whole procefs. 

That your Petitioner further begs leave to reprefent, that he has h'tnfelf been conftantly 
ready and# attendant vipon the Trial during the whole of the progrefb, nor has he ever, tn a 
fingle inflance, foliciicd a moment’s delay ; that he has, on the contrary, alone and without the 
aid of any co-operating application on the pirt of his Profecuiors, preCented iiis luimh'e but 
repeated petition for its acceleration } and under thefe circumllaaces he has caught himfeif 
conhdeiuly to expedt, that an addrefs of an oppofue nature could not poflibly have been 
^ prepared on the part of tlie profecucion. 

** That your Petitioner feels this application the more peculiarly injuricus to him, as in 
order to expedite the clofc of the Trial, he has waved his right to the obfervations of his 
Counfel in fumming up the evidence on the 6 th part of the yth and ii|.th A* titles of the 
Impeachment, and both the opening and the fumming up on the Chai ge of Concr<idts ; and this 
under the declared cxpedlacion, which he trufts was not unreafonabic, tlud the reply would bo 
thereby clofed in the courfeof the prefeut Seflion. 

If, however, contiary to the ufage and pradlice which rns obtained in every former 
inftaoce of Parliamentary Impeachment, and in reputrnance to what your Petitioner conceives 
to be the eltabliflied piinciple of cnmin.d jui if prudence the M.inagcrsof the prefent Charges 
(hall continue to tequire fui ther time for the purpofc of their reply, and (hall pcrfiLl m deeming 
thefeveral long and unexampled intervals of preparation which yuur Petitioner has ilated (lill 
infiifficient to enable them fiiy to execute the remainder of that duty which may be expeAed 
at their hands, and your l^ordlhips, in deference to the ur^t-ncy of fuch leprefentations, (hall, 
contrary to tlu- earned folicitations of your Petitioner, incline to g. ant them a further p.atton 
of time for tliis purpofe, your Petitioner liopes that in any event fuch indulgence may he limited 
to d very early day, and that the Manageis may then be required to proceed witli onintcnuptcd 
difpatch during acourfe of daily and continued fittings, till the reply upon all the fubje^ls of 
this Impeachment Ihall be fully and Anally concluded in the courfe of the prefent Setilonsof 
Parhameni.*' 

After this had been read at the Bsr, the meflage agreed to by the Commons on Friday night 
[ June 7 ] was prefenced at their Lordlhip's bar, by Lord Carysfor;, attended by feveral oUier 
r Members. 

T he Lord Chancellor, having received the melTage, informed tlie Members from the Commons 
that an anfwcr would be returned from their Lordlhips by mefTertgers of their own. 

The Members of the Houfe of Commons having withdrawn, Karl Stanhope moved, in 
anfwcr to the MelTage delivered by them, That the Lords would proceed further in the I nal 
of Warren TTaTJirips, Elq. on Wednefday next,” and feveral Noble Lords feemed toappioveof 
this Motion ; on which the Earl of Abingdon faid, ** It i# not pofldhle for your Lordlhips to 
refufe Che application that has been made to us by the Houfe of Commons, unlels you mean to 
bring a nmionul cenfuic upon this Houfe. Will your Lordfliips force a man to Ipejk, who 
tells you he is i-.oc prepared to fp-.ak, or will you make a Ipeech (or him? And it you cannot 
do the former, and ought not to do the latter, what do you mc.';n to do ? Do you mean by a 
fide wind, or by feme maiiaruvre or othei, to get rid of this Tiial ? 1 truit not; but if you 

do, 1 will put my negative upon fuch proceedings, and upon tins ground will trouble your 
Lordfhips with a Motion,*’ 

Lord Grenville then aiding, and propofinc: in amendment, (to wit) that inftead of 
** Wednefday next,” thefe words fhould be inferted, “ t!v. fecund I'uefday in the next Sefiion 
of Parliament,’’ and this Amendment not alti^gether corn fponding with the views of the 
motion intended by the Earl of Abingdon, his LorcUhip wi/hcd thai his Motion might be 
adopted mftead o( the Amendment propofed by Lord Grenville, and in doing this, exprelled 
J^imfclf in the following manner. Hj faid, 

** That in the prufecution of this Trial much bhme had been imputed, but where the 
blame lay was not fixed. The. Houfe of Lords charge the Hi.ufe of Commons with this delay. 
The Houfe of Commons in their turn blame the Houfe of Loids ; the Managers charge Mr. 
Haftings and his Counfel whh it; Mr. Hafitngs and his Coiintel impute the blame to the 
Managers; and thus, faid his Lordfiiip, is the blame bandied ab lut ftom one to the other, 
vyithout the refponfibihcy of any, or either. That blame did exilt fomet^hcre, there was not, 
nor could there be any doubt ; and upon invefttgacion he feared it would be found they were 

All m the wrong, * and that each paiiy had ic*s (liare in that W'ong : b it, faid his Lordlhip, 
felting afide this crimination and recrimination as productive of noth ng that is ufeful, Che 
ouedion is, What is new right and proper to be done ? and lUe anfwcr ^ that quefiion he 
^ conceived 
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conceived was contained in ihe Motion, with ihercafons for that Motion, which he meant to 
iubmie to their lA)kd(hips. The Motion was this: 

‘‘ That thf Trial of Wai ren HalVmgs, Efq. he poflponed to the firft day of the meeting of 
** P .rliariirnt, afitr the erifuiog prorngaiion, then tohe rc<.alTumcil, firft with a view to the 
« llmiMtion of its cxirtcnce, and next to t;.e tiine of giving judgment upon it; Jboth to be 
« copclufive and final wiiliin the tlieii cxiftmg fenion/' * 

And bis rcafons for that Motion wcie tlicfe : — In the fiift place, faid his Lordfhip, it 
being not poftihlc, rebui J\c jluntxl'ui, ihit the 'Pnal could be ended in this Seftton of 
P.iih.iment ; whdft on ihe one nano, no inconvenience could. in any degree arife to the perfon 
who w:is .'iccufed at ilic Bar, hut on the conriary, that benefit would at length be derived to 
l-nn i'lom ihe certainty he wnuM then have of looking to the fiul of his profvCiUioii, fo, on the 
Ollier li.iiid, tlie Wr ufe would ilo an ait cf reciprocal juftice to the accuferb, who iikewife 
appeared at the iiir as the Managers of the Houfe of Commons; for, faid his L.udfhip, it 
mult he rememhired, ih t wlien th«b 1 rbl bf*gan, a propoficion was made by the Managers, 
that t.ich Cliuge fli«Hilil he hc.wd and fvp.»r.itcly determined Ujion, to which 

ptojjc.fiiion Mr. H.ftmgs’b Couid'cl oojec\in‘jr, tor the reafin that one Charge was fo implicated 
will) clieulhers, thac his drtei ce could not ptoperly be made, witlicut the whole of the Ch Tges 
be'ng gon^through, he had (uggefted to the Houfe .t that time, the right which Mr. Haftiugl 
h.-id of cliufing his own mode of defence, and the propri-;iy of his belrg indulged in that choice, 
and ihis luggrllion was appioVv-U and adinitied by their Lordlhips. The Managers, then, noiv 
come, ami claim the f.mie mclulg'-nce : thiy f. y, iheChaige of Benares (firft in the older of 
hearing') lb fo mumj^ely rcLtcd to and conneiSled with the other Clxit ges that have been brought 
forward, that in juftice to their caiifc the whole ought to be confidered together, and not 
partially, and therefore as the oth'jr Clnfg.a CT.i.iot be h*ard this Selfioti, this Ch.irge, for tliis 
reafoo, fhuuld he couponed with th‘J left j .«i»d ihi'-, in. bordilnp fanl, being what is called 
reciprocal juftice, lu thought if onglv t > he gr 'luec. li was tiiia ilie M.nngei.-, in making 
IhisapplicHtuu;, and Mr. H iftings’s Counftl n ohjeifling :*) it, have ipxiproc.i'.ly clnngcd their 
ground, hq- thib waa their hufiiwfs, ond not the huunefs ol the Houfe of L jidb. 1 he bufuiefs 
ol the Houft: wa.i to do what wiu. right. 

But,’’ find hiS Li'.-dlhip, ** tlieie la one other leafon of tbcfiift importance that weighed 
with me for this Mo‘.i jii. I law, as yoiu LorClhips too mult lio, that the Mmagers 
tlienifelve<i weic. is anxious U) g'^t ii<l of this Tri.ii as Mi . II .filnv., Ininf If w.us ; rind that both . 
Tides were equally ready and wnlling tocaC'vhhold oi any pitic^ioc to be freed tiom il: but this 
was the duty of thcir Lordfoips to pr:vciit. 

** 'I'hccicdii, the honou*. the dignity, the char.idler, nay, the very cxiflemcof the lljufe 
itfelf depended upon ilicjt c-jinlud m this rml, fhu Loidlhij^s wcit* c,i)led upon as that 
high tiibun.il ol juifiCc* tint guild" th^ ConftHutioii ol ih^ country fora decifion upon this very 
^xti jordnuiy nnpeachmer.t , aiul .i pr tcniied dccifiou muit not tjke pl.icf! ITTU 

Some difijx.iilty occiinuig about the m.in.icrof getfng '■id or Lord Grenville's Amendment 
for tile introduction o' Cns Motion, the bail of Abingdon .igreed to witlulr.iw tii^ Motion, and 
Karl Stanhope’s motion being negatived, Ktjrd Grenville's amendment was pm and earned 
ppon a divifioii of 4S to 21. 


a A otc introduceil in P a R. r V. Page 1 5 , 'ive hanjcgi^cn ihs Reader a S u M M a * 
R Y /y* the Kx P li N c h then inci,rred by the httiion in the Projecution oj this Vrial : 
The Coyrefpc>t.icnce beKiern thr Lor D5 T it I: AS u R Y and the Mana- 
Ci- RS on the embjCil ct ih-'p’ h (psr-zsy <which has been jtnee made public^ 
(oncii 'Jt to he U-n eurhyt: te b n niiied i.i the pr Jem Conipilation, iVe jhnll leave 

the Re.ulcr to dramas his cw/. Cofu l hoas jrom the Perujld of the fllovuing Letters^ 


L»iTTER pi cm i,/,-. Sti- 1 -, LF,, t fttax's to the TfCajury^ to the Coruvtittee oJ I^Janagers 
appointed for th». Trial of A7r. Hast is os, 

G£NTtEM!(N, ^ Tri^svhv ClIAMUrR, ,0th April 178*, 

o' T.e.fHry a memorial of 

M«lfrs. Wallrt and TrowarO bohco.soo the part ..f <1,., pruiecut.onaga.uit Warren Halhngs, 
aq. tranfmutwg a (fate o. tiie eaptnee, iowirsd by them for fees to CounM ami oihe, 

char^pa 
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charges attending the impeachment, and praying an iffue of fuch farthciffnra, on account 
‘ thereof, as their Lordfhips ftiall think fit, I am coitimanJcd by my Lords toacqunnt you, iluc 
a warrant for rticfum of 3,000!. has been iffacd to t!iem fur that f*^ivicc. My Lord«, at the 
fame time, command me to obferve, that it appears the expenccs atcmiding *the Trial have 
amounted, *in eleven days, tothefuni of 3,4-95!., aaditappearmi; probable iliatthe procrediog^ 
may continue a cimfiderable time, my Loids arc apprcnenfive a v«ry heavy charge to the 
Public may be incurred thereby; their Lordfliips therefore think it their duty to fulimit the 
fame to you, and to rrqiied that you will take into your confuleraiion, whethci any mcafurea 
can be adopted fur diminiiliing the charges in future. 

I am. Gentlemen, 

Your molt humble fervant. 

Commit teg of Managers. Thomas Steele. 


To the Right Uonourable the Lordi Commiftone^i of His M^jeJIy's Treafury. 

MV LORDS, , 

WE have duly confidered the Treafury minute comnumicated to us by your Lordfhips* 
orders through Mr. Steele's letter of the loth inltaiU. 

We are much concerned to find a minute recorded in ihs: Trcafmy hooks, which might 
poffibly be confirued to imply a cenfure on us, before we had >\csivjd, either collecSlivtly or 
through any individual Member of our Commutec, theilightidt ur/ni<iiioa of your Lordfiiips 
having any doubts lelative to the ex pence of the nation.:) pro-tcucion committed to <fljr card. ■ 
If we had bein favoured with a previous notirio.:tioii of your fentiments, we might iiave 
afforded your Lordfhips fucli informaMon as would prob..ldy prevent the en'ry on record of a 
minute liable to a cunffru^lion which we truft was fon.'ign to yout intention; at leait wo 
might have eoc^bled your Lordfhips to ffatefome of ihe you ii.tve referred to with more 
exa6fnef& than, for want of that information, they are now rcpieiented in Mr. Steele's letter. 

Your Lordfhips are pleated to mention the expence already incurred, as ar.fing from the 
few days dui mg which the Trial had proceeded before tlie 1 oih of diis month. We beg leave 
to acquaint >our Lordflnps, thatf ufion a injuity, we find Uiat the money advanced fiom 
^Ue lieafury bus been by no ifnans •wholly applhd to the txpences of the Trials but that a 
confdet able part of the lum h'S been cmpluyed in ferv.ccs pet formed before the Trial had 
t’ommeneeJy in preparing the articles of impeachment j and in arranging and applying the cvidtnte, 
relative not only to the charges on which ws have pi acceded- but to moji of thofe •which have not 
yet been opened. 

When a profecution, extending to remote obje^s, intiicate in its own n'.ure, and from 
various circumftances tendered in eveiy fenfe Ci itical and duliC:iie, was undertaken, we could 
not fuppofe the Houle not to be fully aware that they weie incurr.ng a very great expcnce. 
Whether that ex pence be iiiireaumabie can only bcdvictmin^d by aconipaiifon of the charge 
with ihe magniiude and value of the objedts to which it i^ applied, and to the meanii necelLry 
for obtaining them. 

We conceive that juftice for the people of Indn is an objedl vv!»i‘,b will well w irrant a large 
expence; and we know that juftice for the people of India cmnot be obtained in Grcat- 
Entaiii without incumng that expence. Wiien wc come m our places to a vote for making 
it good, We entertain no doubt that wc lhall find ouifelves able 10 fupport, to our confciences, 
toour cenftituencs, and to the world, the Hiare we nave had ui producing that charge. VV> 
know the aiieuiion that ought to be paid to the frugal expenditure of the public treature; but 
we fliall always fteadily avow our opinion, that Jomf tijcufundi of pounds from the many millions 
taken with fo free and fo ftrong a hand from the people of India, are properly expended in an 
attempt to obtain juftice fur the injuries they Inve fuffered. 

Tlie Cervices in which thecxpence h.'shvvn incuned have been by us generally authonfeJ ; 
and wti have not authorlfed any but chufe which we had a full convi^ian t.ouUl not be fafdy 
/pared. Ihe caufe entrufted to us has placed us m a ruu.-nou or great leipimfibility. We 
are nor deficient in a proper and rational confidence in the legal qualifications of fume of our 
Members; but they who are beft able to afford us legal aftiftance, and whofe legal aCTiftancc 
we highly value, aie they who beft know how much mote is ncceCTary. We have not the, 
advantage of thofe who have gone before us in fimtlar profecution s, the aid and countenance of 
the Counfel for the Crown. We endeavoured to fupply that lofs by employing other 
Counfel, both of the national and the jfUbliciaw; for queft ons both of nationdl and pubi'C 
law are involved in this profecution; and we have abundant leafon to be Caiisfied with iheir 

I 
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teal, affiduicy, teVnlncr, and ability. We had reafon to think that the moafilre of employing 
Connfel had obtained your Lt>rdfhips* approbatiM), and had even been originally adopted at tl)e 
public itiCiimmendation of Ibme of the higheft authority both in your Board C'M in the Houfe 
•f Commons. 

We have employed folicitors alfo. We originally propofed to employ Che folicilors of the 
Treafury j but we underftood chat it was rather wilhed we ihould recommend our own. 
The names of thufe whom we did recommend were previoufly communicated, and approved ; 
and afterwards the choice was publicly adopted by the Houfe. Wc named men of reputation, 
and who flood high in their profellion. Thefe fanifliiDris of weighty Members, and of the 
Houfe itfelf, we do not mention, as declining full refponfibility for any of theperf^ons we h£?e^ 
recommended, or for any of the fervices we have diredled; but to fhew how little we have 
always defirtd to be concerned in any part of the fubordiiKite management. 

We do not think any of Che ferv.ces wc have diredlcd, to be unnecclVary od inexpedient j 
and we have not fhrunk from our own full (hare of every labour. It is from an experimenial 
knowledge obtained by frequently comparing Che weight to be moved, with the force necellary 
to move It, that we deliberately declare to your Lorddups, we rather (land in need of more 
alTiflance, Jhan that any we now poffsfs is fupertinous.— We therefore know of no plan 
winch can be fafely adopted for cutting off any of the fervices. At the fame time, knowing 
how fatal to this mo(i important caufe any thing like a difference with any Member of 
Parliament of great confideration mud infallibly prove, we (hall implicitly fubmit to your 
opinion to drike off the whole expence of Counfei, or to fet afide any one or more of them 
whom you may point out as in your judgment unnecelfary . VVe (hall never more remondraie 
upon chat or any other defalcation whatfoever which your Lurd(hips may require. 

So far as to fervices. With regard to the compenfaCion made or to be made for them, we 
are abrolutely ignorant of what ought to be allowed. We therefore give no indrudions 
whatfoever on that head. We traded to the profefTional practice and experience of our 
folicitors; and their reputation gave us no reafon to think the trud was mifplaceJ. We 
have Che dionged reafon, from inquiiy, to beperfuaded, thac muchlefs has been expended in 
cconfet, than would have been given by private parties on the like quantity of bufinefs done. 

With regii <1 to the control which ought Co be applied Co all public charges, it is perhaps not 
within our province, ceitainly nut within our competence, to exeicife it. Vour Lorddiips, 
ivho have all neceffiry jflillance, will undoubtedly caufe a proper examination to take place, y 
and ^e nave no diip' fiMon to interfere fo as to prevent the drided inquiry which your ^ 
Loidfh p&' own f^nfe ot duty and piopriety will induce you to inilicnte. 

We think, tti( C in ihia arduous undertaking we deferve, and we are fureChaC we (hall dand 
in need of, liie full confidence ami lupportof the Houfe nf Commons, and of Government. — • 
The whole oi hf\ti is not more than necefTary againd the drong and combinerl faAion made 
in fupporc of that deliiujuency which has difgraced this nation in the eyes of the world ; and we 
are alTurtd that nothing will be left untried to prevent chat public judice which can alone 
redoie its due honour and edimanon to our country. 

Signed, by order of the Committee, 

By your XiOrd/liips’ mod obedient, 

and mod humble fervant, 

of QommoKt^ i^tb lySS* £dmunoBurke. 


END OF THE SIXTH PART. 



PART VIl. 

1794: 

fi E I N d THE 

SEVENTH SESSION (OR YEAR) OF THE TRIAL 

I N the Houfe of Lords, on Thurs- l4is Grace theh moved, that the or- 
DAY, January 23, 1794, the Duke dcr be dilchargcd, and that they ihould 
of Norfolk moved, that the order upon further proceed in that Trial on the 
their Lord (hips* Journals to proceed fur- 13 th of February next* 

fhcriiithcTrialofWarrcnHa(lingR,£fq, A (hort converfatioo took place, fup- 
be read; which being dorc, it appeared pbrtcd by Lord Radnor and the Lord 
that the day appointed for that purpofe Chancellor, after which the Motion 
was the fecond T uefday in this leilion. was agreed to * 

One 

* On Tuefday, February 1 1 , Mr. Wigky rofe, in thc^ Houfe of dommons, to make a Mo^ 
tion, of which he had given the Houfe nonce a few days before, and which, he faid, (hould not 
detain them long. It did not relate to any fpecific modification of the Trial of Mr* Haillngs, 
or to put any particular period to it j but feeling, as every Member muft do, the importance of 
coming to a fpcedy decifion in a matter fo long under asjitation, he (hculd fubmit a Motion, to 
which, from the converfaticn which he had had with fevcral Members upon the fubjeO, he 
did not expea any oppofition. He then moved, that a Meffagc be fent to the Lords, ftatsng 
that the Commons were ready to proceed upon the Trial of Warrtn Haftings, Efq. from day 
to day, and to requefl them to Rate the fpecific days and tiumbcr of liours which they (hould 
chufe to fet apart for tliat purpofe . 

Mr. Fox rofe, not to give any oppofition to the Motion, but merely to advert fo the latter 
part of the Motion, relative to the number of hours which they fliould appoint. Frdm thow 
nature of debate, it were rather liard that the Upper Houfe (hould have the power of obligii^ 
them to fpeak as many hours as they (hould appoint, and therefore he thought that the latter 
part (hould be left out, or altered in fuch a manner as to obviate that mcenvfftU/ict, 

The Motion was then altered to the effeft of v/bat Mr. Fox fuggcited, 

Mr. Jckyll faid, that upon fuhjefts of fuch magnitude, it became the Houfe to aft with' 
dignity, and he believed from the fiknce which reigned univerfally, that no oppofition would 
be given to the Motion. He did not mean, in what he was going to offer, to caft any fl.gma 
upon the condufl of the I'libunal before which this Trial was pending^ nor any infinuatidix 
againft the clafs of men to whom that Houfe had deleg.^ted the truft of conducing the Jma 
peachmemj but he muft avow in the moft explicit manner his entire difappfobation and 
diflike of the unexampled and tedious m^ner in which the enquiry alluded to was carried oh. 
That the delay was an attack asferious as it was violent upon the liberties of the people, indt«> 
pendent of the expence which it had incurred to the unfortunate Individual. Ht adverted so 
tliefpcecliof an Honourable Member, ivhofe abftnce he particularly regretted from the unfor-. 
tunate caufe of it, in which he had faid that Liberty was become unpopular from the fre^ 
quency of the mention, and the negligence of the execution ; he fhould th^n dlreAly apply 
that term to the Impeachment, and from the fame motives. He could not help obferving, 
however, that there was one advantage which attended the duration, and Which he hoped the 
candour of the Tribunal would allow the objedl cf accufation the liberty cf making ufe of, hC 
meant the return of the Marquis CornvValUs, a man wbofe public benefits and afPftance, and 
whofe univerfal talents, are only to be equalled by the numerous and fplerldid train of his pri* 
Vatc virtues j his evidtnee might be of infinite advantage to the cauft of the Gentleman ufxler 
the imputation of thofe frightful enormities which had been recited and difplayed in that 
Jloufe with fo much energy of exprelTion and peifuaftve effeft. He (hould think that thero 
could be CO pofTible objeftion to the admilTion of fQifih evidence j of even if there were, the 
influence he might liave upon t(ie minds of hi.> noble colleagues (hould be a guide in a ford^ 
manner for judging bjf condua. He was proceeding m this manner when he was called to 
order by Mr. M. A. Tayjor, who faid t^t tli Hon. Member was by no iftcans fpeakiog to the 
quclt-oD, in d;rcfting.th^ mode whichflie hienagcrFlhculd purfue. 

The Speaket deckrv^ ihe poiht ef orScr^ aftd 

pAarVlL r M Mr. 
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OkE IIuSDREH and KfOUlfcENTH 

\\Y •. 

na’RSDAV, rVB. i;. 

The Houle 1 ki\ ing met, proettded to 
Wcflmiuftcr liall. 

iMr. Law edciaflTcd their Lordfinpi* 
and i'aid, tliat Mr. llaliings, lia\ing 
<;joTe^ his fltTenct, (onUl nor, as a inat- 
ftroF nghtj rcqucll to be pcrniirred lo 
MTer any neweviuinet ; bnt ihe :nri\al 
of a perion of high Hank tiom India, 
uholc Lvidenct niidl li.ive great weight, 
inditeed Mr. Haftings to liope, that 
their Lordlbijis would he plcafcd to 
allow him ro jiur*a few (jueftions to tlic 
Mjirquib Cornwallis, when his Lord- 
■ fliip might be able to attend them, or the 
Court be pleal'cd to direct it. 

Mr. Grey faid, that Mr. Haftings 
liad no right to fuch an indulgence ; 

the Managers would not objeft to 
li’s availing Itimfelf of it,— Mr. Larkins, 
Ivliom Mr. lIAfiings had frequently 
AientSoned in his defence, had alfo ar- 
rived from -India, and it might be pro- 
per for the Managers to examine him 
‘ on fcvcral points. 

' I'heir Lordlhips afterwards retired to 
'f^.’ir o'vn chamber, and ordered a nicf- 
Mage to the Conirru-nr. tiiat they would 
i-procctd furil.cr on the Trial on Wtd- 
♦iifci'day next f. 

' On fhe fol.iowin}T Monday', however 
^Fcb. i;), Lord 1 liurlow moved, thit 
ill conlcqut'iire rf Ah’-njuii Corn- 
''r^aliis- renjiiming liill too much indif- 
.‘pofod to be j’k re aiicnd on W'cdntl- 
sdav, the Tnc>l might be rurtlxrdcfcrrcd 
'ft' Monday tiie ^^ch, whiwh sv.is atcor- 
-dir.gly wdtrtd on hriday the 21I1 j on 
.which day, however, n v.as dgaia put 
to 

1 Vt SDAY, FfB. ?-r. 

One IIUNUIIJ-I) and KlNLlLENtH 
Day. 

T he Court met this dav at one 
OtSotk. As loon n't il'.t Peer- u.id lakcn 
fiair leuts, and Mr. Hu^Uings had ap- 


peared at the bar, the Lord Chancellor, 
who was fo far recovered from his late 
indirpofition as to be able to attend 4 
public bufinefs, informed the Managers 
that the Defendant, finiling it not likely 
tliat Marquis Cornwallis would iooii be 
in a condition to be examined in his 
place, had fignificd to the Court his in- 
tention of waving the bcncfic which he 
might have derived from his Lordihip’s 
evidence. \ -/ 

Mr. Grey, as afting Manager this day 
for the Commons, faid, he was extremely 
forry that indifporition bad prevented 
the Noble Marquis from attending thp 
Trial, as the Managers would have had 
an opportunity of manifefting their in- 
dulgence to the priibner, by fuff’ering 
him to avail himfclf of thctdlimony of 
the Noble Lord, if he thought it could 
be of any fcrvicc to him in a liage of the 
bufincrs when, after the prifoncr had 
clofed his cafe, he could not claim it as a 
matter of right to call any more wit- 
ncflcs,and when, of eoiirfe,hc muft feel, 
that when the Commons were willing 
to admit what he had no legal grour.d 
for demanding, they were granting him 
a fptcial indulgence. The Commonr. 
meant to go one ftep further to evince 
their readintfs to indulge the prifmtr 5 
and in their name he (Mr. Grey) took 
that oppoptunity of informing him, rli.itY 
fhould the Noble Marquis be able to 
attend at any lime before the impcach- 
‘incnt wr^s finally clofed, the Managers 
would, without hcliiarion, confeiit to 
• his being examined on behalf fif the 
prifoncr, tlv'ugh they were no.t able I'o 
much as to guefs how the evidence of 
the Noble Marquis could be of ary ufe 
to Mr. Haftings, as the ads and different 
meafurcs that formed the ground of the 
impeachment had all taken place before 
tile* arrival of the Noble Marquis in 
iicngal, if it was a matter of furprvfc 
10 the Managers 'that the priloncT 
IhouUl think of adducing the evidence 
of Lord Cornwallis, who never had any 
eonnei'ticjii with the adminiftration of ^ 
Mr. Haftings, and was. not in India 


Mr» JekyH iiroctrrfcd iqxin the fame ground when he was .again flopped by the Spestker. 
The qucll.on wuh then put ar.dcanivd r.ir:. cm. 

i In Kige j of Tart V. tl.c Re."dcr is requMUd to cerreft the ^ivfxty-nirj (as there 
; . printed) to the SjfvarM'v-i'ouKTH P.ayj aivl fo to c^iry cacli D,^y’a S.tting one more in 
guniUr from thence 10 Page 6 f, fo a. to luakc Tujespav, M^Y 28, in tlwt Page, bcOh i 
AM. luvtNTXiN'i H, ir.ftcad of the Ckc Ki.Jil.id aU ^xtanth Day, 

- ilus de..ay was occ.'iffoned by cotnplaifance to \oicI Cornwallis, who It was fuppofed 
Ih.gf.l vv..nt l.mt to icficlh his memory wflu the l^eruTai iV oflicirl papers, before lie appeared 
tli« ipliafjtftcr Vf' a m tlie Impv-MhniCKS. , ; ‘ 

■ j Jwring 
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during the period of the d;rcadaiu’s 
vgovcrnincui, it was iiidttcr of much 
greater turprile that he fhoiild have 
omitted to call another perloii, Mr. 
Larllins> Lately arrived from fndia^ who 
had been in his conilJcncc abroad, and 
iuttiiMtcly connect. d, as the Company’s 
Accoinptant General, with ail tiatif- 
ai^.tions relative to the reyenuc and con- 
during the adminillrutiun of 
jVIr. Hartings. Before the arrival of 
this Gentleman the prifoncr had often 
J-imcntcd that he was not prefent to give 
rvidcncc, wdiich he had endeavoured 10 
iruLc tlieir Lordlhips think would be 
ronclufive in Ills favour j but now that 
tIuH Genrlc-nan was in England, Mr. 
Ifaltings did nut feem diTpuled to make 
any ul'e of him.. The Commons, to 
Jhew their readincf'. to hear anything 
fliat he could p;oduce in his defence, 
would willingly break through the ordi- 
nary rules of proceeding, and allow him 
to produce Mr. Larkins as his witnels. 
Should he rcful'e to call him, their 
Lfjrdfliips would then be able to judge 
of the linccnty of thole lamentations 
whicii they hai lo often heard, about 
the abience of that Gentleman. — The 
Managers looked upon Mr. Larkins as 
a pcribii too well acquainted with all 
the material concerns of the prifoner’s 
government to overlook his teftimony, 
uow that it could be procured ; and 
therefore they gave notice, that if he 
wtis not called by the defendant, it was 
the inuiition of the Managers to call 
him as //v/r wkncL, hvlV leaving it to 
Mr- Hdltings to call him as his own. 

Mr. Law, the leading Couiiftl for 
Mr. Ilaftings, faid, he never couM think, 
of receiving as a boon what he might m 
jufticc chim as a right* lie inliltcd that 
it was the bii thought ot iVIr. Iladings, 
and of every man appearing on his trial 
in a Court of Law, to adduce evidence 
in his defence in any ft.ige of the bufi- 
nefs whatever, previous to the clofc of 
the reply by the Prolccutor. He in- 
filled, therefore, that his Client might, 
ex dthiioiufiilttey claim tlie benefits of 
the evidence of Lord Cornwalli:., if that 
Nt»hlc Lord was in a coiuliiioiv to give 
it. Mr. Hiftings, however, was wiU 
ling to wave it, for the purpofe of pre- 
viijting a further protraction of the 
'I ri.d, jull as he had, for the lame ohjcO>, 
/hchiud cill remarks upon the evidence 
‘‘ivcn !)>' the Managers it fu > y,^q i t of 
<mc uf tire Charges^ 

Kvlnr Ivul' marked about Mr. 
Larkin^, he wlAiJ ihj; injre ih'-m 


this, that hisClienfwas not accoiimable 
to any one for the motives wh^ci in- 
duced him to call or.not to call .. .• p Ar- 
ticular witnels. The lion. Manager lud 
intinated his inceninn of c tiling thai 
Gentleman; he had onl/ to ooierve, 
that he was at liberty 10 jd.iiice anv 
evidence wtiicii it wa-* e >mpe:e:u to him 
to blFer in the prefent Itage or the bafi- 
nefs, which he would be fo g lod a', ly 
remember was that of a not of lau 
examination in chief. Tiui Hon. Ma- 
nager had fignilicd this day, that he 
would be ready to hear the evivlen'cc of 
Lord Cornwallis at any future day bc"’ 
fore the dole of ilic reply, ihould h s 
Lordlhip be able to attend : all that he 
had to Uy on this bead was,; that it 
would have been as candid and as ge- 
nerous in the Hoi. Manager tot have* 
fignitied as much Ibmc days fooncr; be- 
fore the Defendant had been deter*' 
mined, by the circiimftanccs of his calc, 
to wave the examination of the Noble 
Marqui-.. 

Mr. Grey, after a fliort reply, pro- 
ceeded to adduce evidence to rebut that' 
which had Decn given by the l*nlbncr 
in his aniwer to the Benares Charge, 
He obferved, that the Defendant’s' 
Couniel had contended; that in the 
mcafures of the Supreme Council of 
Bengal relative to Cheyt Sing, Mr;' 
Francis and Mr, Wheeler had concurred 
with him, and conlcquciitly, that if 
there was any thing criminal in ‘rfiole’ 
intal‘iirc.s, he was not more to blame for 
it than thofe two O jutlcmcn. Mr». 
Grey faid, tint this djfencea^pvcn were 
it founded in truth, would/avail thtt 
Prifoncr nothing ; for it would be na 
extenuation of his' guilt to lliew that? 
others were as deeply involved in it 
he was; but lie would prove that it \v 
not founded in truth. He dciired ih 
a Minute from the Bengal Confultatioc 
to prove that Biilwant Sing was a re 
Zemindar, Ihould be read; which 'W 
^onc accordingly. Mr. Grey defin 
'that another Minute miglit be read, 
w’hich Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheel 
had taken a part ; and at the fame tli: 
dc tired that Mr. Francis Ihould calle 

That Gentleman according^ enter 
the box ; and Mr.Gccy faid, that as tl 
Counfel had aihrmed that Mr. Fra^ 
had approved of the extra dcmaadii^^ 
upon Cheyt Sing, they would ihew til 
^nj:onver/ui/oft at the Council he hi 
mentioned his difapprobation of 
iiicafii.rc. The quettion was th;rej 
pur »-o Mr. Francis, Whether tl| 

M i 
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fed tn debate on thefubj:£t on themfelvcs of them »n argument 
ht 9tU of July 1778, and whether he had they ftopped there j they hupt-u 
a^ad ap^-^roved of that meafurc ? they had'^ftated what had a conhdcrable 

To this quedion Mr. Law pointedly efFc£l on their Lord (hips and the Pub- 
5 b]c£ted, ps leading in its conlcqucnccs lie, and thby law where it pinebeef the 
fa another fiven ycars trial \f the Managers. Mr. Hadings was profe- 
Managers were competent now to give cuted for tneafures in which Mr. Francis 
evidence which they might have given bail concurretiy which neither the Di- , 
Icvea years ago, the life of man would rc^ors nor the King’s Minifters had, . - 
not be of length enough for the clofc of Jtjapproivctly of which the Public bud ^ 
this Trial. The law of evidence, he rrcei^cd ibe benefit^ and do ftill receive 
laid, was fi ciear^ that no doubt could it| in the receipt of an additional rcvc- 
remain on the fubjedk. nue of two hundred thoufand pounds 

Mr. You and Mr Grey replied, and a-ycar. 
toiitendecl, that as the Counfcl had laid On all thefc grounds Mr. PI timer dc- 
aftrefs. pn Mr. Francis's confent to the nied that there was any thing like a 
demands that were made on Cheyt Sing, rtafon to juftify the demand of the Ma- 
they had a right to Ihcw the nature of nager$ j and that if it were not refilled, 
the debate that took place when the de. the Trial would be pcrpetH:jL 
pand was mad?. Mr. fox faid, he la- Mr. Grey again exprcCTcd his anxious 
imented as much as any man could do wiih for a very carlv end to fo tedious 
the enormous length of this Trial ^ but a Trial that the Public expeSltd^ and 
l)e ailirmed that the fault lay neither the Managers anxioufly wilhed it. 
with the Houfe of Qommons nor the Some time was fpent in framing the 
Managers. quedion^ and juft as it was about to be 

To this fpcech Mr. Plumcr made a put, 
full and moil able reply. He denied, Mr, Burke rofp, though he faid there 
that under any pofliDlc circumftanccs was no ncccifity for him to rile, his re- 
the Managers could be entitled to exa- fpccftabic Fellow-Manager having faid 
filing Mr* Francis. The evidence ad- all that was n(cejfary\ but as he had 
duced was b'-ought by the Managers feen, by the arguntents of this day, the y 
ihemfelycs. Mr. Plumcr went thro’ the ufc that had been made of the word ac- 


dld'crcnt years, and referred to the pages 
the evidence ; by which it appeared, 
when tlic^war broke out Ivir.Haf. 
tings propofed, on the 9th of July 1778, 
to call on Cheyt Sing to cpntribute bis 
proportion to the expcn/cc of it that 
;Mr. Francis agntdy though he cxprciTcd 
fime donbls as to the right .-—that Mr. 
Nhlalliags was eonvincpa of his haying 
the right, inherent in efvery State^ to call 
upon their fubjedks in dafes of emer* 
»g(.ncy; but t)iat if the right was not 
' jc/mr, the Cpmpaiiy would determine it : 
«^that in the i^ext year, 1779, Mr. 
Francis agreed to the demand without 
rc/ffvation ;T?ihat in the next ycar^ 
^780, he ilfo agreed; that he further 
:^i‘ced to demand the aififtance of a 
eorps' of cavalry fjrqm Cheyt Sing for 
^the fcryicc of the war ; — that Cheyt 
vJnig haying demurred to the payment 
B&the iubfidy 1780, Mr. H filings 
)flHi)orcd t.) htm for his difobem- 
-To this' Mr* Francis alfo aghed^ 
jHpl^ profc jling a hope that the threat 
be fuincient.* AH thefc faRs^ 


quiefience^ be rofc to declare, that he 
did not arquiefee jn any of the argu- 
ments ufed by Mr. Haftings's Counfcl, 
lior in any of the rules of law they had 
adduced :-ras to rules of law and evi- 
dence, he did npt know what they 
meant ^ he and his friends had fearched 
for them in vain:— that the chara^er 
that pfoperly belonged to a Member of 
the Houfe of Commons, was that of a 
plain, ignorant juryman that it was 
true,fomcthinghad bpcu written on the 
Law of Kyidcnce, but very general, 
very abftrafk. and comprifed in fo fmall 
a icompafs, that a parrot th^ he had 
known might get them by rote in one 
hajf-hoiir. and fcpeat them in five mi- 
nutes. Tnefe rules, fuch as they were, 
might feryc fur rules tq the Courts be- 
low, but were not to (hackle the Houfe 
of Commonsi nor that High Court, 
who ia tluir grent ivatbnal profccutions 
claimed a right to obtain, by whatever 
means they pbuld acquire it, an entirety of 
t!fiir evidence. Unlearned jurytnen as 
they were, they could produce, ip fup- 


pc luiwcicni. incic jaru^ iney were, tney could produce, ip lup- 
lid Mr. Plumcr, were given by the. pprt_j)il thrir right to examine Mr, 
pagers thimfelves in evidence, and Francis, pltsfrttej^irora trials by.'im-* 
iiv’the Couufcl had a right tp avafil pcaclvn^nt. ' 

* Mr. 



Mr. Rurkc tontinnc^ tofpcak for -a 
confulerablc time to the fame clFcdt- 

Mr. Francis, having been at length 
Whether, he had attomled the 
ConUiltation in quertion, beg*gcd leave, 
before he gave an anfwer, to "rcqucll 
the Court would proteft him from the * 
infinuations caft upon his honour and 
integrity by the Counfcl for Mr. Raf- 
tings, as if he was a man capable of 
contradicting in one place what he had 
done or written ir another : he trufted 
that he ihould always be found incapable 
of fo dilhonourablc a coiiduCt, ami he 
hoped their Lordihips would lend him 
their protection againft any imputations 
of the kind. Having premifed tlih. he 
faid he had attended the Confuitaiiun 
in qucltion. 

Mr. Grey then afkcd, Whether a 
debate had not preceded the Refolution 
taken by the Council as itated in the 
Confultation ? 

Mr. F ranciNanfwcrcd in the affirma- 
tive. 

He was next alkcd, What were the 
particulars of that debate ? 

Here the Counfcl for Mr. Raftings 
interpofed, and objected to the queftion, 
as leading to evidence entirely new, and 
fuch as it wa^ not competent to the 
Managers to offer in the Itagc of a re- 

ply- 

The fubftance of this obieCtion hav- 
ing been repeatedly difculTed in the pre- 
ceding two hours debate, it was no far- 
ther agitated at prefent : both parties 
called for the judgment of the Court on 
the admiliibility of the evidence oifered 
by the Managers ; and the J^ords, for 
the purpofe of taking it into conlidcra- 
tion, atfjourned to the Chamber of Pai*- 
iiament, where a converfation tookplacc, 
fin If us claujjs. At half paft four o’clock 
It was fignificd to the Managers, that 
their Lordihips would not proceed far- 
ther iq tile Tr4l this day 

^Thursday, Feb. ay. 

jOKEHtN’DRCD AND TwKKTlETIf 
Day. 

As foon as the Lords were featpd, 
and Mr. Riflings had made hjs ap- 
pearance at the bar, the Lord Cban- 
ccllor read determination of their 
Lordihips, refpeStingthe queftion whicK 
had occafioncd t(ie adjournment on the 


laft day of meeting.— It avis in fub- 
ftance, “ That it was not competent to. 
the Managers to examine Philip Fran- 
cis, Efq. relative to the particulars of 
the debate which had taken place pre- 
vious to the written account of th*. 
refult of fuch debate, contained in the 
Minute of the Cbnfultation of the Su- 
preme Council of Bengal, on the qth 
of March, in the calc of Cheyt Sing.** 
Mr. Burke linicntcd that the Ma- 
nagers were left totally unacquainted 
wiih the princ'.jile on which their Lord- 
ihips hud formed the dccifioa that had 
juft been communicated by the noble 
and learned Lord on thc^ Woolfack, 
and that conje^furc was alt they had 
now ro diroifl them in their endeavours 
to difeover what that principle might 
be. Much calumny had been heaped 
up6n thofc who were concerned in the 
management of this Trial ; they were 
accufeil of protracting ir by repeatedly 
offering in evidence wlnt their Lord- 
ihips were obliged to rejedf as ioad- 
miiiiblc. This calumny, he pledged 
himfclF, llkould be fully anfwered and 
refuted before the dole of the Impeach- 
ment; and it fhculd. be made clc^r tc 
the worldf, that if there was any un- 
ncccffary delay in the Trial, the blam* 
did not reft with the Managers, or ivitl 
their principals, the Houfe of Commons. 
In the mean time, he could not helj 
complaining that the Managers wen 
put by ethers, not by thcnnfdvcs, ii 
Inch a fuiiaclori tliat the delay might b« 
imputable to tbem^ though they wer 
not, in any degree, the caufe or thi 
authors of it. if their Lordihips wouh 
be lb good as to Kite the (grounds of thei 
dccifions, the Managers though the) 
might not approve of them, wouh 
ncvcrthelcfs lo far acquicfcc in them, » 
not to offer any evidence which canw 
within the principle on which jiw 
Court had declared Ibmc other evidcn6 
inadmlllible. Why. their Lordffiinj 
were fo fecrct in their proceedings, S 
faid, he could not tell 5 but he knev 
that their anceftors had not follower 
fuch a fyftcm i for in a II former times 
in every cafe of trial before that Houlii 
when ail objcdlion was ftarted to \ 
evidence, it was argued on both fi4, 
and a queftion framed in the prcfig|L 
and hearing of the profccutoiCs Wot 
tl^c pnlbner, for the opinion of 0 


'411 * 

• On the Lwd Thorlow, aqu^*on was pmporeii' to the Judges 

opinion on the aJmilJihiliiy of the eytdeuce in ftipport of the profccutiun. 
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•Judges^ whkh opinion was afterwards, 
lo fame prviVnet* and hearing* Jc- 
'fev^reil firiath/iby the Judges, That 

! iis was the praaitc in all ctvil calcs 
iFqrc the Houfe of Loids), fining as a 
tirt of Appeal, no one prt tended to 


^»v 


inyj that it was :ilfo the pradiei in 
iheir fcordlhips* Unuft, /It nag as a 
Court for the trial ot dtliiupieu.s, he 
proved from n limbers of •.uthcri^Jcs, 
but panicularly from the repon of the 
trial of Lord Mohiin, fir murdtr, m 
f the rtign of Wiilum and *M^ry, in the 
[tjoiirfc of which a r niani tv of 
^ueftions of law had Dccn franit<J tind 
fofen tfd to the J tide <- s for r he ir opinion, 
tjun on any other occdfioii wlutevei. 
Thefe (^iicftioiis were reduced to wri- 
ting, at the particular drfirc of that 
great lawyer Lord Chief Julbce Holt, 
and the anfwtrs were given .by aie 
Judge' in the healing or the pril* ncr 
and ot the Ccunfcl on both lull's. Were 
tile fame practice followed in the prefent 
trial, ami he could nor coiictivc why it 
was not, he was fure that much of the 
fime of the Court, and of all the parties 
seemed, would be laved, and a gr^at 
deal of that delay prevented, of which 
fb much had been la’d. He wilhcd 
their l^oidiliips would rcconfider the 
matter, and lee the Managers know on 
^hat piinciplc they had refied their 
fccifiori; it they rdultd fo to do, he 
might, at the very next qucfiiou he 
Jjould put to Jtir.h'rancis, i(jfringe that 
\ principle without knowing it, and give 
• the Couit the trouble of a^Min adjourn- 
i ing to the Chamber of Pariijnn.nr.— 
^'Indeed ac thought tfce’y owed it to their 
,^|iwn honour and confiltcncy to rcconfider 
Sihe cafe. On the kill day of meeting 
^jh«y had fulFercd the Managers lo aik 
"^Jr. Francis whether a debate had la- 
p! ;ce previous lo the drawing up 
the Minute of the gch of March j 
m it might w ull appear tAtraordinary, 
it the prcfccMCors ihould be at liberty 
jjsalK, whether fuch a debate hid hap- 
jfeed, hut fliould be alterwards dc-» 
arred tr''-in alkiug what were the par-’ 
rs ot t h a t d I bai c. 

tXord R idnor ulitd Mr. Burke to 
e't ; he iiid the Ilj.n. M inagerooghj 
ftfirjineJ horn .'.iguiog apjiut 
hill hem iliculv decided. 
jf'.'Burkt cositii'ltd ih ut h- 
jfilv i if hj 1 «ul bei 1 ) lb. rlic pf bic 
leauud Liid on the Wofifiirk 
nor have Lil d c.!'» h'’u ?!?* 
What he I fked from t lie Ho.il, 
ii- deciliuni ou outf* 


tions of law, and a communication e 
the grounds on which it formed iholi 
dcci/ions ; he had condefctiidcd to .ifl 
as a favfHir this^ when he might have 
claimed it as a r4^b/, « 

Mr. Law find he would not waftc a 
moment of their Lordllji) s* time iniup- 
porting a judgment of iht Houle, which 
being louiKlcd on a rule of law, wanted 
no oihci fuppojt. 

Mr. Huriee replied, that he had be*'n 
accuficintd t.i oi>lctvntii ns Loiu 

the Couniri. who, to do them jiilTiet., 
Wtieas piodigil of bi-ld alleition,, aj 
they were Ipaniig.ol ..igument. Jfc 
had ojUu heird them mention tne 
words “ rule of'Uw,” but he wanted to 
know whcie the rule of whuh they 
wtrv fo temcious was to be fojiul ? 
Was it in Blackrtoiic's Cuinim utancs ? 
fn the Code ol JullniMji ? In Comyns's 
Digeib ' In truth, it wis no where to 
be difcovcrcd hut in the language of 
the Uarned Counfei. Mi. Burke eon. 
tendtd, that he liad a ripht to lij^vr tlic 
matur fully debated and fettled. 

The l.ord Chanctilor laid, that no 
information could he given to tip lyia-- 
nagers on the grounds of the decifion 
of their Lordlhips on the (juclhon. 

Mr. Fox faid, tiiar uit M.inagcrs 
wilhcd to know the grounds of tiiur 
lordlhips* decifion, that they might be 
able to judg( whether they Ihojld put ' 
fnmc other qurilions to Mr. frantls. 
Befidus, laid Mr. Fox, we could wjlh 
that ail fuch quellions weie pur pub- 
lick ly. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that m'- 
tning new had been done. Jt had been 
fettled at ’■the beginning of the Trial, 
that any ijueftioii to be fubmitred to 
their Li.rdlhips, was to be deb ted by 
bothfidesj a ijueftioii was then to i/c 
formed upon if, and an anfwcr given 
by their Lordfliips. 

Mf. Burke faid, he was forry their 
Lordlhips had proceeded in that man- 
ner, but that ineir Lordflims were not 
bourd '» > riiat rtfuluiKin.— Their Lord- 
ibip-i depart from it w^ien they 

thought pioptr, as thjs Trial formed a 
prtctelcni for iilelf. ‘But Mr. Buske 
thought, that ilie Managers had a nght 
to be hcayd on the point of law bilorc 
It went tf» the Judges: ‘‘we ihould then 
be able to judge ot tJic motives that h id 
'dttf ruined t c dechrm of the Judj^^u, 
and rtaTmiDes *’r(l loniUifi. ns 

but at piiUnt we . 
know rotr;r:» or nr-vU’" 



tatiotrs of tlic Honourable MHnag;er ap- 
peared to be extremely irregular, if 
the Managers have an;^ queliion to piit, 
let them do fo, leid his L- rdihip 5 -but 
wc cannot he called upon, as they would 
indnuafe, to revife our decifion. His 
Lordihip was not at liberty to give the 
grounds of the decilion of the Houfe 5 
but he was at no lod'to give thofe which 
had influenced his own judgment : pa- 
role evidence, he (aid, could not be 
admitted to fubHantiate written evi 
deuce. 

Mr. Biirice replied, that Lord Stan- 
hope’s opinion was tantamout t-) “j/iV 
volo^Jic jubco^^flat pro ratione ^joluntas** 
But, faid Mr Btirkc, his Lordihip can 
only deliver hjs private opinion to iis; 
wc are not bound 10 receive it a.> that 
of the High Court of Parliament, nor 
to rcafon upon it as fuch. 

Lord Carnarvon faid, it was impof- 
dble for their Lcrdfliips 10 ^ivc the rca- 
fons of their decifion ; not did he con- 
ceive that it was proper for them to do 
fo. 

^ Mr. Grey faid; Wc will call Mr. 
f'^r'incis to the bar, and alk him another 
qutftion, viz. Whether, from the time 
of the demand made on Cheyt Sing to 
that of his kaving Bengal, It was in 
his power to have put a ftop to the de- 
mand which had been made? 

^1^'Law. Wc have given no evi- 
dence on that qiicllion ; therefore we 
objert ro‘its being put. 

Mr, Grey uigcd as a real^n for ad- 
mitting the qiieflion, that the Couqfci 
for Mr. llallings had reproduced the 
quedion, and made it their own ; and 
that it was now new matter, and in ilTue 
between ^htm. 

Mr. Burke fard, Wc alkcd for the 
!ruk of law which prevented ns fhom 
putting the qotfftion, but no fuch rule 
was 10 be found. Wc muft have ‘the 
^rtUc, either from Icgiflativc authority, 
or from Bbckftonc’s Commentaries; 
but we arc hot obliged to acquiefee 
either in his judglhcht, Ojr’cven in your 
Lord fliips*, ' upon the raft;, Wc muft 
know if die pra61ice of any other Court 
can bind us, and whether fuch practice 

uniform and invariable ; for, int^cad 
thereof,; we find them inconftant' and 
unfcttled. ^ - 

Mr. Burke then ^vcrtqd to the cafe 
of 'Lord Straftbrd^tn the time of 
Charles I. After he had finlflicd his 
defence, he demanded, that if an.v 
matter was prodaccdj,p>^io;w/ny to his 
defcacc|hc might ifo'^llosVcd to anfwcr 


it. The Judget xvM Boi 

thing more rc3lonablt% . 

Mr. Burke contended, than!^^ 
no rule of law on fuch a obtri,' 
found diferction of the Judge. 
produced all the evidence which it \!!|^ 
competent for us to produce .it the time^ 
can wc be blamed, he aficcd, for not 
having forefeen what was to be ad- 
\^ncca on the other fide, or for not 
having before- hand obviated^ whatever 
it waspoiiible for human ingenuity C9 
fuggeft ? 4 

Ab to the doflrinc of Precedents, he 
confulcrcd them as a herd of fi£lion of 


Liw : they might be falfificd ; they 
might be proved. If we adroit, fai^ 
Mr. Burke, the objection of tHo learned 
Coimicl on the other fide, wc muft ailp 


admit thnt Mr. Francis has been bribi:4 
ai well as Mr. HaftingS| but this ti'c 
arc certain was not the cafe. He con- 


tended, that any rule which put an end 
to juft ice ought to be difregarded : the 
Managers had afferted nothing of whlcli 
they were not ready to produce evi- 
dence. He then quoted a Latin phrafe 
to the following purport, “ Boni juJit'is 
ffl jujlitiam pknam (/are.** Mr. Burkf 
then laid, that the Counfel for Mr* 
Hr.ftings, by reproducing the Minutes 
of Council, had made that Paper theirs: 
it was no longer ours, l^id he ; and 
call for evidence in this ftage of the 
caufe was no more than public jui- 
ticc. 


In the cafe of Lord Stafford Counfel 


were, heard upon the queftion before it 
was put to the Judges. He contended, 
that their Lordfhips' opinion fhouid be 
given before the parties; and chat upon 
written evidence or documents nojqj^g- 
ment could be formed from the Icrtcy 
of them, but the quoanimo muft always 
be inquired into. 

Mr. Burke entered at great length, 
and fpokc for upwards of an hour, up.- 
on legal authorities, and particularly 
upon tbe natureof Iinpcaciunents,whi( h 
were not governed by c inmon-l^w 

rules. 

Mr. Fox faid, From ^he brevity- ui 
the anfwer of the Counfel on the otbtv 
fide, we arc. obliged to go at greai 
[length into the and, after all, 

wc muft ..wandpr in the wild field oj 
conjecture, having no certain rule te 
guide our judgment. The opinion^ d! 
a Noble Earl (btanhope) about a written 
docg^picnt, docs not apply to the prefcul 
queftibn; nbr are the rules which have 
been laid d'^wa fuppofted by authority’] 

wh(.« 
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Sen appUe*’ ‘*1** Impeach- 

he agreed in general with 
bcca advanced by Mr. Burke 
and would only addfoine 
Ker obl'ervations to his. He would 
^ ofc the cafes of the Karl of Straf- 
^rd and of Vifeount Stafford to all the 
learning of the Judges. The publicity 
of the dcciiion of the J udges was tint 
which made him refpeft them ; but 
their rules of judging, or tHcfe of the 
Courts below, were not to direct the 
practice of Parl-amcnt 3 for the ** /f'X 
it confuetudo parltamenn ** was fuperior 
to every other rule. 

We will not fubmit, faid Mr. Fox, 
our confcicnccs to technical terms ; nor 
will I fubmit my opinion to that of any 
Lawyer, however rcrpcitablc he may 
be : an Engliih ticntlcman is as good a 
judge of the (^onditution as any perfon 
whatever. The High Court of rarlia- 
ment will fail in its duty if it fubmit to 
the judgment of others, and is not de- 
termined folely by its own : in fuch a 
cafe their Lordfliips would betray the 
truft committed tothem ns the Guardians 
of the ConftitutiOn. All rules mud be 
|udged according to their principle, not 
according to their letter. Suppofc a 
piece of evidence was given in one view 
uy the Vrofccutor, and applied to ano- 
ther by the Defendant, could it be ar- 
gued that no anfwer could be given to 
it ? WC have given the Minute^ of the 
Council in one view, and the Defendant's 
Cotinfel have taken them in another. 
Suppofe wc had made a millake as to 
date, and faid that was committed in 
1666 which took place in 1776, would 
your lyordlhips go to judgment without 
rectifying it ? Wc fay that Mr Fran- 
cis did not accjuicfce in the opinion 
given in the Minutes; Mr. Haliings’s 
Counfcl fay that he did. Wc call upon 
him to prove which of the two are 
founded in their opinion. V 'c produced 
the Paper, but not the whole of it 5 
we dciired to read the whole of it, you 
cniy allowed us to read a part : they 
have read the other part, and you give 
adccifion againft us, although they have 
Birnught in that part as new evidence 
which ,wc were not allowed to rcad.t 
^M*'ccdiild not forefecthc ufc they wonldl 


Fox was called to order.) He ex- 
plained by laying he* did not accufe the 
Judgci, but blamed the want of pub- 
licity in giving their opinions., 

Lord Stanhope faid, that before their 
Lordfliips adjourned to their ownCham- 
bor a quehion mud be put to the Ma- 
nagers ; and thert defired to know, to 
jvhat part of the Defence of Mr. Haf- 
fiiigs the qiitftion they propofed to put 
to "Mr. Francis was meant to apply?.- 
His Ljrdlhip faid, the Managers were 
under a millake iu applying the Mi- 
nutes of Council to Mr. Hadings, bc- 
caufe they applied to the Governor and 
Council. 

Mr. Law faid, that the principle 
which had direfted the dccifion of the, 
Judges was jud. He had no doubt but 
it was formed on thofc unalterable 
principles of law which he had the ho- 
nour to mention. He would not now 
add any thing new on the fubjeft. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that the 
objefiion of Counfcl to the queftion 
put by the Managers was twofold, viz. 
id, that parole evidence could not be 
admitted to prove written evidence : 
and, idly, that no matter W'ls to be 
given in evidence, which was not ori- 
ginally made ufc of by the Defendant. 
Thefe were clear and didinft propofi- 
tions which it was not poflible for them' 
to midake. 

Mr. Fox replied, that the Lord Chan- 
cellor had not cxa6tly dated their quef- 
tion, The Managers denied the faft 
which the Counicl for Mr. Hailings 
dated, and wilhed to difprovc it. He 
contended, therefore, that it was no 
new matter, but arofc out of the de- 
- fence fet up for Mr. Hadings ; and that 
they did not mean to prove written evi- 
dence by parole evidence, but fuch faffs 
as they could Hot then forefee. 

The Lord Chancellor applied to M^. 
]^w, to know if he had any obfeiva- 
tions to make ; who replied, that he had 


none ; tliat this queftion came completd^ 
U'itbin the RhU alreatfy laid doipn by 
tbfir Lml/bipsy and that this day^ like 
tbi lajt^ had been vftlejdy •wafled 5 that 
he owed loo iiuich to his client, and to their 
Lprdfhips, to offer a fingle argument in 
reply 10 all that had afterted. « 

L livi uiv After the qneftioB was put, and when 

Ibake of the Paper, nor the defence fet ' the Lords, were abqit to ndiourn to the 
which was wholly uncxpeflcd. Chamherof P.n liaijj|fni,Mr. Haftings role, 
rrivatc dccifions, Mr. Fox faid, were, und faid, he earnelffy entreated their Lprd- 
jl dtljgrace to the cha ra£f or of the J ndges, fliip? Itave to addrefs a few words to them | 
and a hard talk on the yi l kvr ^ t t» t k^hl iha tl tpal his thoughts on paper jnft 
ikiea Whom he nvercdi (Here Mr* at lit w»as to-day, and had 

^ made 
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Vnad'e a frtiall addition, in confequence of 
^^vh;^t lie had h^ard on this day. Leave 
being very readily granted, Mr. 
addrcired the Lords as follows : 

, “ the Petition which a Noble Lord 
(Lord Hawkelbury) had the goodneA to 
prefent to your Lorddiips from me bn 
Monday laft (Feb. 24), I informed your 
Ldrdlhips that I fliould forego the benefit 
which I had hoped to derive from the tef- 
timony of the Marquis Cornwallis, wliofe 
ill ftate of health might probably difable 
him from attending to deliver it, wjthout 
the lofs of fo much time as might involve 
me in the peril of feeing my IVial ad- 
journed over to 'another year j and I prayed 
your Lordlhips, theiefurc, to order that 
the Trial flimild proceed, and with that 
degree of acceleration and difpatch which 
a due regal d to the general rights of juf- 
tice, and the fufferings of an individual 
now in the feventh year of his Trial, might 
induce your Loi<l(hips to adopt. 

** The immediate caufeof my troubling 
your Lordfliips with that Addrefs was a 
repot t conveyed to me, tliat your Lord- 
fliips had been pleafed, in confideradon of 
the Noble Marquis's illnefs,, to adjourn 
the Tiial, whlcli (loud for Monday lad, to 
the tbllowihg day, for the purpole of 
allowing me to make my option in the 
mean time, and to fignify it to your Lord- 
fhIpS, eiiher that the proceedings in the 
Trial (liould be (lopped until the Noble 
Marquis's health (hould be fudicitntly 
rellored to enable him to attend in his place, 
or that it (hould proceed without it. 

** My Loids, if this information had 
been given to me on grounds of certain au- 
thonty, I (hould not trouble y'our Lordfhips 
Ht this time, but rely with implicit confi- 
dence on fitch a pledge as it would be 
criminal todifirufi 3 (ince it is impofiible to 
admit for an infiant the fUppofition tliat 
ydur Lordihips would offer me an alterna- 
tive which included (b great a facrifice^ 
without the mod abfolute determination to 
fulfil ithe condition of it. 

** Butj my Lords, I neither know the 
terms on which that declaration of yoUr 
Lordfhips was made^ nor with certainty do 
1 know that it was made at ail 3 and when 
I fee the time fo very near in Which it has 
been annually cudoina^ for your Lordfiiips 
to adjourn the Trial for many weeks, to 
kllow for the abfenceof the Judges on their 
'Circuits^,! cannot but feel the gteateil 
alarm, le(i the fame obdr'u5li6n (hoiild be 
given to the Trial even in this period of it> 
.when the evidence on ,'art of tffe pro* 
fectitiqn, and that«.^ithe defence, have ^n 
finally and declaredly clolkd. afid almod a 
Part VIL 


whole year elapfed fince the 
latter. 

My Lords, I beg . leave to"' 
you of the great facrifices which j 
.made to cut off all polTible cauQ^ of dela^ 
that I put my defence on two Charged 
almod wholly ro ilTue on the evidence ad- 
duced by my profecutom^ and gave up the 
pleadings of my able argttmenta on botht 
This year, it is known to your Lordfhipf 
with what earnedn^fa and anxiety any 
Counfel folicited your Lordfhips* (icr* 
miffion to Call Upon the Houle of .Com* 
mens for his evidence^ and that 1 have 
departed from the whole t^nor of tny can- 
du£l, hy being myji^ the tif dek^ 

to obtain it. Ot ihefe delays^ and tU^e 
only^ 1 am the caufei and I thank yoUr 
Lordfhips for admitting theiti. My appeal 
to the Noble Marquis was not made ee 
fl{gbt grounds^ When I fird notified to 
him my intention of calling for his evi- 
dence, 1 had never had any communication 
with him refpefting the fubjcfl. Bui t 
knezv u'hat 7vas the truths and 1 was con^ 
fident be zvojdd declare it» I knew bit 
heart and mtnd-^l knew myfe Ifj and I 
therefore knew witb the mejt abfolute ter* 
tatnty wbat bis tefiimony woM be. 

Yet 1 have made this greit (acrifice 
added to the pad-— and furely, my Lords, 
I am not dni'Cafonahle in eitalling thia only 
requital, that my Trial may Ihder no fiir« 
ther delay. 

<< 1 do, therefore, modearnedly fup* 
plicate your Lordfhips to grant me thein^ 
dulgence of a continuation of your pro.k 
deeJings in this Court, without any ad« 
joiirnment for the Circuits, or any ‘othet 
delays than (uch ns the bufinels 01 Par- 
liament may render unavoidable) and that 
you will have the goodnefs to afford me 
liich an afTurance of itj as (hall immediately 
quiet mymindiromits prefentapprehenildns. 

** My Lords, do not think thU itooefl 
prefunaptuoiisi nor that it proceeds troln; 
an impertinent curioficy. 

** My Lords, it has more urgetit fho« 
tives, and pardon me if I onCe more re. 
peat, as my plea for making it, thsB I an, 
no7o in tbe feventh yedr of my pro/etutm 
in tb/s Court, which has nev^r before fuf 
fered any Trial, even of themoft Crimina 
nature, except in the times bfbtigiM 
ing difordbr and rebellion^ to eitcecd th 
Mrlod of tWfinty-twQ dayt* That as 
nave bkn already fufaje^ed to a profecu 
tion which has no^ endured fix yean 
I may not U if 1 may trufi t 

my underffandiug of all that I have. beari 
ibis de^) be the continued AibJeCl of i 
dmingjix years mreC* 
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. .W*% Mailings Taf dovfirn Mr# 

faidf thAt Mr. Haftinga 
; repeated what he had faid five 

y^iira btfgire ^ ; tot the delay was not im- 
> JHitiibfe to the Managers, bet w the Cimw* 

»iid''oC^Mr. Haftings^ who had objiftetf 
evidence, and that in this iniiaiice Mr^ 
MMings bll&wed himlelf to be the aothor 
>- of the delay* It was trne, he bad been 
fixyem before the Court, but was not 
•beir finie taken up in an en*jiiiry into 
'primes committed in a govcrnnient of 
/ourteex years ? 

Mr. Buike proceetfed for fomc time 
longer in a fhinlar drain, when Mr. 
HaOings rofe, and faid, True it rs, 
my Lor^s, as the Managei* has faid, that 
] dul complain five years when my 
Trial was on the point of bung atljpurned^ 


S9 it had f en lafied longef than aiiy oftfirf 
^rial In this Courts 1 repeated ray com- 
I»lain< in every fucceedtng year, becauje 
rueryjear was an e^gravation oftb§ 
hoftjjbip nuthheh Ifmffered, 1 complained 
of it, Biy Lords, m an ahnfe ofjuftice^ and 
I repeat^ my Lords, that // was an abufe 
j/T jnjii€if twne from whom it may \ but 
IS it^ ifiy Lords,, any argument, that, be- 
caufb I have fufUeied a profecution ol Jise. 
yeartf I flroukl endure it years 
huger f** 

To this fpeech Mr, Pon rspKcd, that 
he nioftanxioulS^yjoiiied withMr Bailings, 
rn entreating the Lords to proceed with 
all pofiible expedition to the eloic of the 
Tii:d. 

Tlift Court adjourned till 

S;iTVft« 


* In the following; Petition, to wTiIcfi Mr. Haftlngs alTbdes in page So of Past 11 . and 
which we were not enabled at tlie time to Introduce under its proper date and place. 

*• To the Right Honourable the liOrdi Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament afSembled s 

The Humble Petition of Warrin Hastings^, £% late Gottraoc General of Fort WiU 
** liam, in Bengal— 

Shewed, 

That your Petitioner was permitted by to Honourable Ho^fe of Commons to appear 
** before their bar, on the :(4th of April 17S6, to anfwcrto certain charges which had been 
preferred againft him in that HonouraUe Houfo. That your Petitioner, on the 14th ol 
May 17S7, was impeashed by to Honourabfo H6u& of Commons of Great Britain, at the 
«4 bar of your Lordlhips** Hoafe, of High Crimes and Mifdcmeanors — That your Lordlhips 
werepleafed to grant your Petitioner a C€>py of to Articles of Impeachment, with leave to 
^ anfwer the feme— That on the »5ih of November 17S7, in the folibwing fcffion of Parlla- 
** ment, your Petitioner, accoiding to ycirr Lordfliips*^ order, did deCvcr in his aniwvr to the 
^ faid Articles, and the i3Ch of l^cbcnary 178S was appointed for to Gommencement of hi< 
** Trial, and it was accordingly commenerd and continued by various adjournments, to the 
** 15th of June of to feme year. Thai your Petitioner conceived an abundant confolatlon. 
** when he few himfelf brought before a Court which was held in univerfat eflimation she 
** mod juft, as It was the melt rei^eAabfe,.from the high tliles and crignisie.s, and the nobU 
^ charaftersoi the Members compofing ;t: and imprefi^ at tins time in an equal degree wLtl 
•« the feme fentiments, and alluring himfelf that your Lordlhips will favourably receive anj 
** reprefontation which he may conceive himfelf under the iieccllity of making to your Lord' 
** ihips, of the hardililps which he has' fuftained and may yet have caufo to apprehend, froir 
the peculiar circumftaRCfs of the prefcnc Trial, he humbly prefumes, in this- fiage of it> tc 
•* Rate tht feme to your Lordlhips, and to pray for fuch redrefe and relief in the future pro. 
cefs of it, as your l.«rdlhipb' wifoom may be able to devlfc, and your juftice prefesibe. 

<< And your Fetitioiier humbly begs feave to obferve, that one year has ebpfed fince thi 
commencement of his 'Trial 5 and, in that interval, feven, noble Lords, his Judges, hav 
•• yielded to the couife of nature 5 fome of the perfbns whofe evidence was. required for hi 
. defence have returned to their duty in India, and many of thofe who remain are de 
** laM, to the injuiy of the'.r fortunes and profpedts, and to fome lofe of the Ifervicc t 
” which toy beUAig. That your Petitioner poilefles no means of indemnifying them fo 
their detention, nor does he prefume to eftimate his own rig) t at fo high a price, as t 
** exaa fiom any man that lie ihould devote to prime feafon of his. life to inaAion. That c 
** feeh of the wltncffos wl oft conveniences may permit it, or whofe inclinations ma 
« prompt tom to- remain, many muft, by death, or the variahte accidents of life, be take 
from him before to time of his defence. That his health, which a IcngrcfWencc in a 
tingenia| cHmate had impaired, has been precluded from receiving the only remedy which 
^ foreign! air cooM afford for Us refloraiion, and thc^ly palHajivc which a Bate of eafe coul 
k* afford it at home j his ftntnnc wafted in the expcnccs imavoi^ably incident to fo heavy 
7 J^cpftcutjon, and hi* perfon tonft out from its place in common fo^icty j with ether fui 

« ferinf 



r 

^At-URDAV* march U 

Onb Hundred and Twentv-Fiiist 
Day. 

The Lord Chancellor delivered the re(o* 
lution of the Lords: ** That the Maiia« 
gers were precluded from examining Mr, 
Francis as to his diflenti ng from the 
iiieafure of lining Cheyt Sing, he having 
'already ^>iven his aiTeiu in writing.” 

Mr. Grey replied, that he muft fub- 
mit, but would be under the neceflity of 
offering to them another piece of evideiKe, 
which would probably fall under the lame 
objeflion. Without fuch evidence, Mr, 
Gr^ faid, both the Prolecutors and Judges 
mull labour under great inconvenience, 
and waniler in the dark without any thing 
to dire£l them. The evidence was, a Let- 
ter produced by the Manager, which the 
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Counfel for Mr. Haftings had ufed fit « 
view direfll}^ oppolitc to that for which ^ 
was produced by them. ' 

After foine explanation had been given ■ 
of the Letter, Mr. Law had no objefiion 
to its being read* 

Mr. Wyndham deiii^d to kribw if they 
obtained leave to read it as a favour from 
Mr. Haftings^s Counlel, or as a matter 
of right. 

'I Rereading of the Letter was to prove,* 
that a fum allowed by the Governor and 
Council to one of the Rajahs, winch Mr. ^ 
Hadings's Connlel laid* was paid the day 
it became due, was paid by bills at fifty*' 
one days* grace, 

Mr. Law anfwered, that there was no* 
difficulty in the objection, as payment w^s 
made by bills at that date the day the fum 
became due. * 


** ferlngs which, though mofl fenfifaly felt by him, may not be fpecified in an addrefs to your 
Lordfhips. 

** And your Petitioner begs leave humbly to obfenre to your Lordihips, that although 
the proTecution has yet been dofedupon two articles only of his impeachment, twenty arti- 
clco were preferred againfl him by the Honourable Houfv of Commons ; that tbefi eompriaed 
in efftfi ail tht r^terjal tranfaSions^ rivi/, pditical^ mUitary^ revtme^ and finanaal^ of a Govern • 
mettt of tiv teen yean j th:»t a confidcrable portion of this time was a period ot great difficulty^ 
danger^ and embarraffinent ^ to every dependency of the Eritijh Empire^ and more particularly to the 
extenfive territeries which were under the a£lual government of your Petitioner ^ or which depended 
upon Ids exettions for phfijicnee and reUefi that your Petitioner was therefore under the ne« 

* cefiity, through his counfel and Iblicicors, of coUedling and collating, from die voluminous 

< records of the India Company, the wbde bifitny of Hs'pubiU tifcf in order to form a com- 
‘ plete defence to every allegation which the Honourable Houfe of Commons has preferred 

* againll him; for your Petitioneritad not, when your Lordihips were pleafpd to grant him a 
' copy of ^he articles, neither hat he ««tu, any means of knowing wheciier tf/jy, or what articles,' 

• if anyy were meant to be abandoned by the Honourable Houfe of Commons. That it was 
not polTihle for your Petitioner to be prepared widi the necelldry materials for fuch a 

< defence, witliout incurring a very heavy and Intolerable expence, the fums which have 
been adually paid, ard for which your Petitiener Jfands indebiedy amounting, according to the 
moil accurate elliinate wh>oh he could procure from die befl authority, to upnwrds of thirty 

** tbwfand pourJs, I'hac this it-a fubjed of great and ferious alarm p> your Petitioner, who, 
in the indefinite profped before him, fees himfclf in danger of wanting the means of defence, 
and even pi fubfifience, (hould.bis'life« which is not probable, be continued to the ciofe of 
a trial, in wbicbfo fniallaprogrefitasyethemmad&i unlefs your Lordihips* wifdom ihall enable 
you to »ffiord your Petitioner that relief which he humbly foUcits, and confidently hopes to 

< receive : your Petitioner, with aR fincerity of heart, craves leave to afiure your Lord* 

Ihips thaaJie dotes jpotpeefome ta date his fenfe of the hardihips to which he has been, and 
is fubjef^ed by the p^ evenits Df ithe Trial, as matters of complaint, being fully perfuaded 
that they were unavoidably intcident to the peculiar nature of fuch a Trial, and to the peculiar 
cbataSlcr and drcumfianca of the cbytrgt which was tbe fuijehi of it. That he has flaicd them with 
no other motive or vieyr di^ to obj^n from your Lordihips a doliverance from the dreadful 
chance of his charai^lgr being jtraniinitted on the records of your lA>rdihips'* hi^ and auguft 
court, blafied unrtf uted eiininationsy and an acceleration of the tjme in which he may be 

# enabled to make his innoemty his m/ejgnVy,#nd {may be be penoitted in aU humility to add) 
a* his dejerts appareiu to your Lordihips. 

t* Vour Petitioner therefore moil humbly pr^, Chat your Lordihips will be pleafed to 
order that the Trial may proce.cd, according to your Lordihips* order upon the lall 
adjournment, and that it may l>e contlmied to its clofc (if it be pofiible) without in- 

• prrruptlon. 

• ^ 

N ft 


« WARP.gN HASTINGS.'' 

Tfcc 
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• 7he M^ntgirt faid, that they had 
'mnbus ftate of Benares in 
} 7%^9 ittid th^ Counfet on the other fide 
^ad flietDrik it^ ^ouriihing condition in the 
yitt .'tjrjo: they therefore propofed to 
what ftate it was in the inteime- 
time. Soqe altercation toph place 
dieriWfubj^fi j at length Mr. Hallings's 
Cbitldel cunlented to what the Managers 
invalided. 

A long and tedious detail was then read 
lltmii tite l.'etters of Mr. Punean tlie Re- 
iMrat. which occupied, the Court for two 

' The Managers then faid, that Mr. 
Haftings had produced a Kerulution of 
the Court, of Diie£lors, with a vote of 
thanks for his rtneral condu£l while Go* 
vernor General in Iiidia 1 they propofed to 
lead a Paper which had been read and ap- 

£ roved by a Committee of the Court of 
> re^lorsf and oidered by them to be pub- 
lilhed for thi^ information of the Proprie- 
tors, in which feme cepfure was thrown 
oh Mr. Hatlings for a Letter he Ipd writ* 
ten to the Court while he was in India. 
The Managers meant to ihew by this Pa* 
per, that the Directors had not approved 
of every part of the condu£^ oF Mr. Haf* 
tings. 

Mr. Law obje^ied to the reading of this 
Papers* He faid, it was a party pamphlet, 
and a liliel on M'** Haii^ings in his ab* 
fence ; that thofe who had ordered it to be 
pubiiAied had no authority to do fo, and 
vere punilhabie for what they had done ; 
thst it was at a time when a certain Bill 
was brought In, and a Board of Controul 
was eltablinied ^ and that no ui'e whatever 
could be made of fiich an unauihorifed 
publication. 

• Mr. Fox anfwered, that he had ob- 
iinrved the difrerpeft which the Counfel 
^ewed perfonaliy to him, by mentioning 
his Bill under the contemptuous term of 
l«a certain Bill ?” but he wiihed, that 
whenever he again mcniior.ed it, his name 
might be coupled with it j for fo far from 
fseing afliamed, he ihouUi ever be proud 
to hayp be^n the framer of that Bill.*— 
Mr. Fo 3C, Mr. Grey, and Mr. Burke, 
i^d a pan of the Paper in qucltion, to 
4tew that it was aiithenfic, and puhlidied 
by tlie dirtfllqn of a Court of Director?. 

Mr. Haitings addvefled the Court with 
ipuch fseling— •? It was true, that fujh 
g vote of cenfure had palTeci before the 

r ftors were fplly informed relpe6iing 
whole of his condti^. When the 
of his guverpmeiit had been 
--Wtely invertigated upon hi» leturn 
that Court approved of it^ 


1 

and gave hin? their unanimous thanks * 
for the whole of it, during the time he 
was their, Governor- General. This ap- 
probation, both in the eye of law and rea- 
fon, had, he hoped, cffe^mlly obliterated 
the cenfure. It was therefore a fpecics of 
unparalleled cruelty to bring it forward 
to epprefs a man who had already fuifered 
fo much, for no other reafon whiph he 
could divine, than having, at a time ojf - 
great public danger, eff:aually fei vCd his 
country, and faved India. He relied 
upon their Lordfhips humanity, lionour, 
and judice, that they would not fuffer this 
minute of the cenfure to be read i it be- 
ing pafTcd at a moment 'of intemperate 
heat and agitation, and utterly extin- 
guidied by a fiihCequcnt refolution.” 

Mr. Binke rofe as foon as Mi ■ Hayings 
had concluded, and contended that the 
Paper was proper to be received, becaulo 
it W 2 S an anfwer to a Letter which the Pri- 
foner had dared to write to the Dire6lors 
his Mailers', and to print and publiili in 
Calcutta. 

Mr. Hailings indantly rofe, and faid, 

My Lords, I afHim that the aiTertion 
which your Lordfhips have fufl heard from 
the w ya^, ‘ I never did print 

or publifh any Letter in Calcutta that I 
wrote to the Court of Dire6lors. 1 knew 
my duty better. That aiTertion is a libel | 
it is of a piece with every thing that I have 
heard uttered fince the commencement of 
this Ti ial| by that autborife^i licenfed''*^ 
(and after a long paufe he added, turning 
to Mr. Burke) Manager!** 

Mr. Burke continued to alErm that 
Mr. Ha (lings bad printed and publiflied’ 
the Letter ip Calcutta. Mr. Haflings 
loudly called out to hiirii it was not true ; 
and the Counsel faid to Mr. No i 

no i 

The Managers perfiflmg in their right 
to put the queffion, Haflings agaii^ 
rofe, and faid, ** Let me agaip moft ear- 
ncflly implore your Lordihips attention to 
the extreme liardfliip and cruelty undey 
which I labour. It has been ufual for the 
Lords to adjourn during the Spring Af- 
fizcs. My Lords, a period of fix weeks 
of diflrachng anxiety, at my time of life,^ 
and in my broken Hate of health, is indeec^ 
more than I can pofjibly bear* I therefore 
do moll fblemnly invoke your Lordfhips* 
julUce and Compaffion, that you will make 
fuch arrangements, in order that I may 
not lofe fo important a period in the refTioii 
as fix weeks, that fomfc profpefl may ap- 
pear •df finifhing my Trial, and icceiving 
if I deferve it, during the pre- 
fen t ftpon of Pariianaent.” 


Mr, 
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Mr. Fox. We are ready, my Lords, 
to proceed die in diem^ and to begin 
*s early in the morning as your Lord- 
fhips pleafe; and to fir as late as will be 
convenient; we wilh notio delay the Trial 
SI moment.” 

The Court adjourned to the Upper 
Chamber of Parliament, when it was at 
length agreed to put the following queftion 
"to the Judges : “ Shall u Paper, read and 
approved by a Committee of the Court of 
Dire^ors, and afterwards ordered to be 
publifhed by the Court of ]>ir(.£t;ors, in 
aniwer to a Letter written to them by 
Mr. Hadings, be given in evidence to 
rebut the evidence given of the appro- 
bation of the condu 61 : of Mr. Hallmgs 
by a vote of thanks to him for his ge- 
neral condu^ in India } by whom it 
was determined, that it was not competent 
to the Managers to read the obieiva- 
tionirii 

But it being then n^ar five o' clock) and 
the Loi ds conceiving it to be abfuluiely 
impofiible to go on without the Judges, 
adjourned the Court to Monday the 7th 
of April *, 


MONDAY, APRIL 7* 

One Hundred and Twenty- 
Second Daw 

The Court met this day after the 
adjournment for the Circuits, at two 
o’clock, when the Lord Chancellor in- 
formed the Committee of the Commons, 
that the evidence brought before the 
Court, that the Court ot Directors had 
ernfured the conduct of Mr. Haftings 
icfpcdtingChcyt Sing, was inadmiffible. 
Upon this, Mr. BurKC role, and faul, 
that though they might otfer other rca- 
fons in addition to thofe which they 
had before otfered, to induce their 
Lordfhips to confent to the admilhon of 
It, yet they would acquiefee in the dc- 
ciiion, and he declared that all the evi- 
dence in reply upon the Benares Ar^* 
tide was doled. 

As Mr. Sheridan was rifihg to fpeak, 
Mr- Plumcr begged tobe heard for a very 
lew moments. He laid, that when their 
Lordiliips adjourned laft, the Hate of the 


health of the noble Marquis Cornwall^ 
was fuch as to render if cxtretneljr 
doubtful at what period he would be 
enabled to give his attendance iA WcH* 
minttcr-hall : that Mr. Hadings, from* 
the anxiety he had invariably di^layed 
to bring this intolerably tedious Trial to 
a clofe, had informed, their Lordlhipa 
that he would forego the teilimoiiy of die 
Noble Marquis: but the adjournmeTit 
of their Lordfhips was attended with* 
this good ofFcd, that Lord CornwalUs* 
he was happy to fay. was now reftorej 
to health; and as the Managers 'had 
cxprcfl'cd their concurrcncp to the No^le. 
Marquis’s examination at any period 
prior to the clofe of their own evidepC4:,li^ 
hoped the Court would permit 
Haftings to call Lord Cornwallis on the 
hrd day that their Lordfhips Hioulil 
fit. 

Mr. Sheridan faid, that the Mani? 
gers had cxprclfcd their willingnefs to 
give Mr. liaftings the benefit pf Lord 
Cornwallis's tclhmony, and therefore 
they Ihouid make no objeftions. He 
then repeated what had before beea 
faid as to Mr, Larkins, whom thcf 
would alfo allow Mr. Hallings to call 
if he chofe. 

Mr. PLanicr faid, he did not intend 
to call any fui ther evidence than Lord 
Cornwallis, and if tlieManagers intro- 
duced further evidence, they would of 
qourfe ftatc the grounds on which they 
were entitled to call it, in reply. 

After this point was fettled, Mr. 
Sheridan commenced his evidence in 
reply upon the Begum Article ; in th^ 
courfe of which extra^fs from the Code 
of Mahometan Laws were read to prove 
the nature and regulations of property 
in the Eafiern Countries, where thoie 
laws in a great degree prevail, and foe 
the exprefs purpol'c of applying then| 
to the cafe of the Begums, whole pof^ 
feifions were under confideracion^ 

A converfaiion, rather than an Rrgu« 
mcnr, was continued between Mr. She« 
ridan and Mr. Burke on the one fide» 
and Mr. pallas and Mr.Plumer on the 
other, for two hours, relative to the 
evidence which Mr.Sheridan produced| 


On Thurfday , March 6, Mr, Burke moved in the Honfe of Commons, That a Committee 
jbe appointed to infpefl the Journals of the Houfe of Lords, and to examine into the mode of 
procedure that was adopted on the Trial of Warren Haftings, Efq.” The Moti^ being agr^ 
to, the Managers of the Impeachment were appointed the f.ud Committee. ' 

On Monday, March 17, Mr. Burke fhqvcd, ** That the Managers appointed to condu^ the 
Trial of Mr. Hidlings do lay before the Houfe the clrcumllances which have retarded the pro« 
'grefs 0/ the faid TriaT, with their obfeivations tlierfqn.'* Ordered. 


and 
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Hkftd whwh aU inftanccs was admitted, 
Wc do not enter into any detail of this 
rridenr^c, becaufc not a line of it ap- 
Alitd to the points on which the Charge 
^cfts> but was as k ftated by Mr. 
Sheridan, merely inteaded to fill up 
cbrdftns which were left in the evidence, 
h? the Counfel having followed the 
rccomtneodcJ by Mr. Shendan 
himfclf, namely, that each party ftould 
Viitcr fuch parts of letters and documents 

»ie»chrelu-d on.to makcgoodthcir calc. 

They were all of no conlcijuence ; lonw 
Mlatrf toceents which happened lo tar 
back as the years ,775 and 1776. 

At halt atier four o clock, Mr Sue- 
lidan faid, that he had cvn^leUd all the 
eridence which he meant to offer /* 
tetrh on the ^tcond Mtule, It was tlu-n 
agreed, that the Marf^uis Coruwallii 
iJiould be examined on Wcvlnelday ; 
Mr. adding, that he did expert 

Mr. HalVmgs would have propolcil to 
examine Mr. I-arkms, but that the 
Managers ceriamly would do it^ 

The Court* after this ^on tfcriation, 
adjourued lintil 

WcDNEblJAY, April <>. 

CjtE liUN^T)REl> and TwENTY- 
Thu<d Day. 

The High Court had this day a fuller 
artcndaiic*- of P^ers, and of Ipcttatois, 
jhnn on anv day for tlte laft three years, 
tn confccinoncc of the expcOlcd cxami- 
itation of the M A w qins Co k N w a l li s. 

At two o'clock the Court being at- 
femblcd with «Iic uluul forms, the Noble 
Marauis was fworn in hi% pUcc.r-^Th^i 
Omnfel fw Mr, Haftings then pro- 
ecerind to interrogate his Lx)rd*hip- 
' After fowti proiatory tjuciUons abo^t 
thetiTfte of liis^de par lyre from 
fxis rcddencc in 1 ndla, and his rciurn, 
tUcCcHtnlcl fofMr. fiAsny os alkcd-ry 
Whctlier, upon hU Uordlbip’s arnv^ 
in India, he did not vjfu ih|; proviupca 
Mhkb were Hated m the Articles gf the 
Imi^cachincPt to have fuftered from 
Mr. kirUbngs* cruelty, opprcljion, vio- 
fxiifce, and blooiHhed ? 

A, lie made no fixfurfton fn thefe 
provinccvs till the following }car. In 
yl\c year lyS? he went up the G;^ng(es 
ao the extremity of thofc j^royincts. 

• Q^Was. it matter of noiorieiy that 
JSifrTiiaftii'gs was under proUcutioii ? 
t. Ji was. 

t^Mii'ht not the ptrfons whom he 
JRIM to have oppreilcdr have feuc 
p .tgaiuH htrjjf 


A. It certainly wa» in their pdwer 
lb to do, 

0^ Were any complaints made to the 
Council General againft Mr, Haftings ? 

A. He did not remember anj^. 

What was the opinion of the na* 
tives and inhabitants of Bengal, who 
had been thirteen years under the go* 
vernment of Mr. Haftings f , 

A. Mr. Haftings was, he believed, 
much cftcemed and refpe^ed by the 
native inhabirantj, and by the inhabi- 
tants of Bengal in general. 

Were n»>t the natives of the 
Mogul provinces bound to give aid in 
time of \\ar to the Nabob? 

A. In the Carnatic they were.— It 
was difficult to fay what was the regu- 
lation in a Defpotic Governrnenr. Per- 
fons on refufiil were frequently impri- 
foned and dirpo.Heflcd. 

Had lub Lord (hip any means of 
knowing whether the charge againft 
the Begums was, well or ill founded ^ 

A. He could only fpcak from report* 

— It was certainly reported. 

Does his Lordlhip know of any 
meal lire being taken to rcllorc Cheyt 
Sing? 

A. No— lie knew of no fuch mcafure, 

Q^Did he know thit any part of the 
money paid by the Begurn to the Nabob T 
had been reftured ? 

A. He did not. 

QL Were the Begams reduced, or 
are tuey ngw reduced to a ft ate of great 
^lecuniary diftref> ? 

A. He doeo not believe that they 
were rrducetl to jxrcuniary diftrcfs.^ 

^be ci>ara6tcr of the Britifli 
iniion fuller by this conduct towards 
the Begums ana Cheyt Sing ? 

A, It had not futfered, as he had 
ever heard. 

Did the inhabitants of the coun- 
tries undey cljc conduct of Mr, Haftings 
complain of his guv eminent, on his 
Lordlhip^ arrival in {ndia I 

Af They did not. 

Did the fame fentiments prevail 
as tg the charuftcr of Mr. Haftings on 
his LordlhipN departure ffom li^dua 
on his arrival there ? 

A. They did. 

C/oJs-i'jftinHued ^ BnriCf 

Whether his Lordlhip has ever 
attcnrivqly jrpud the Impeachment of 
the Cqmmons of Great Britain, before . 
this Houfe, againft Mr. ? 

A. i have read it ; but 1 cannot ahr 
folutely fay that I now correfliy carry 
if in n^y ipind, 

Q^WljCv 
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. WhctlicT ydar Lordihip can 

fptak to the truth cr falfchood of any 
<partfcular fa^ charged in thofe Aiticks 
of impeachment ? 

A. i*do not think' my feif yempetciK 
to nvc an aarwev to- c^t I 

really have cot them fttihcienily in my 
memory. 

Whether your LordAup has any 
W knowledge of any fum of money, U^r 
or engagement tor a lum of money, 
taken by Mr. llaUmgs, through the 
^ hands of Gunga Govind Sing, from a 
' perfon called Rajah Kclleram, in the 
‘ 'province of Patna ? 

A. 1 did not enq.niFe into the matter. 
On my arrival in India, I thought it 
niy duty Co look forward, and to en- 
deavour to improve the Country, and 
to correct any faults that exiited in the 
Government. J really made no cn» 

n ies, and 1 cannot ani'wer any of 
c qnefti-ons^ for I rieMly do not 
know tfiein. 

Whether your Lordfhip ha« matle 
any enquiry from any pcrlon on the 
part of the Begums of Oude 9 Does 
your Lordlhip know, whether they ad- 
' micced or dented the truth of the charges 
that were againlf them f 
A. I never did, 

f Q. What Zemindars has yourLord- 
iliip converfed with on the fubjeCt of 
Mr. Haflings’^h government > 

A. I do not Rnov/ thit f ever con- 
veribd with any Zemindar ahout it. 
What 1 jaciuioaed was merely from 
public report. 

Whether your Lordlhip has not, 
in Hating the dii'poiltion of the Natives 
of the Pnivinccs towards Mr-Haftings, 
received your account chicHy from the 
Itngliih 

A. f mud have received all accounts 
ultimately from the Eugitlh, as I did 
aiot Ipeak the country languages j but 
I certainly have* through the inter- 
preters, converfed with the Natives on 
that fubjefV. 1 learned fuch acocunrs 
' fromthem* I fpeak from their authority 
as well as the authority of the Knglilh. 

Q^WhetUcr vour Lordlhip recolleifs 
from what Natives. > 

A. 1 really do not recoiled any par- 
ticular Native, as it always paifed jx 
curfory con^virfattotiy and I never made 
any pointed eitquiries about the matter. 

0^ Whether your I-ordlhip recol- 
lects, in any Letter* you wrote, dated 
the id of Auguft 17S9, any cxprcUitvis 
to this clFc^t : “ 1 am forry to be obliged 
** t9 fay> that agriciflturu aiid iatcrnal 


« commerce have for inan^ years bcc^ 
** gradually declining; and th<tt at pre- 
^ fent, excepting the clafs of Shroifsi anidl 
“ Banyans, who refidc sdrnoft. entirely* 

** in great towns, die inhabitants of 
theie provinces luttu baf^ 

** iify to a genital ftale of poverty . 

** wntebed^^tfi d ' — Whcih cr y ou r Lorck 
ibip recollects that you have writcen a 
Letter to that effeCt ^ 

A. I caMot take upon me to rccoLi ^ 
leCl the words of a Letter chat I have, 
written five years ago. 

To that cflTefl ? 

A. I conclude 1 muft. 

Mr. Burke. Wo always meais not to 
a£k to the words but to the be- 

caufc wc have the words before us» 

Whether your Lordihip recoiled 
the following paragraph : “ In this dc- 
“ feription’* (namely, the foregone dc- 
feription), mull. even include alaioft 

“ every Zemindar in the Conipany’a 
*• territories, which, though It msy 
have been partly occafioned by tlieur 
“ own indolence and extravagance, I 
^ am afraid mu ft alCo be in a great mea.- 
“ fure attributed to the defeats of cur 
former fyftcm of management. The 
** I'ettltmcnt, in conformity to your or- 
ders^ will only be made for ten yes^ 

*• certain, with the notincaiion of its 
** bcirg your rntendon to declare it a 
*• ;'crpetual and unalterable aflcHroent 
** of thefe Provinces, if the principles 
upon which it has been made* lhr>uJd 
“meet with your appiubation i**- — 
Whether your Lordlhip recollcfts to 
have written fbmctjiing to the elFcdl of 
thel'e two paragraphs as well a& of the 
firll ? ... 

A. I do rccollcft I did write it ; but 
in that Letter I alluded to the former 
fyftem of annual alfclTiueius. 

0^ Whether your Lordlliiprccollcnta 
that you wrote, on or about the iSth of 
September x'; 89, to this etfefl : “1 
“ may fafely alTert, that one-third of 
the Company’s territory in Hindoftan 
“ is now a jungle inhabited by wild 
“ bcafts. Will a tcn-ycars Icafc induce 
“ any Proprietor to clear away that 
*• jungle, and encourage the Ryot to 
*' come and cultivate his land, when, 

** 'dt the end of that leafc, he mud ci- 
“ ther I'ubinit to be taxed ad Ubitum for 
“ the 7.ewly. cultivated lands, or lofe all 
hopes of deriving any benefit from * 

“ his labour, for which by that time he 
“ will hardly be repaid — Whether 
your Lordlhip rccollcfls a raiciitt to 
that effect ? 

A. I per- 
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A. 1 perfe£^^ recollcft to have writ- 
ten that minute. 

, I' mu ft beg to alk your Lord (hip 
refptdirittg a Letter dated November 3 d, 
ikytKSt (Containing the following fenti- 
ments : <*'I Ihall therefore only rc- 
mark in gener.^ 1 ; that, from frequent 
** changes of fyftcm, cr oAicr rcafoiis, 

** much is wanting to cftablilh good or- 
V dcr and regulation in the internal ■ 
bufinefs of the enuntryS and that, 
from various caufiiSjby far the greateft 
•* part of the Zemindars, and other 
landholders and renters, are fallen 
into a Itate much below that of wealth 
and aflluence. This country, how- 
ever; when the fertility of its foil, 
and the induftry and ingenuity of its 
numerous inhabitants, are taken into 
conlideration, muft unqucttionably be 
** admitted to be one of tne iineft in the 
** world ; and, with the uniform at- 
tention in Government to moderation 
in exa£lion and to a due adminiftra* 
tion of jufticc, may long prove a 
fourcc of great riches both to the 
** Company and to Britain. 1 am per- 
fuaded, that by a train of judicious 
mcafures the land revenue of thefe 
** Provinces is capable in time of being 
** incrcafecl ; but with the principles 
of humanity, and even thofe of our 
•‘own intereft, it is only by adopting 
“ mcafures for the gradual cultivation 
•‘ and improvement of the wafte lands, 
•‘ and by a gentle and cautious plan for 
•‘ the refumpiion of lands that had been 
•* fraudulently alienated, that it ought 
“ ever to be attempted to be acconi- 
“ pliihed. Men of Ipcculativc and fan* 
•‘ guinc dirpofuions, and others, either 
“ from ignorance of the fubjedt, or 
“ with views of recommending them- 
•‘ felves to your favour, may coiitidently 
•• hold forth ipecious grounds to en- 
•‘ courage you to hope that a great and 
“ immediate acceftion to that branch of 
“ your revenue might be practicable. 
•* My public duty obliges me to caution 
“ you, in the moft lerious manner, 
•* agaiiift Uftening to propofuions which 
recununend this attempt ; bccaufe I 
•• am cieany convinced, that, if car- 
•‘ Tied into execution, they would be 
attended with the moft baneful con- 
•* fequenecs. Defperate adventurers, 
. without fortune or character, would 
“ undoubtedly be found, as has already 
•‘ been too often experienced, to rent 


“ the different diftri£l^ of the cowf try ^ 

“ at the higheft rates that c uld be puc^ 

“ up m them; that the dtlufion would 
“ be of a Ihort duration, and the impo- 
“ lity ind inhuniaiitty of the pkin, when 
“ per laps too late for eftcffual remedy, 

“ occv.mc apparent by the complaints 
“ of the people, and the difappoint- , 

“ mcius at the Treafury in the pay-' 

“ ments of the revenue, and wouW^ 

“ probably terminate in the ruin and % 
“ depopulation of the unfortunate coun- 
“ try : * — Whether your Lordlhip rc- 
colufls to have written airy thing to 
tha: effciJt about that time ? 

A. I prrfe^lly rccclle^l tohpve writ- 
tci the extrafts that the Honourable 
Mtnagcr has read. 

Mr. Grey. 1 wifli to know whether 
th: Noole Marquis received a rcpve- 
fc jtation from Mr. Kirkpatrick * to the 
fol owing effuft ; *• Such is the impref- 
“ don which our former charafter and 
“ policy have Lft on the minds of the 
“ Natives, that, notwirhftnnding the 
“ many proofs, which our more recent 
“ conduft has furnilhcd, of our being 
“ at pufent direiled by a very different 
“ fpirit, I am perfuaded, that neither ' 
“ he, nor any other Hindoftan Poten- 
‘‘ rate, gives us credit for iincerity in 
“ the declarations which we have lately 
“ made on the lubje 6 l. Time, no doubly 
“ might fubdue this obftinate incredu- 
“ lity 5 but who can certainly lay that 
“ we Ihall adhere long enough to our 
“ prefent moderate fyllcm for the pur- 
“ pofe of enforcing this belief \ 

A. It is impoffiblc for me to rccoU 
lc 6 l the particular, it is lb long agi» ; 
but I dare fay the Letter was received. 

Does your Lordlhip believe that 
fuch was the imprcHion which our 
former character and policy had left on 
the minds of the natives of India ? 

A. I believe that thefe were the fen- 
timents of Captain Kirkpatrick ; but I 
cannot take upon rnyfelf to fay, upon 
oath, whether thefe fentiments were^ 
well or ill founded. 

Mr. Grey. Undoubtedly, direflly 
your Lordlhip cannot anfwer to fuch a 
queftion \ but, Whether !rcm yeur gc- 
ntrdl obfervation you' have any rcaloii 
to doubt that that repreftntation waa ^ 
Well founded ? 

A. I apprehend I have already given? 
every anlvvcr that can be given to that 
queftion. 


* Lor4 Cornwallis bad appointed Capt. Kirkpatrick to be AmbaiT.dor at the Cdnrt of 
in x7*7* 


Qc Did 
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^ Dul not his LordHiip fend Mr. 
.Piincan into the province of Benares 
to put it under regulation ? 

A. He did. 

0^ \Vhethcr credit was to be given 
to the report of Mr. Duncan about 
the (late a lid condition of that coun* 
try ? 

A; The utmofl credit was to be 
^l^iven to the reports of Mr< Duncan. 

By Mr* Piimn , 

0^ Wheiher large fiims were not 
tranffnitted from this country to catry 
on the expences of the war ? 

A, There were remittances. 

What was bis opinion of Sir John 
Shore } 

A He had the higheft opinion of Sir 
John Shore's integrity and abilities. 

Mr. Burke, on Lord Cornwallis dat- 
ing fo ftrongly the fer vices of Mr.Haf- 
fings in couhtera6ting the dehgns of our 
enemies in the laft general war, alkcd 
Lord CorftWallib, Whether he was ac- 
quainted with the caufc of the late Mah- 
raita war ? The Chancellor faid, that 
the queftion could not with propriety 
be put. Mr* Burke faid, it might, at 
Iciift, by any I-ord j and Lord Stanhope 
faid that he Would put it^ to prevent 
further argument. 
f By Earl Stanhope, 

(i. Whether the Noble Lord knew 
the caufc of the coalition of the India 
Suits again (I the Britiili Power } 

A. He heard of it before he went 
from England ; but as he had his in- 
formation in the fame way as otiur 
Lords, he knew no more of it than 
ihev did. 

T wo very ftrong concluding quedions 
were put by Lord Hawke, Whether 
the confederacy framed by the Native 
Powers in l^ndja, and aifided by the 
Prcnch in the lad general war, did not 
require the utmoft exertions on the part 
of Mr. Haftings to counteradl it? 

His Lorddiip anfwcred, it certainly 
did. 

Lord Cornwallis was a(ked, Whether 
by fucccfsfully countera^ing thofc de- 
figns, and preferving the Britifti Ein- 
pfre entire, Tvlr. Hattiiigs had not ren- 
dered ciTcntisl ferviccs to his country ? 

- His Lordihip replied, lltfdomUaly he 
had* 

Mr. Larkins was then called to the 
bar, and fwnrn. He had been in India 
for twenty years, and returned only in 
lin^ptembcV Lfl. He wa^ for a great 

pAxrVtJ, 


part of that time Accquntant-Gencr-, , 
to the Ead. India Company, and had' 
aifo the arrangement of Mr. Hadings^t 
private concerns. He had given up 
the books which related to the latter 
to Mr. HaftingS on his departure from 
India* 

Mr. Burae alked, Whether he ha^ 
preferved aliy copies of thefe accounts ? 
and, if not, From what fourecs he drew 
the accouzJ tranfmhted to Mr. Pc- 
vaynes ir( i^86 ? 

The Counfel for Mr. HaHings object.* 
ed to the quedion, as leading to rc>open 
an Article of the Charges which had 
been clofed nearly two years lince. The 
Managers, in bringing evidence to re* 
ply. w ere not to be allowed to* go into 
this latitude of examination. 

Mr. Buikc dented, that the .Mana* 
gers were bound in this indance by the 
cotnmon rules of evidence. ^ They could 
not pump dry the ccean, which till now 
had feparated them from Mr. Larkins : 
they mud be at liberty, thtrefere, to 
call for his tediroony at large in any 
dage of the Trial. It was the duty of 
their Lord (hips to feek only for tub* 
ftantial jufticc, and in that purfuit they 
were not bound by the rules of inferior 
courts. The overbearing neceirity of 
the cafe demanded that they (hould re- 
ceive the bed polTible evidence, in what- 
ever dage of the Trial it could bp fur- 
ni(hcd. 

On this point an argument of cond- 
derahle length and importance took 
place. The Counfel for Mr. Hadings 
(MclTrs. PI timer and Dallas^ contended, 
that the Managers, in their reply, 
could not adduce evidence but to eda- 
blifh fome point which had been dif- 
puted, or fome tedimony which had 
been attacked. Neither of thefe pleas 
could be made ufe of in the prefent in- 
drmcc. If the evidence or Mr. Lar- 
kins was as neceitary as it was now 
dated to be, they might either have 
moved to podpone the Trial until his 
return, or they might have fenc out n 
commiliion to India, and have availed 
themfelves of his evidence under that 
commiffion i^t an earlier period. They 
threw thpmfelrcs on the juftice and can- 
dour of thiir Lord(hips, not to fuffer 
tl\e Trial to be kept open on fbe ar- 
rival cf any new evidence froip India, 
which would prolong jts duration to an 
indeterminate length* Thev quoted 
fevcral cafes to (hew that fuck ^ 
cceding wa» madmiinbU, 

9 Mr, 
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Mr»Tliirkc £aid, that thefc arguments 

^eref ^furd in the extreme. They 
{)kc«d th« l?rifonLT at the bar in a moft 
concemptible point of view. He had 
Itdotiled the receipt of immenfe fums ; 
had vindicated himfelf by laying 

xhtLt he had always commiriicated tlic 

, cifcumftances to Mr. LarKins, whole 
probity and whofc honour ivcrc at tmit 
time ftated to be beyond alt l^ricp- He 
had been fpecificaliy charted with ^r/- 
• bery^Jbiirping, ftvtftdlw^\ Aid to thelc 
-charges he had only replied, that *f Mr- 
'I.arkins were prefent, he could vindicate 
him from thefe calumnies. Mr. Larkins 
was now prefent. The Managers wilh- 
cd to lift the maiter to the bottom, and 
to gi\e*hiin the advantage of the tefti- 
inony which he had fo long defired. 
But inftead of wilhing to clear his fame, 
the Prifoner, when the means, according 
to his own ftatement, were at hand, 
called for proteftion againft this deci- 
live teftimony, and fought a lheltcr, not 
in his own innocence, but in a technical 
rule of evidence. 

The Managers were ready to prove 
the charges of corruption by the evi- 
dence of Mr. Larkins, It was for their 
Loreflhips to decide whether that evi- 
dence fhould be admitted. They were 
row at iffuc on the cafe, and the Public, 
if the evidence was refufed, muft judge 
between them. 

Mr. Fox and Mr. Taylor fpoke on 
the legal propriety of admitting the 
evidence of Mr. Larkins. An exami- 
nation by a commilhon they did pot con- 
fider as tending to the end of lubftantial 
jufticc. 

■ After fomc converfation, the points 
were referved to be debated by their 
Lordfliips in their own Chamber, 

Adjourned to 


Monday, April 14^ 
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Mr. Plumer upon this rnfe and find, 
that the qucftlon fell under the head of^' 
objection, the validity of which had al- 
ready been eftablilhed by their Lord- 
Ihips* dccifioD ; and added, ** But per- 
haps, my Lords, I may b^ able to 
“ fave your Lordlhips, and the Mana- 
“ gers, from all further trouble on this 
“ iubjc6t. When the objc^lion was ) 
‘‘ taken to the evidence of Mr. Larkins^^ 
** it was in the confident hope that no' 
“ doubt could prevail any where re- 
“ fpefting the real, and the only reafon 
“ for making it, confidcring the pall 
“ proceedings of the Trial, and the 
** prefent ftage of it. But, my Lords, 
“lb much has been faid, fo often rc- 
“ pcated, and lb induftriouily circulated, 

“ rLfpcdling the nature of Mr, Lar- 
“ kins’s teftimony, if it were adduced, 

“ and of the motives operating upon 
“ the mind of Mr. Haftingsin refifling 
“ it, that any longer to forbear bunghig 
“ thffe hold ajfcrt ions to that rtft ivhho 
“ has biihcrto and vi^auahly proved Jo 
fatal to evtry auvfation agahijl Mr. 

“ Haftings, namely, the teji of p^ooft 
“ would be to afford fome colour for the 
‘‘ alperfioiis caftupon the Gentleman at- 
“ your bar, as if he fliruak from th's 
“ enquiry bccaufc he dreaded the rclulc 
“ of it. Under thefe circumftanctjy 
** Mr, Haftings cannot for a moment 
“ hefitate what part he ought to take. 
** Anxious as he is for the dole of this 
“ long T rial, but ftill more anxious for 
“ the vindication of his honour and 
“ charadcr from every pollible fuf- 
picion that can be thrown upon it, 
“ Mr. Haftings confidently hopes that 
“ the jufticc and humanity of your 
“ Lordfliips will prevent this or any 
“ other proceeding from having the 
“ effeft of carrying over the final tcr- 
“ mination of this proceeding to ano- 
“ ther year •, and inthat hope, Mr. Haf- 
lings coufents to wave his objeftion 
“ to the teftimony of Mr. Larkins, and 
to allow to the Profecutors all the 


One Hundred and Twenty- 
Fourth Day. 

The Lord Chancellor informed the 
Managers, that the Court decided rc- 
fpefting thi5[ queftion put to Mr. Lar- 
kins, “ thirfe was not competent in the 
5‘ witnefs toanfwcr that (jueftion.*' 

Mr. Larkins xvas then called, and 
fcvcral queftions being put to him and 
anfwcred, Mr. Buikc put one of much 
the fame tendency as that on which die 
Cuurc had given dicir opinion. 


full I'cope of examination to which 
“ they would have been entitled at any 
“ period of the Trial.” 

Mr. Burke faid, that it was cafy for 
the Counfcl of Mr. Haftings to concede 
what they could not refufe. They 
protefted againll accepting as an induU ' 
gence what they were entitled to as a 
right. — It was upon record, on the trial 
of Lord Strafford, that the Commons ‘ 
had a right To call and examine wit- 
ntTlfcb in chief at any time during‘cha 
trials and this proteft Mr. Burke de- 
fired 
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to make m the mod formal man- 
ner. 

The Earl of MansficW objcfted to 
the argument of the precedent. He 
could rfor, of courfe, object to the pro- 
teft. The Managers iiad a right to 
their proteft ; but not to refer in it to 
a cafe which was not, in his mind, a 
precedent in point. 

^ Mr. Burke inlifted that it was a pre- 
cedent dri6l:ly in point j— and Mr. Grey 
contended, that at lead they had a right 
to date the cafe as a motive for their 
claim of right ; and their quotation of 
the cafe did not compromife their Lord- 
ihips. 

Mr. Burke again iiidded, that to ex- 
amine Mr. Larkins was the right of the 
Commons ; and faid, he ihould requed 
it might be now entered, “ that the 
“ Commons accept the confent of the 
“ prifoner to examine Mr. Larkins, but 
“ take it as a matter of right, not of 

indulgence;*' and this he did in the 
form of a proted. 

Thefe were nearly the words which, 
after a long altercation, were agreed 
. upon, iiidcud of a much drouger proted 
onered by Mr. Burke. 

Mr. Larkins was then examined by 
Mr. Burke until three quarters pad 
T five o’clock, on a variety of points rc- 
Ipcding I'ums of money alledged to be 
taken by Mr. Hadings j about bonds of 
1781 ; Mr. Hadings’s private accounts, 
and his public accounts ; the jewels 
given to Mrs, Wheeler } the account of 
money taken, from whom taken, and 
how applied. To all which Mr. Li*r- 
kiiis anlwercd with great compofurc 
and much firmr.efs, that he either did 
not know, did not rccolleft, or that the 
quedions were already anlwercd by the 
fads in the public accounts. He Iwore 
that Mr. Hadings never gave him any 
private dire6tioiis relpetling 'any im- 
proper application or receipt of money, 
and leemed much hurt that Mr. Burke 
Ihould fuppofe him to be lb bale and 
treacherous an individual, as to have 
taken copies of any man’s private ac- 
counts who repofed a confidence in 
him. 

Being alkcd as to the indorfement cf 
tiiv; bonds, on what day that indorfe- 
menc was made, he faid ‘i//r//W^'on the 
day which the date fpecified. 

Mr. Burke demanded to know what 
was meant by the word virtually^ 

. Mr. Larkins luppofed this cafe^If a 
man thus wrote ,to a correlpondcnt, 
EndofadX fend you a bill,” the bill 
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was virtually fo; becEwfe in fa 61 r it wat- 
not, at the time of writing, tndofed^ 
nor could it properly be lb laid, until 
the-lctte^r was folded up. 

A ^edion was then put, to which, 
Mr. l\w obje6ted, as a matter that 
would \}^Ugrading toCounfei to admit. 
It was, “ jWhether the witnefs did 
think tile conduft .of Mr. Hadings 
“ drange ?r 

This br/ught on a warm altercation 
between tns Managers and Mr. Lav/,* 
which was dopped by 
Mr. Hadings addrcfBiig himfelf to 
the Court, and earnedly praying to fay 
a few words. He conjured their Lord- 
Ihips to confidcr the dage of t^e Trial, 
and the fcafon of the year. He had 
been much alarmed on this day by a 
report which it would be improper in 
him to date to their Lordlhi[)s (mean- 
ing the report of an early prorogation), 
lie therefore did earncltly pray their 
Lordihips to take Ibmc deps to fatisfy 
h'm that his Trial was to clofe, and that 
judgment would be given in this the 
feventh year of it. His future conduf.l 
would be regulated by what their Lord- 
ihips Ihould fay. He meant no dif- 
rclpeft to them, but human patience 
could not fudain ib/s etfr»al Tnal, By 
the delays of this day he favv what he 
was to expert, and therefore he mod 
earnedly prayed their Lordihips to give 
him feme ad'urancc that his Trial would 
be finilhed in this year. 

The Court adjourned to their own 
chamber, and fent a melTage to the 
Commons, “ that they would further 
“ proceed on the Trial on Wediiefday 
** next,” 

Wednesday, April 16. 

One Hundred and Twenty- 
Fifth Day. 

Mr. Burke commenced a fpcech on 
the evidence given by Mr. Larkins on 
the lad day ; he was interrupted by 
Mr. Law,^ who faid it was extremely 
irregular to obferve in. the midft qf 
an examination on the evidence of a 
witnefs. 

The Chancellor faid, that what Mr. 
Burke was about was perfe£Hy regular 
and proper ; on which Mr. Law gave 
up his objeftion^ and then Mr. Burke 
proceeded on the nature of the rvi^ 
dence given the lad day, that Mr. Haf- 
tings had invariably declared, tb^t Mr. 
Larkins was privy to every procefs of 
the bufinefs of taking money privately, 

O a iinU 



applying it tft the 'public fcrvicc j 
whereas it appeared that he knew 
nothing of any of the tranfa^tions 
prior to May 1782 — that he knew 
nothing of the caborleats or obli^tions 
for moncy« not of the bond. 

• Mr. ilaftings called out, he never 
^dfiated the faili tn the manner Mtk 
turke mentioned, f 

Mr. Burke fired at this in(^erriiption, 
aind at a remark df the Counfel. He 
Ikid, rhe Commons were beyond all con^ 
froul^ and that the CoUnlel, if they per> 
(iftcd to remark on his proceedings, 
mufi be kept iti order, or the Managers 
miifi take the inAruAions of the Houfe 
pf Commons 

To one of the queftions put by Mr. 
Burke, Mr. Law objected in a very 
pointed manner, as being merely a re- 
petition of what had been (o often 
alked before. Mr. Burke In ycply faid, 
that the Counlel qbjedVed, becaiife rhe 
anfwcr would damnify their Client ; 
that they akeady had had experience 
enough in this Trial to know, that 
any attempt to controul the Managers 
only tended to wafte time in fpecches, 
for that the Managers would have their 
Way. 


Mr. Law with great feeling f^/.d, 
that their Lordlhips knew he had no 
motive whatever, but to endeavour, by 
confining the Managers to fome fort of 
rule, to bring this Trial to a dofe in 
this year. 

Mr. Hafiings, when Mr. Law fat 
down, role and faid, he wiihed to be 
heard for a few moments. To the 
queftion then put by the Managers, 
or to any qucAion of any kind that 
they might put in future, neither he 
nor his Counfel would object, provided 
their Lordlhips would fit and clofe the 
Trial in this year. Surely, as an 
Englifhman, and claimiiig the rights of 
a Britilh l'ubje£t, this nut too much 
for him toalk, If their Lordlhips would 
only fit on this day and to-morrow to 
finifli this evidence ( and if they would 
afterwards fit to finilh this Trial (now 
in the fevtnth year of it) in this feilion, 
the Manager had his full permiliion to 
fay what he pleafcd, and to alk what 
queftions he pleafcd— no one would in- 
terrupt him. 

Mr. Haftings then, in a ftylc of na- 
tural clotjucnce which noftudicd fpeech 
could equal, faid, as nearly ns we can 
recoiled, as follows : My Lords, 1 beg 

leave 


• As there feems to be fome Arangc confuiion or mJAindcrflanding of this fubjcft, wc 
/hall ftate it as it appears upon evidence ; 

On the 22d of May 1782, Mr. HaAmgs fent a letter to the Directors, informing thein 
that he had received one hundred and ninety thoiifand pounds Aciling, privately, which he 
had carried to the Company’s account, and tliat he had received thefe fums at the time the 
Conijxir.y yciy much Wanted rhcmi and that the whole had been applied to the public fervice. 
That if the Diie^ots wiihed for further information, he was ready to anfwer upon honour 
©r upoh oath to any queibons that Ihould be put to him. The Dire^lofs, in reply to this 
Utter, defired to know at what periods the fevcral fums tvere received. 

This letter Mr. Haftings anfwercd from Cheltenham, and faid, that if they required further 
information, Mr. Larkins Would give it to them, who, he believed, polTeired the only copy of 
the paper he ever polfelTed. Mr. Haftings wrote to Mr. Larkins, who fent tlie account home, 
Wliioh has occafioned fo mueh enquiry. 

It appears upon the evidence, that of this one hundred and ninety thoufand pounds, one 
hundred ahd fifty-five thoufand is fo entered upon the public accounts at the time, as to 
leave it out of all doubt, that it was really and truly public money. 

But as bonds were taken in the name of Mr. HalLngs for 35,000!. in Nov. 1780, and in 
Jan, 1781, and as tllofe bonds were rot indorfed untd the 29th of May 1782, the argument 
has been, t^it m that period Mr. Haft4ngs meant to keep t* hinifelf that 35iOpol. 

* Mr. II.ift.ngs, ftom a moft thoroiigh conviction in his own mmd, that Mr. Larkins knew 
^he bond:> net to have been his property ifi 1781 ; and further being convinced that a decla- 
ration Upon each bond, declaring it not to lx his property, wqs written ip Jply defired 
Mr. Larkiiis to tianfmlt the bonds to the Company^ in oitier, by their appearance, to verify 
bis afferficn. 

/ Mf. Larking ipaded public application to Lord Corn\^airis» dcfirlng that theft bonds might 
fent 'to the Company. Me fd.d, he ma(|e this .ipplication at tfic defife of Mr. Haftings. 
panffhitted to iilm by 'Major Scott. I'he bonds anived, and, inftead of bearing date in 
j|tily <he tjcclaration at the back of each is dat7d on the 29th of May 1782, Here, then, 
is tlie Whole c^e, iH Which lb much time lias been fpent.— Mr, eagerly furniftied 

• ' ' ^ * ^hc 
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leWc Aortly to recall to your rccollec- thiS benefit of Vis teftlmony thet the 
tion the racrifices which 1 have made, Trip! might be accelerated. The de'ire ' 
merely to get this eternal Tiial to an of me Managers to introduce evidence 
end. In the year 1791 (now three whil^i your L^rdihips would not admit, 
years Ago) I ofteted to wave my dc- occali'iSpicd the adjournment for the 
fence altogether, provided this Court Circuititxand in that period Lord Corn- 
would go to judgments In the cafe wallis rccy>vered, Tliis was the oni^ 
made by my profecucors, this was not inftaiicc ih which I delayed the Trial 
agreed to. In the laft year, 1793, the for a finglc moment, 
lall fefiion, I gave up the advantage of “ The ^lanigcrs then wifted to call 
the obfervations of my Counfcl on the Mr. Latkins; my Coiinfel objcftecl> 
evidence on one of the Articles, and merely to avoid further delay : to them 
waved both the opening and clofing I trufted the conduv^l: of my caufe ; I 
ipecches on another Article, in order never inCiruftcd them tO obj'e&t to the 
to leave time to the Managers to clofe calling of Mr. I«arkins} they wiHied as 
their reply in the laft feliion. Though I do, that in (omc period of the life of 
three-and-twenty days were left to them man, this caufc Ibouid be brbught to a 
for this purpofcj they defired to poft- clofe. Was it tobc expcdcd,iny Loids, 
pone the Reply to this feliion.— Thus I after having made fo iminy facrriiccs for 
loft the benefit of the obfervations of my the acceleration of thisT^rial,thcit I ihould 
learned Frieiulsj and was deprived «f confent to continue it to an indefinite 
the purpofc for which alone I gave them period, to accominodAte the Managers I 
up. In this felfion, for the firft time But when I heard them declare, ihat if 
in this Trial, 1 was the caufe of delay. Mr. Larkins was called, fuch a fccn« 

I wiftied to avail myfclf of the advan- of fraud, deception, and iniquity, would 
tage of Lord CornwallU’s teftimony ; be diJeovered, that I Ihould wifti firr 
his unexpected illnefs occafioned two mountains to cover me (I chink this 
adjournments of the Court : but when I was one of the ftrangc exprefiions), I 
fo'ind that it wouKl be uncertain at earneftly entreated my learned fiicnd 
wh It period the Noble Marquis would (Mr. Plumer), who fat next to me, 10 
be well enoughto attend, 1 even Waved allow him ai once to be called: — he 

the evidence to prove tiis'own miftakc 5 a ftrong proof, however, that he thougl^t he was 
correal. 

The next point is the paper tranfniitted to the Direftors at the exprefs defire of Mr- 
Haftings, from an anxiety to give the fullell anfw..'r» to the quellions put to him, a; to the 
period when the fcveral fums were received. 

Tliis account was immcdiau ly fent by Mr. Larkins to the D.redtcrs j it arrived in April 
1787, and the following fifts appe ar from it : 

ift. That two lacks of rupees wjre paid by Cqnga Govind Sing into the treafu’-y, from , 
Dinagepore ; and that a balance of orlelack remained irt tile hands of Gunga Govind .Sing. 

2d That two 1 icks w.’re.reccivrd fiom !*atna, and paid .uto the u ,• y as public monry. 

3d. That one lack and a h.ilf \va> received iiom Nuddea, and paid into ihe tiv.a^'ury. 

' For the Mil and the laft fums bonds were taken in the name rJi. Hafting>, wliofe 
private property they appeared to be, until he voluntarily declared tliat thefc bonds umc not 
h:s property, and that he had no right noi titje to them. If tlieretbre liie changes were to be 
rung upon tlu. fubieft forfeven years longer, until oni? hundicd t.h ufand pounds ino-e arc 
expended, we muft ftiU come back to the fame point i That of the moocy received by 
Cunga Covind S.ng, he h.i': "'ot accounted tbr one lack ; and tint Mr. Larkins does not 
recollect his being informed liiat the three bonds given to Mr. Haftings in 1781, were for 
.monc/, the property of the Company pr.ot to the 22^ May ly'iz. 

Tneic arc the only two |K>ini. chat di. I.arklns' evidence or his letter have a reference to 

fill, though he v/.is cxair.u’.ed fc many hours in t^vodays. 

Jt is very iM.itirial to notice, that wiien the Counfcl o*ppjfcd the eximlnatioA of Mr. Lar« 
Jems, Mr. Burke boldly faid, tii.a u ue were ciUed, the Co.nmonj wouli piove by Ins 
teilhiuony a f iLm o£' fwindLng, theat.ng, thieving, &c. uc. Mi Burke, on this day, 
phanged his tone, aud now merely pre-ftHtd to p^ove, that Mr. Lariiiiii was not privy to the 
receipt of th.rty-five tlioufand pounds, out of imc huiitired and •.hirty thoufand i>ound-, fo- 
early as Mr Haft.ngs had fuppofed .h.m to be acquainted with it. ' Th.s point, and the 
* information as lo the jcwol* lupj^^.fid to be given to Mrs. Wheeler, arc the only two circum- ^ 
ftances which this great exoixunation lias produced. 

thought 
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the exprefTion of Icfs cojife- 
oaence^ and your Lordfliips dctcrmnicd 
tint be could not be examined; buj my 
Counlel coircurreci with me in opi 4 iion> 
that the beft way to countc^t the 
Inlinuacions of rh.j Managejr was to 
jtopfent to Mr. Larkins's appeal ance. 
jBe has now been two da vs biforc your 
I«ord(hips»yoLi have heard his/teftirnony, 
•ad you fee how much of tHk rime has 
ftcen wafted by n peating the fame 
i|ueftions to him fo often over* I fay, 
my Lords» that I will objea to no 
queftionthat can be put j but furcly I do 
Hot afk too much in return, when I re* 
queft that you will fit to-day and to- 
morrow, ‘to clofe this examination, fo 
that a fufficient time may remain in 
this felTion to bring this Trial to a clofe 
— *that is all I am anxious about, and 
that fcGured, neither I nor my Coanfel 
will interrupt the Manager in any thing 
that he may fay, however irregular it 
may be.** 

This fpcech had a vifibie efFc£k on all 
who heard it. Mr. Burke had begun 
a reply, but was dcfired to proceed with 
his evidence, which he did, twice fay- 
ing he had done, and twice rallying 
again, but going back previoufly to the 

S ueftions that he had put on the laft 
ay the Court met. At length Mr. 
Burke faid he had done, and then 
Mr. Dallas began his crofs- exami- 
nation ; the material anfwer to his 
queffion was, that every rupee re- 
ceived by Mr. Haftiugs had been ex- 
pended in the public fcrvicc. All the 
Lords being gone, except five or fix, 
'the Marquis 'I'owalhcnd moved to ad- 
journ to tbc Upper Chamber of P«ir- 
hament, where it was afterwards agreed 
to adjourn further proceedings ou the 
Trial till the 28th of April *'. 

Monday, April iS. 

OneHiTNDRKD and Tw'fcNTY- 
Six 1 H Day. 

ThcOiurc did not meet this d.^y un- 
til tlie uUial hour of two, v.fhen I^ir. 


DaJJf^ immediately proceeded in ^5 
crois-examination of Mr. Larkins, by 
which it appeared, that upon the bonds 
for three and a half Jacks of rupees 
taken by Mr.Haftings in his owA name 
he never had received one rupee of in- 
terefc. It further appeared, that though 
Mr. Larkins did not recoiled being 
fully acquainted until the aid of May 
1782, that thcic bonds were not the 
property of Mr. Haftings, but of the 
Eaft-Jndia Company, yet he thinks, 
from circumftanccs, that he muft have 
had fume intimation upon the fubjeft 
from Mr. Haftings prior to tjiai period, 
becaufe the bends were dated, two of 
them ill and ad of December jyJto. 
and the third on the 23d of November 
1780 ; of courfc one year’s intereft 
would become due upon them in O6I0- 
ber and November 1781. AsMr.Haf- 
rings was at that time up the country, 
and as Mr. Larkins had the charge of 
thefe bonds, he thought he could not 
have neglcdbed to receive the intereft 
ujx)n them, unlels he had received di- 
redtions on that head from Mr. Haf- 
tings. That no intereft ever was re- 
ceived upon ihem, and that they never 
were entered on the Hooks of Mr. 
Haftings as his private property, be 
•zvas urtatn ; but he cannot Iwcar po- 
fitivcly to being fully acquainted with 
the tranfddlioa relative to thefe bonds 
prior to the 22d of May 17S2, In like 
manner, the prefent received from Sa- 
daniind, the Ruxey of Cliewt Sing, 
ftood upon the Company’s Books as the 
property of Mr. Haftings ; but it was 
employed in the public fcrvicc, and 
Mr, Hallings never made life of one 
rupee of it. That while thefe bonds 
and this depofit appeared afipate^iUy to 
belong to Air. Haftings, he was under 
the neccHity of burrowing money on his 
own private account from individuals, 
that nccelfity being created by the 
rcadiptfs always diewn by Mr. H'lftings 
to alliii thofc who wanted his affiftance : 
ih^t for the money fo borrowed he was 
obliged 10 pay an intereft of 10 or 12 


« On Thuifday, April 17, in the Houfc of Commons, Mr. Burke brought up the Report 
of the Manage! s appointed to enquire into the caufes of the delay in the trial of Mr. Haf- 
tines, Ssc, • 

Tlie Report, winch was cf confiderablc bulk, was read a firft time pro feiiKa, and ordered to 
lifr ujirm the table. 

Mr. Burke tlicn moved that it be printed for the ufe of the Members, wh ch was oppefed 
by Sir Fepptr Arden, and others, who, wilhing that it (hould not appear even upon the 
Jouroalsy moved lor the order of the day. • 

This was opjxifcd by Mr. Pitt, Mr. Dundas, and Mr. Sheridan, when, after a long conver- 
fatlgn,^thc Report was ordered to be printed [and which the Reader Will find annexed, by 
to this Account of thcTaiALj. 
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^ etm. prr atiHvm, which he would 
not liave done had he conceived tlic 
three bonds iu qucftion, or the depofit, 
to be his own property. That Mr. 

was a man known to be per- 
ft Atly carclcTs as to the Hate of his own 
private fortune, and that it was with 
the orcatcll difliculty he (Mr. Larkins) 
could get Mr. Haftings to devote an 
hour to the confidcration of the ftatc of 
his private afi'airs, fo very inattentive 
w’as he to cvciy thing that concerned 
himfclf. 

Mr. Larkins faicl, that he believed he 
had the entire management of every 
tiling that h.id a rcl uion to the private 
fortune of Mr. Haftings. That during 
the thirteen years in which Mr. Mailings 
was at the head of the Government of 
India, he verily believed, that in no one 
injiance, and he had full opportunities 
of making the obfervation, had Mr. 
Haftings done any one a^l, either with 
an immediate or a remote view to his 
own perfunal advantage ; on the con- 
trary, his knonv andjixrd cbara^Jrrw^^ 
the njcry oppr^itc to tliat wliich had been 
imputed tu him, namely, of a man 
nu/, corrupt^ and opprej/i^vef who, in all 
his adls, looked only to the accumula- 
tion of exorbitant the ailcga- 

ticn in the Charge preferred by the Idtc 
Houle of Commons. 

Mr- Dallas cloild his examination by 
alking Mr. Larkins, If he was the Ac- 
countant General at the time when 
T.ord Cornwallis deferibed him as a man 
whole knowledge, abilities^ and ac'no‘zv- 
itdged integrity^ entitled every ti :iig 
that came from him to the fulleft con- 
fideration * apologizing for the mode 
iin which he put the queluon. 

Mr. Larkins anlwercd that he was. 

Mr. Dallas alked the witnefs one 
quellion more, which was, 'Whether 
he was obliged to Mr. Haltings for the 
honourable llation which he had fo long 
filled in the Company’s fcrvice t He 
replied, that he *wat nci\ th.ac he cn- 
rered into the Accountant’s OtTice as 
yoimgejl ajfftant \ that he rofe ic- 
gularly in the fame Office till he came 
to be the head of it, in which he wms 
confirmed by the Direftorf, and did 
not deem himfelf at all obliged to Mr. 
Mailings for his fituation. 

This examination was compictefy 
finiflicd in half an hour ; when Mr. 
Burke began a crofs-examination which 
Sailed until twenty minutes aftet^ five. 
•He begafi byaiking Mr. Larkins, Whe- 
ther had communicated with the 


C^nfel of Mr. Haftjngs ? To whkil 
he replied, that he had ; that he avow* 
fed himfelf to be the friend of Mr. Haf* 
tin^; but friend as he was to /i/m, he 
wasN^hat he had dcTcribed hiinfelf te 
Mr. durke to be, magis amicus FerU 
fas, ano^hcrefore, without any con- 
nderation how it might afFcfl Mr. Haf* 
tings, he rvas ready to anfwcr aiy quef^ 
tion that fiould be put to him. This 
he had faift to Mr. Burke in the Com- 
mittee of the Managers, and this he 
now repeated. 

Mr. liurkc then went through a very 
long examination, treading again and 
agAin over and over the fame ground 
that he had gone through before, and 
drawing from Mr. Larkins a more com- 
plete confirinHtiun of his former tefti- 
mony, nnmely, that be the witnefs <va« 
convinced ol the purity of Mr. Haf- 
tings’s intemions, of his perfeft indif- 
ference to every pcrfonal conlideration, 
and of hib invariable attention to the 
welfare of the liaft-Judia Company. 
It appeared alfo, on his re-examination, 
that the I.ctter^writtcn by Mr. Larkins 
to the Company, on which fo many 
comments weic made, was not in con- 
ffqueiice of any application from the 
Company lo hiUK but at tlic requilition 
of Mr. Mailings ; that he had evciy 
rcafon to believe the information was 
full and complete.^ b.caufe the Company 
had never callecl upon him for an ex- 
plananon on iiny < ne of thole points 
which noio were faid to have btcn fo 
impi rfclfly fated, Mr. Burke, otfe n ded 
at one of the replies of Mr. Larkins^ 
obferveej, that tlic witnefs muft not at- 
tempt to give fo impuiinit an anfiver* 

On Mr. Burke alking the witnefs to 
fpvak from mcnio)y to the contents of 
lonu- written papeis, Lord Hawke and 
Lord Stanliope both renionftrated. At 
this tune there werb not above thirteen 
Loids preieni in the Court. Mr. Burke 
took fire, and after many pcrfonal allu- 
fions to the learning of ti.c Lords, which 
appeared ignorame to ignorant mcn> 
he reiJ.'iatcd the following lines : 

“ I'hfpc eft difticilcs habere nugas, 

“ Ei ftuliHi labor eft iutptiaium," 

Mr. Burke continued the examina- 
tion for two hours and a half, each an- 
fwer bringing the points more clearly 
forward in favour of Mr. Hafiings, 'as 
to thofc pecnlidf tndrs in his chara^er 
which thofe who know him have dc- 
feribed as the diftinguifirnig feature in 
it. Ar hkl Mr. Burke couched again 

upon 
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vpt>n the balance o*nc lack of rupo^Sf 
which wasffaid to he icf: in the hJids 
of Gunga Govind Sing, ami whict/he 
pretenocil to liave given in jcwtlls to 
Mrs, Wheeler. Mr. liurkc alkcyMr. 
{^•'trkins if he had had any convonacion 
oa.this lubject wiih Mr. linee 

Jkia ai'ri\ai in England? iie laid he 
hads and Gnce he had hccn. examined 
hy the Marager^ : that wheJi he men- 
tioned the circundtnncc toip.lr. Hal- 
vings, he ti>Ui him that lie had not ihc 
II glitclt ixcolIt(^tion cl it, and could 
not think it poliicli, ho fliouid have faid 
fo; but on Mr. Larki.»s telling him 
chat the fritl, ihougli happening i'o 
many years ago, was To ftrongly ini- 
rmrcii m hi» mcinory that he Ihoiild 
c ready to fwear ti) it belore the Lords, 
Mr. Haftirigs rt piied to him, “ Then, 
Larkins, it mull be f^/* 

Ac letigih, after repeating again and 
again the <jutltif)ns which he had alked 
oi thjj c '.ami''.ation in chief, and going 
through ail the bonds and all the pic- 
fents, and alking whether Mr. Haiiings 
tiu^Li AC.; have rccthed larger funis, of 
which Mr. Lnrkins kne w ^luthing r to 
which the aiilwern as. he did not know 
what he bu^oc but that 

lEe tiiU noi he had received any 

either fums— ami alkmg Mr. Larkins 
ii'om vvh<>m Mr^ il.illings had borrowed 
various lunis, and v/iushtr he had re- 
paid tbofe to which tlic nioft la- 

tisfa^'tory anfuers weie givcn-.-Mr. 
Burke la.d be badthuf ; aiurMr. 3 :)allas 
faying he had no further qucftions to 
alk, Ml. Larkins wittulrc.w. 

On the return of the Court to the 
Upper Houle ot ?ai-Ii4menr, their Lorcl- 
ihip» lent a iiicfiagc to the Coinuions, 
Xhat they wouui juocctd fiutiur in the 
Trial o» liic next day, 

Huxdrkd and Twentv- 
ShVtMH Day. 

Tuesday, April >9. 

Mr^ Burke opened tie- proceedings 
' cf this day by laying, that he wai goiiTg 
to open a »rw head of t'Vidmu ^ in order 
to convidt Mr. Haihngs of jrnitd.rob- 
bny^ fwih di t beuti , und foru ^ ; v ; 

•that it \V,*S ihi iViOfe nc eeilaiy to do To, 
hecaufe Mr. i.arkins l.ad attempted to 

R aiiiatc thefe ciimcs, bv Hating tliat 
?r. Haftings was ntgliger^, inatten- 
live, and bboured und..r a total want of 
memory . 

Mr. Law endeavoured to confine 
hU. $ur^e rcafonable bounds^ 


but finding that each interruption onljT 
led to further digrelHons, he fufttred 
him to proceed as he pleafed, and, in a 
liu-ech of one hour and eight minutes^ 
Mr. Burice went into the explanation 
of the moll lingular evidence that ever 
vv;ts ofiered to be produced in a court 
of jullicc. 

Mr. Burke began by deferibing Rajah 
Nobkillcii as a few^.a Banyan^ and an 
added, that they had to' 
pioduce from a man of this defeription 
an allegation againft Mr. Hallings, 
which muji be true^ becaufc Mr. Haf- 
tings had rt:jujt.ii to anfwei //. 

Ml. Burke then went through the 
calc as it appeared on his otun entidencet 
*3 hat Mr. Hallings had borrowed three 
lacks of rupees from NobkilTcn, which 
he had afterwards given to the Com* 
pany, Nobkiireji having defired Mr. 
Haltings to accept it; that NobkilTcn 
had linee aj'piicd to have this money 
aghin, lindmg that Mr. Ualtings had 
not taken it to iiimfelf, but given it to 
the Company j ami m the courle of his 
fpeech, lie pitied the unforiunare fitii- 
ation of tlii;> banyan and ulurcr Nob- 
kilTcn fo much, that all the Tuffering 
inihionG in India were ftr the time for- 
gotten. Mr. Burke contended, that the 
Dill filed in the name of NobkilKn on 
this fubjedt ought to be received as 
evidence, in order to introduce the 
aiifwer given by Mr. Hallings, winch 
w'as, that as an impeachment upon tbt± 
*V€ry fuhie a was dependin::, he dcc.’jiicd 
giving any anfwer m tdl ro ihc bni filed 
againlt iiim. Mr. Burke argued, tliiit 
the declining to give an anl'v. er was a 
confcliion of guile. 

Mr. Law very fully anfwored the 
argument of Mr. Burke. He laid, that 
the M.n?igLr's arguments tended to 
nidkc a that there muft 

be hv:.;. ptn<-d fur doling proceedings, 
but th^L in no ft age of the Trial could 
the evidence now - ffered be admillible, 

Mr. I'ox and Air. Ajigclo Taylor 
contendLd for iir adiriilfibility, and were 
moll fully replied to by Mr. Law, 
Mr. Phiin-r, and Mr. Dillas. The 
latter Gentle man laid broadly^ that he 
believed Ni-bkiifcn was inclined to enter 

bjs bill jouryeaxs after the cofntnencement 
of ihc I iuptadjiiKui (vi/. in 179^), by 
the efforts of -tliofc who were friendly 
to Uic Jinpcacnincnt; and he laid that 
uiutcr no polliblc circumffances coi^j 
tne evidence be admitted. 

Mr. Law and M>. PI timer repro. 
bated the precedent of Lpjrd Strafford's 
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trini, that it happened almoft at the Kofajics, and not as rbkvn in anMt* 

•• coiiimeucement of' a rcbelhon^ when the celldr\ that he coaid not fufoefl theia 
Court and the Judges were panic^ of {djoid a thinj as to rejeft the ctU 
Jhuck^ but that in better tin • > no luch dence that he offered ; that the law of 
clo6trin^s as were fupponed in 164a parliament was diftindt from the Uw of 
would be admitted. the land $ that the Judges had no right 

Mr. Burke began his reptvi by com- to guide tne Lords, and he trailed they 
plaining of the length of the fpcechcs would at all times follow the example 
of the Counfel. He then proceeded, in of the Judges who were in office during 
V ih.c ftrongeft language, to contend for the trial of Lord Strafford. — After 
^ the adniiilibility of the evidence chat he much more, he clofcd at iix o'clock, and 
had offered ; that he was addreiling a tlie Lords 'adjourned 
body of Nobles, who would ac\ like 

Mok- 

* On the Managers* return to the Houfe of Commons Mr. Burke fald, that during the 
late recefs, the Managers for the Commons had diCcovered feme inaccuracies in the Report 
wh:ch had been prepared and brought up by them, relative to the condudl of the Impeach- 
ment j and he therefore wi/hed to move, that the order for printing that Report might be 
ciiAhargtd, and that the Re^x^rt might be recommitted to the fame Committee. 

Mr. Lav/ oppofed the Motion, which he contended would have a tendency to throw frclh 
delays in the way of a Trial already procraltinatcd to a moR unreafonable length. 

Mr. Cox and Mr. Robertfon fupportvd the obfervations of Mr. Law ; and a defultory con-- 
veifation between them on the one fide, and Mr. Burke and the Chancellor of the Bxche^uer 
On the other, arofe, when the Houfe at laR divided, and there appeared 
For the Motion, - 52 

Againft it, - - ao 

Majority — -—30 

The Report was accordingly recommitted . 

On the following day, Wednefday April 30, Earl Stanhope rofe in the Upper Chamber of 
Parliament, and faid, that it had been laid down as a principle, a principle which he hoped 
f. would ever remain mdifputable, that the utmoil refped fiiouid be paid to the Judges of the 
land, ns long as they did not deviate from the path preferibed by juRice and integrity. It war 
titoughc fevere in tlie cafe of the Judges of the JuRiciary in Scotland, that any oblique blame 
ihould attacli to them, or any allufion to corruption, until the bufinefs had been brought for<« 
wMTcl in .1 legal and conRitutional manner. He was of opinion, that the Judges of tliia 
country Should be protcfled ag.iinR any improper afperHon, before even their guilt had been 
.nlledgcd. lie was therefore furprized to bear, in a high court of juRice yelterday, the 
niTcrtion of a Psiglit Muii. Manager, ** that an arm of the Ganges had run into the Thames, and 
<< tbai it h iri poifoncd its fourcc ; and that the couife of juRice could not be pure, v/hcre the 
ij!/' dixtt ot a Judge vv^s to prevail.” For the credit of the judges, his Lordlhipfaid, the Noble 
Manager fliould be called upon to e.xplaln his words ; if they were culpable, let them be 
pun died f if innocent, there never was a period which called for their prote£lIon more than 
the prefent, when the different orders of fociety, it was repeatedly Rated, were endangered by 
a contempt of all order and decency. As far as he could depend on his own memory, ho 
fiid he believed iluc he had Rated the words corredUy ; but as (hoit-hand writers had been 
employed on this Tiial, and if their Lordfhips (hould have occafion to call upon them topub^ 
1.(1) their notes, italfo bcliovcd them, in the prefent inRance, to call them to the bar, and fee 
if their (hoit-hand Jiara«Rm conefpended with his alTertiont. For this purpefe he wojld 
move, Tint Mtlfis. Blanchvird and Gurney, (hort-band^ liters, employed on Mr. H;, 0 
t ngs's Trial, (liould be d«re£ttd to attend at the bar of the Houfc, to read tiielr minutes, that 
thiir LordOiips may be informed of what was Lid by the Right Hon. EdmuodBurkc on thp 
Trial, on 'J'ucfday JaR, with refpefl to their Lordlhips the Judges ** 

Fail Carnarvon wasriupnfed to hear a dircfl charge made agamR the Hon. Manager, whett 
fi om his o>vn knowledge and memory he could affert that the words wertruexcr fpoken. The 
v/ord, at all events were ufed argumentatively, an.-! no: agieeablr to the acceptation in which 
they wcie taken by the Noble Lord. He conceived that the time to have noticed the eX# 
pitffion w.i') v/heii f^-oken, and not at a dlRant period.' 

J.7rd iOnyon Ltd, that he conceived the propriety of the Motion, though he was neltleb*'' 
m iRei of li.e f3rm clut (hould be ufed, rajither did he knov' vr.hecher tht tvords paffe^ or rot, 
bu' took them on th^ctedii uf Iii^ Lofdlhlp. He decbuvd he bad no coitbTmrv<sation with ch« 
fAXTVU. P ' Ncbli 



t io6 3 


Monday, May $. / 

' * - • I 

- One Hvkd&fd and Twenty-^ 
EigihiiDay. / 

. Lord Kenyon fat thi>i day frar the 
ChaiKcllor, ar*d the C'ouri met before 
two o’clock, when hir. Lordihip in- 
formed the MhUiigers, that the evidence 
laft offered was hinriwiffible, M r. Burke, 
>LS ufiial, laid the CorriUions Uibnuttcct, 
though they did not acqidelcc, and la- 
mented the inconveniences ,\\ hich the 
eaufe of the Cuinnionb I'liitaincd b) the 
dccifioii. 

Mr. Burke 'then (itid, he had fome 
important evidence to offer, which he 
was conlidcnt svas open to no fort of 
obje.^ion, and it was ncccffary for him 
/hortly to open the nature of it. He 
faui, that Mr. Haftings in his defence 
had ftated that the various fiims , of 
money which the Commons had in f.i£t 
charged him with receiving, were really 
taken by him, and applied to the public 
lervice in times of great difficulty and 
dilircfs, and he had given in a very 
great variety of evidence to prove the 
didrcffcd Hate of the Company's affairs 
in the years 1779, 1780, 17S1, 1 
and 1783# He had all'o given eviJcnce 
to prove the great confederacy which 
was formed againd the Britiih empire 
in India at thole periods, and he loudly 
lioaltcd of having preferved the Biitilh 
empire entire in India, while her do- 
minions were loft to her in America. 
■Mr. Burke laid, the Commons vci y 
readily admitted the diftreffes o£ the 


Company to be as great as Mr. H if- 
lingb fiaied them to be ; bur it thvn 
became ncccffary, by way of rebiiiilng 
the defence made by Mi . Ilafiings, /•> 
go into ihe origin^ and 

nuiion of the Maratta li’ar, in 'order to 
prove that Me. Haltings -ivas tb. uicbor 
of that ‘ivar which produced the confe- 
deracy againft us, and excited France to 
life her utmort eftbrts for overturning^' 
the Britilh empire in India. He con- * 
tended, that ;:s the defence of Mr. IJuf- 
tings was ?ualttr^ the Commons 
had a right to rebut it by .1 w hiaitn • 
and on tbii view' they 'offered it, not 
dating the Maratta War to be crnninal 
but by proving that Mr. Kaftir.gs was 
the author of the difireffcs wldch were 
brought upon the Company 
He thertfuro /nopofid to begin with ilie 
proceedings or the Governor and 
C(.uncil of Bomb y in 1775, and fo to 
go throLigli the fcrics of meal tires pur- 
lued relative lotlie Marattas until i 7S 3, 
[a body of th'curr.cnis that would Jin' at 
the leajl foho 'Vo/>*9fn's, and w'hich 

coiild not be gone through in J't^utn 
Mr. Fox fupported Mr. Bu rke. 
but very feebly. No other Manager ' 
fpoke. ^ 

Mr. Law, with great force, contended 
ihvit in I o puilible lliapc could this c\i-^ 
deuce be produced — that there was no 
point which had been more difputcd, 
than who w’as, or w'ho was not, the 
,aurucr of the Maratta war. It was 
pbiin that tiic late liouf; of Commons 
did not believe Mr. Haftings to be the 


Noble Peer who brought forward the Motion. But the two Noble Lords who had fpeken 
differed widely as to the cxp»cifion, and he thought the H#ufe ffiould avail itftJi cf the means 
to fee which was the moft corrta. If the Judges were guilty, let thtm be pumlhed— it no 
charge lay, the Hon. Mauagu thould c.xpl.un hmifdf on the bufintfs j but them chmafters 
fiiouldnot be taken aw ly hy a lklc-wind,and lie did not think that it v/as an object on wiiich 
they could think v.th ii. difference. 

' Lord Loiighhorouvh obfervccl, if the Noble Ix>rd wlio had fjwken hft had been prefent, he 
ivculd net Live feit die ptrtuibation which he feeni^d now to manifert. For though the* 
introduflion cf a gic..t de.ilcf iiiclcvant .ind collate tal mutter foreign to the fubjeeft, prevented 
lunn from pj.yii's drift atientitn to tb,e whole, rtiil he was attentive to the lubftance, and 
nothing tint he liad Kear;i Ihoiiid create the leaU i.ucaniufs m the breafts of the Judges, if he ' 
liad htaid any tli.ng to g.ve them pam, they would not have W'anud an advocate in h.m. Ged 
forbid, his Lcrdff.pfc’id, thr.c ever tl c.r Lcrdlhips fhcuiil call on the Ihoit-lund wmcis to 
■jpublilh their noUa. lor oi all pto}.lc fliut-lwnd wni^rs were tvtr lift frirthtll iiom correftnefs, 
and I her. were nc man’s woids they ever beard that t‘*ey again returned. They were m 
jgcncral ignor-int as aftmg incchanic.illy, and by not den.^^daing the antecedent, and caichmg 
Tthc found, and i. c the feufe, they pciv. ited ilie fciife cf the ipcaker, and made him appear as 
ignonnt .as ihernLlves. His Lordfhip conc eived the propoht cn made by the Noble Earl un- 
J^rectdtnted, and i the icafons he lirccl dated, inuil g.vc* it lus negative. 

^ .XariStanliope Irud, fiat one hiubk i.oid had oppolVd In.n, bccaijfe he d.d not liften to the 
pmceed*ngs j buv ac lup;* 'led by another, with whom he should luve it recorded on t^e 
Journals, that they flood forwaid in fupport of the judges. 

" 'The Motion was negatived w.thout a diviiicn. 


author 
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author of the war, becaufe Mr. Burke 
h.ul originally prcfentetl a charge, ac- 
culing Mr. Hallings as the aiithv r of It 
—■that nothing was ever ilonc upan that 
chargP*, Mr, Haftings boldly denied if, 
but claimed all the meut of reftoring 
peace to India. How was the fa£t as 
applied to the evidence ? The Mana- 
gers had entered a letter from Mr. Mai- 
tmgs, in which he faid that he left Cal- 
cutta in July 1781, imprefled with a 
belief that ftrong niealurcs were ncccf- 
I’jrv to in vent the Company from 
llnl'.ing under the accumulated difficul- 
ties that I’urroundcd them. The Ma- 
nagers had alfo entered a letter from 
Sir Hyie Coote, dated in Septembwf 
1 781, in order to prove that at that time 
no State nmffity extftetJ. To rebut this 
evidence, Mr. Law faid, the Counfcl 
had given a variety of evidence to prove 
the adtual lUte of diftrefs at Madras, 
Bombay, and Bengal, in 1780, and the 
fitblequcnt years — and now the Mana- 
‘gers meant to repel it, by going into the 
hiftory the rile, progreis, and termi- 
nation of the Marjtta War, a proceed- 
ing which he was confident their Lord- 
Ihips \Vonld not entertain for a moment. 

Mr. Burke replied at very great 
boigth, going over the fame giouiid 
pgam. 

Mr, Lnw, in reply, faid it would be 
an info It (0 ih^tr LurdJfjipSiMid^ trearbe.\y 
to Ml. Haltings, were he to watte a 
moment in further obfervations on what 
hell licen faid by the Managers. 

'Mr, Burke upon this grew cxcccd- 
in^iv angry ; and faid, that he icjoiccd 
tiure were fome perfons amongll the 
audience of the day [the Turkilh Am- 
baifader and h»s fuitc were prefent], 
who did not underftand Engli'h, as the 
proceedings in this cafe wnnid be a dif- 
trice toa'I'iirkifli court of juftice — [or 
words vei y like it]. Lord Kenyon and 
fevcral other Lords called to order. 
— Mr. Burke was vifibly agitated, aard 
qualified what he had f:ud with an if. 

The Bilhpp of Rochfttcr repeated 
tlic words as he underttood them — and 
that was, as a refledtion upon the 
Court, 

The Ihort-hand writer was referred 
to ; but Mr. Burke faid, that Mr. Gur- 
ney could not read his own fliort-hand 
notes. 

Lend Carnarvon got up and faid, he 
did n'>t conceive Mr. Burke meant to 
•refle^b upon the Court; and at l*ft the 
Lords retired, to determine, wl ^^hcr 
U was competent to the Commons 10 go 


on the origin^ prop-^s, and tevmhiaiion 
of the Murat ta If'ar, in order to prove 
that Mr. Hallings. was the author of 
tiiat war, and could not thcriforc 
plead the diflvejfes and dangoi ot the 
Company as an cxcufc lor receiving 
money privately, and carrying it to die 
public icrvicc, fuch difliculiits being 
oi'cajioned by that war, of which they 
chaigcd Mr. Haftings to be the authu:, 

# ■ • 
Ti’ksdav, May 6. 

Onp: Hl'^pred and Twenty - 
Ninth Day. 

Lord' Kenyon (wlien the Court af- 
feiublcd on this day) informed the j\5a- 
nagtis, tint the evidence they Iind 
offered could not he atlinitrcd. Our 
readers will veco!!c6l that tins evidence 
did, in fa^t, comprife the origin^ /»/?- 
gre/s^ and tirnnnaiion of the Maratra 
war, including in it a period of right 
jrarst from 1775 to 1785, and filling at 
the fix folio *volumr\ oj printed c vi- 
d‘ m e, 

Mr. Burke obferved, that as the 
Court did not ftaie the grounds on 
which they rcjcfled the evidence, the 
Commons were uttcrlv at a lofs to 
know why it was refufed. Mr. Burke 
then laid, that this complaint of delay 
had been nhoid front one end of the ktrom 
dom to the oth, r ; that the Managers 
were lihrHed^ their motives mifrei-rc- 
fcntid; and he then afKed, ^ivhat one 
teafon muUr Jlea^vcn the Managers Oiutd 
hu've for v/iffiing ro protrad this Trial, 
in which they had now been engaged 
above eight jeursy and he himfelf an 
Indian enquirer above fifteen years i 
that thofc who were grown old natu- 
rally w idled for repofy and the youNi^ to 
enjoy the ploafurts of youth, ^nc 
priloncr was perfonally known to ncr.o 
of them; to him they couUl ,ha*ue ^vo 
enmity — he interfered* not tbtir poli- 
tical purfiuti ; u was therefore impojjfible 
for’any man, with any degree of jujiiee^ 
to accufc them of delay. 

Here Mr. Haftings ftarted up, and 
faid he did direttly accufc the Managers 
of delay \ that every word he was iiovv 
uttering was irrelevant to the caufg. 

He was proceeding further, when 
Lord Kenyon dcfircd Mr. Burke 10 
proceed, and to go on with the cvidtiice 
to .which he fuppofed his remarks were 
prelim hi ary. 

Mr. Burke then took a newfpaper 
Or a( i.e) froo^ his pocket, and 
laid, that the lame complaints which 

V 2 Mr. 
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Mr. Haftinf^s made, he had met with 
in a Paper 0/ this morning. After ftai ing 
much more to the fame purpofe, Mr. 
Burke proceeded to read the Paper, 
hut interrupted by Lord Kenyon, 
faid the Court could not receive 
any complaint unlefs the Manager was 
prepared to fupport it dy legal evidence^ 
That It was vol the duty of the Court 
to take notice of any matters whidi were 
not brought regularly before them. 
HThat he knew nothing of any libels 
that had been piiblilhcd, none of them 
having come under his infpedlon. 

Mr. Burke again proceeded to ftatc, 
>n very ftrong terms, the unwarrantable 
Jihenies .taken with the Managers and 
the Court in the refie6lions call upon 
them. 

He was facet ITively interrupted by 
Lord Carnarvon, Lord Thurlosv, and 
Lord Somers, who entreated the Ma^ 
nager to proceed with his evidence. 

Lord Thurlow faid, that no com- 
plaint could he confidcred in the court, 
unlefs from fomc circumAailce imme- 
diately occun mg. That the Managers 
havl it in their power to complain to the 
Houfc of Commons, who might either 
proceed thcmfelves, or by meflage to 
the Lords. 

Lord Somers cxprelTcd his hope that 
the time of the Court would no longer 
be confamed by matter foreign to the 
caufc : that the Lords would take care 
of their own privileges. 

Mr Burke then inlifted that they 
were an integral part of the country, 
and he then read a long proreA againA 
the dccifions of the Court, and denied 
chat the Commons were to be looked 


upon as common profeeutors. 

The lyOrds declined to receive the 
prntcA. 

Mr. Burke Arongly declared that the 
Commons wre ffv/ the ^utkars of 
d<l/ty, and that it nauA reft with the 
Court or Mr. HaAings. 

Tiie Earl of Coventry faid, tha^ as 
the Manager had fb fully proved that 
He was not the caufe or delay, he 
trufted that he would ifnHtedtately pro- 
Cerdto deliver in his evidence in reply. 

This debate was ended about a 
ftuatTter after tliree, when Mr. Fox and 
Mr. Taylor proceeded to deliver the 
^vkience in refily in the Charge of 
Prcfei^s and Contracts. 

After Mr. Taylor had concluded his 
^idence in reply on the Contradt 
ChargCi if wafe uippofcd that riic whole 
buhaefs over, but ^r. Burke faid 


he had a neiv bead of evidence to go 
through.— that Mr. Haltings had entered 
a variety of teftinionials from all tanks 
of people in India, exprclfing their 
fulleft approbation of his condiift, and 
the fincertft aAcftioiifor his perlbii — that 
thefe tcftimonials were tranfmitted by 
Lord Cornwallis to the Company j and 
while the Commons of Great Biliain 
were priXecuting Mr, Haftings in the 
name of the people of India, for prac- 
liAng every fpecics of opprcllion upon 
them, that very people were telling the 
Commons that they were ignorant, un- 
informed, and deceived he propofed, 
therefore, to enter Mr. Barlow’s report 
of the commerce of Benares, fome let- 
ters from the Nabob Vizier and his 
Minifters, and Ibrnc petitions from the 
Raja of Dinagapore and his Minifters. 

To Live time, the Counlel faid they 
admitted them all. 

The laft documents not being ready. 
Lord Kenyon faid, that the Court had 
no blame to lay upon the Managers, 
yet they did think their agents very 
rcprehcnfible for not having the evi- 
dence at hand \ and as it was underftood 
ail the evidence was to be ciofed on this 
day, the Court hoped there would be 
no longer delay ^ fincc it muft be the with 
of all panics to chfe this long-dt'f>endiig * 
*Irtal m this Sejfions of Parliament. 

Mr. Burke feemed at one time in- 
clined to give up, but, he faid, the evi- 
dence he had to offer •was fa important, 
that he hoped he might give it on a fu- 
ture day : it would not take up above 
three quarters of art hour, and would 
not interfere with the Speech of the 
Manager who was to fum up the Firft 
Article. 


At length the Books came, and Mr. 
Butke laid, that one of the teftimonies 
came from the Raja of Din agape re and 
his Minifters. He, therefore, propofed 
to rebut it by giving in the report of 
Mr. Paterfon on the cruelties fuppofed 
to have been exercifed on Ibme inha- 
bitants of Rungporc and Edrachporc, 
in the years 1781 and 1782. 

Mr. Law objc6lcd to this evidence 
utterly inadmi/fible. He reminded the 
Lords, that this was a tale which he 
had prefTtd the Manager yiaxs ago to 
bring forward a Qhaxge, in a lhape 
in which it might be anfivered*, the 
Manager declined to do fo ; and he 
trufted their LordAiips would 
tt\\x. four folio vo'Umes on the Minutes, 


to which the Defendant not n/^w 

Mr, 
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Mr. Burke dirclaimed every idea of 
bringing the matter forward in this 
form as a criminal charge a^ainfl Mr. 
Hailings ; but the Raja of Dinagapocc 
and hts Minifters having ftated the 
iKippincfs every one enjoyed under the 
adtninid ration of Mr. HaftingS) they 
meant to fticw the miferics which the 
people I'uliaincd, and which induced 
Mr. Haliings himfelf to order an in- 
\efti£'vition of the conduct of Deby Sing 
in the year 1782. 

Mr. Fox fupported Mr. Burke. 

I^ord Stanhope, Lord VValfingham, 
and Lord Kenyon 1‘poke, and it being 
clearly the fenl'e of ihc Court that the 
evidence * wa^ inadnujjible^ Mr. Burke 
at length gave it up. 

The evidence being rejc£led,and the 
Managers declaring that thy had tolalh 
£!tfed their e’vldtnc^^ Mr. Law con- 
cluded the day by the following addrefs 
to the Court : 

“ The evidence on the part of the 
prol'ecution being now fully clofed, 
“ we might avail ourfelves of your 
“ Lorcl(luj)s’ indulgence in this ftage of 
ihe proceedings, to obferve at lar^e 
upon ihc evidence adduced tn r<ply 
diiving the cciirfe of the prefent Sef- 
fiouj- i>f Parliament. Bur, n>y L'-^rds, 
“in p^rfuiiLi' of the fame purpofe which 
“ induced us in the laft Sedions to fcrejro 
a Jh'nlar advantage, and to fubndt 
“ (uir evidence on one Article of Charge, 
the Contrails, to your Lordihips’ con- 


fidcration, unaccnmfianird by anv frr- ' 
*^fatoiy or conclnJ/vg Cf,mmtn\s tc; /)*■//<?- 
“ evif, and to demand the evidence 
<< another Article, that of frcfenis, uhw 
“ enforced by fuch concluding obferva* 
** tioiis as in other circuni dances wc 
** might have been difpofed to offer: 

“ In purfuance of that fame purpojt of 
“ aunmntation and dijpattb which die* 
“ rated our conduct in the inftance I 
“ have alluded to, and vvitli a view lo 
“ the nearer and more immediate tcr- 
mination of thislong-dependingTria?, 
“ wc again rclinqiiifh an advancage 
“ which can only be purchnfed at the 
“ :nioUiahlc price of fnrthtx protra^iosk 
“ and dilay. All attempt^ made in 
“ the pvelcHt Selfions to fiipport the 
“ raf’ of the profeatiimi, have ended ill. 
“ prcdiiclng an effect daelily contra^, 
“ Wc to fuitnirly trud, that the ftroh^ 
“ and /mho'fnni conclufions in favour 
“ of the Defendant, which rcfult from 
“ the invahudili oral tcjiimony Ijteh 
** givtu at your L<>rd /hips' Bar^ cannot 
“ either have cfcipvd your Lordlhip'a 
penetration, or fail to have their due 
“ tfLft hereafter upon your Lordflup^* 
“judgment. 

“ Attcr returning to your Lordlhipa 
“ our humble but grateful arknowledg- 
“ ments for tlic invariable patience aad 
“ condefeen'iion with which our zealous 
“ but imperfe<‘-> endea/ouvs to difchsfgs 
“ our bounden duty towards our Clieac 
hvivc been at all times hoiiouvcJ dur- 


* .As this i>ory heen tnee more, .snd wc believe rozr for- t(\ hip iuee, alluded to, wc owe 
it in julhcc to Mr. llrJtings to call the atter.tiem of our Resdeis to it. Jn 1788, :« the thiid 
diy of Pyfr. Bwkds ftp Speech, he introduced this tlory as ajij;licab!c to the Ciufe of Mr. Ilaf- 
tings. He detailed a variety of horrid cruelties, fiipjK fed to Imvc bcf n couinilcted by, or 
by the orders of, Dcby Sing ; and he (hid he would biin.; iIk; charge home to Mr. Haftings- 
Lord 'I’hurlow, who was tlun Lord Chancellor, faid in the Houfe of I.orcLi, tka the Cl-mgcs 
prefcrr,d I y the Commons ftir.k to utt^r ivf.gtufeiir.ei, when c(,r.p^iid with tin mettir v.ticduC'd ly 
hlr. JSu>ke in Us opt nr ^ S/aih. 

In 17S9, Mr. H.iftings prayed the Commons to introduce this matter in tie form c / an jSr^ 
tiJr, or to give lim frnft^hi'n tor the injury he fuitained. 

The Commons did not comply with lus requeft. 

In i'’9o, the Managers offered to introdure this Repm cf Mr P:’terfor, in order to feat 
wr.ir 'r. .t rt.uu'% tngh be c'&.mittid tcithvit com'ng to the kt.ctvhdgi' of an Ilr.gljh (Ichtlimtui, 

I’lie Coin'fcl the tvldcnce thus collaterally irtieductd j but laid, that if pr^faTcd 

as a r'lty wtre rwdy and eJgcr to rtluicit. The Loids voted, that it wa* inadnuffd !c. 

Jn J791, Mr. Haltmgs complained hudly of the injmy he falhilned by the intiodurtlen 
•/ /o .itioriMs a cJuhr.y .asi this tale of Deby Sing was. Mr Buike had it in Ins power et i.iy 
timv to 1 :y beiore the Commons tlie grounds on which he impuu*d criniinal.ty to Mr. M.*P,v.SfS 
on this lubjtff ; Kit this he declined to do, and the whole tale ha.s b-tn buiied inoMiVirn to 
/f.i di.y, when Mr. Burke endeavoured to get it cn the Wiiiutts of the- Trial,— net a 
Charge aguinfi Mr, Ueijur.gs , — not with the hope cf obt."i.iMjg udteps fur the pcopU ofhaui, 
but in order to prove, chat the ttftimqnial tranfmitted by Loid Coinw.dlis from binagapcrc, 
’in T7S9, could not be true, bcc.aufe great enormiLcs w.hich Mr. HaAings was moll anxious 
to 4 i’d and Ko tv/yh, vyerc (aid to have been committed theic in 17S2. 
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ing the courfe^of fo many years, ii 
ottiy rem.iin» for u&, in t*oc n^mr and 
on ihc behalf of Mr. to Im* 

plore. that fo ;;;.vr/j of cow mm t time 
•• ni£ff be yet aUoittci to this l^yiat in the 
courfe of the prefent ScliVn'*, as may 
•* be fuflicient to bi'i»ig it to an entire 
♦* and ultimate coMclufion. 'I'o tliat 

f* momLiit Mr, llaftiogs fjt'vard 

** with impatient but ft-irl 1- txpe£V.i- 
lion, being:, as he is, uj'uUy alTured 
•* of his own hiUGcenct a.i ) your Lord- 


TiirRSDAY, May S. 

One Hundred and Thirtieth 
Day. 

Mr. Grey on this day fwmmcd up, in 
part, ibe evidence tn reply on ihc 
nares At tide. H iving mentioned that lUe 
Managers had finally dofed their evi- 
deiv:e, and pronotinced a very ftiort C3C- 
ordiuin, lie fa id lie fhoulcl he as concife as 
pofiible in the remarks he fliould make 
on I'le nature of the fird Chaige of the 
Impv^chment, and the Defence made by 
the pfilbnrr to the allegations theicin con- 
taiiHd. The lion. Manager then en- 
tered into a detail of the fervicus pef- 
forn^cd by Bulwaut Syng in i7^.v to the 
Engli/h Government in llte Eait ; .and 
hiving read a letter from the Cumt of 
Dhtfiors to Mr. H^iUings, in v.rhich 
thofs fervUes were acknowledged, he 
fhciice ilcdnccd, that what Mr. Hadings's 
CouidVI had allvdged w^s not the I'.d 
fad ; thsf B'jlwant ^»yng w.is not 'dvajfil 
but a ^rea( 7>emin>hi\\ nnd that he fhould 
nor be iieated us Mr. H<tuings iiau treated 
ftim. 

Mr. Grey dwelt for a confiderable time 
on this chcuinliarce, in order to prove, 
thnr the rights of Clic) t Syng w'cre tqnnl 
to ihofe <it his fathci, and held by His lame 
icrtiires; .md tint Mr. Halbngs WrtS not, 
by any ex iting law, or liy any power de- 
legated to him, waj ranted to levy any 
money on thole Zvimndars, wlio were 
trot fubjtid to Inch ilemands. 

Alter placing ihis in evc.y llrong point 
of vjvvv^ hv ailvoi ted to tlve Chaige biou^ht 
by the Connie! agamll llie Managers, or 
moiC ptopkirly t'nc, Ilonie ot Cvxi.iiioni, 
of will • inilVepreientsti in ; and made 
many comments upon the .atiocity of that 
Chugc, He cjnie.idetl that rlie Man igeis, 
in iJtmg the word fnperiority initcad of 
loveri'jgiiy, had not that meaning which 
"the Couniti iiv ant to wreft from it, nor 
dill itJead to ?iny idea of equality, denio- 
ctnry^^’IIW^ the new rights of man. The 
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learned Counfel, he ruppofed, thought of 
throwing the apple of dilcord into the 
Manageis' box j Init he was niillakvn in 
his ideas, for ilieic was but one opinion 
t.here on the fnbipfiC • 

Fiom thefe oblcrvations he proceeded 
to remark on the condiift of i\l». Fiancn, 
who wis a i)j,in tiuit had nun erous ene- 
mies, hut no acculeis. He givealngh 
churuiler of this genilem.m, and Ihid, 
that if hig evidence had been admitted, it 
would cliMrly have proved, that he did not 
stgree with Mr. Hidings, but that he 
oppofed him. 

The Hon. Gentleman nex*’ went into 
the evidence given by Mr. Mirtham, 
which, he fsid, fhonld l>e attended to 
with cinlion, as he was the friend of Mr. 

5 and then, taking a view of 
tiie Conlhintion of Hindolhin, t)ie coiniuft 
of Mr. Huftings on a fiippofrion oi the 
Fiench war, and a vailcty ol other mat- 
ters, hd leemed almod exh'Uill?d; when 
the Court adjourned to their own cham- 
ber, and fent a meflfage to the Commons 
that they would further proceed on the 
following Monday. Mr, Gi^l'pckefor 
three houis and a half. The ffihjei^ was 
dry and uninterefting to the grcatell pait 
of the auditory. 

Lord Thurlow lUt for the Chancellor. ^ 

Monday, May x:. 

One Hundrkd and Thirty- 
First Day, 

The Court met on this day beforr 
half-paft twelve o’clock, bvjiig very 
thinly attended, tlioiigh tlu'i auditors 
were numerous, when Mr. Givy im- 
mediately proceeded to ium up tlic 
evidence ifi reply on the firft .. rticlc. 
He began by repeating the fuhriance 
ot his lall fpeech, :md very fiurly aJ- 
7:n'ttd that the point of ro demand 
aiiiftance from Chert Sing in war, was 
the maht pomt on which the innocercc 
or guilt of Mr. fallings mitjl turn. He 
lamented that he could not be more 
amuji.inr, but he fiid that ihc fiilsjett, 
though was of the mm'fl tmpor- 
iwnt’, 

Mr. Grey’s fpeech, for the 7?r/r hour^ 
WHS cliiv fly a dcfnice of the C'mjifteiuy 
Mr. yrannsy in which we fay with 
deference that Mr. Grey romplrirly 
faded — not tlm ir is of the leall eonle- 
quence in tht decifion of ^V' caiffey for 
v.‘e fully hiofcribe to the j illice of a 
remark made by Mr. Grcy> that to Cw^ 
on the Moult: of Commons the j'lfiice 
of the c': n^.? of inco'Jif.incy in not nn- 



ptacV.ing Mr. Francis, Kuould hy no 
means exculpate Mr, Hujlings, 

The plum and fimpie dripped 

of oratory on both ftJes, ts ths 

That in July 177S, Mr. Hallings 
propofSd to call upon Cheyt Snig to 
maintain three battalions of Sepoys eiitr mg 
the war, of winch they had tnen re- 
ceived intelligence. 

That Mr. Francis concurred in the 
denifincl, though he exprefled doubts as 
to the r/^hl, 

'1 hat Mr. Ha (lings mod clearly ex- 
prefTed his opinion as to that right ; the 
Company, as .Sovereigns, ?iot being f>ye- 
cluiicci by any cxiliing engagemenrs 
from iiureafing the right inherent tn 
ail Siauf^y to call upon their fubje^s 
for extraoi lit nary aids, in times of extra* 
oiditiary t/nergi/icy, and ^hat Mr. Haf- 
tinga cxpvelisly referred tlie (luefiion of 
i igii to be ft till d by the Court oj Dn eHors, 
That on Cneyc Sing dtuiuning to 
pay the fubfuly, Mr. Francis again ex. 
piclled hi:w/y/<///i as to the right, and 
Mr. Hadiiigs again exprefled his clear 
convidi^of the pojjtjjmg the 

right, .W 

1 II 1 7 7^ Mr. Hidings again propofed, 
that Clnyt bing Ihould pay hvc lacks 
for that ytur, and that IVIr. Fiancis 
eonairrcd^ but on Cheyt Sing denatr^ 
ting, Mr. Francis again cxprtllcd his 
doubts as to the ugtji, and Ins opinion 
that Cheyt Sing bad not the ability. 

That in 1780, Air. Hallings again 
propofed to call upon Cheyt Sing for 
his fublidy. That Mr. Francis 
ci.'/rcd; and on the ufudl dcLys iiring 
mad-, ?.^r. Francis alfo coKeunc.l in a 
piopofiiion for marching tioops to coio- 
pil the p yment\ and in a pr('pon»inn 
io) rXiUtmg a fine of one lack of lupr^i 
for his Loniuiiituy, ihe v ords v/i Air. 
Fi.iiicis weie , — 1 acquicfcc, though 
1 hope the threat wi'l be IhiTicjuit.*" 
After going ihrougli thefe points, 
Mr. Grey came to a further demand of 
i\v^ah\\ uhirh Cheyt Sing was rc- 
qiiired to furnilh. lie aduilrtcd that 
Mr. Fran r is dtd concur in this demanj-^ 
but he faid, that hndmg oppolitiiai 
inrjfi.nual. Air. frunciswas ihen ..t',aiy 
alj<jut to quit Bengal, and did, iu fetPt, 
embark for Europe the month after ilie 
demand was made. Air. Cn-ey, in the 
fitlhfl maniA iT.adc that aJt}?ilfifjn which 
the late Hcff/e of Cem/nens tuva wcold 
admit, namely, that the dijhefs ef ihc 
Company s affairs in November ^780, 
Was to the full greal a?r the Couni'cl of 
Mr. Haiti ijgs had ft.ued ic to be. 


Air. Grey imputed ,to Air. Hallingi 

the demand of cavah y from Chey i Sing, 
li he fadi is as follow s : 

At the clofe of Sej^tember 1780, the 
Supreme Council of Bengal received 
advice of the defeat of Coi. Baillic in 
the Carnatic, the retreat of Sir Hcdlor 
Munro to Madras, and the cxpcdtaiton 
of a Flench armament. In audition to 
tills intclhgcnce, 30,0^0 Maraiia boric 
were on the borders of Bengal, near 
Alidnapore, and another body ut Ala-* 
rattas was expedted to inv'ade Fafiar. 
Jn tills perilous Hate, Mr. Haftinjga 
propc)rt.d to fend ample alhftance to the 
Carnatic, and he reqiielled Sir Eyre 
Cooie hiRilVli to take the command of 
the army on the coaft. He alio re- 
quefted Sir Eyre Cootc, prior to hia 
departure, to give the Supreme Council 
Ihs ideas of the bell mode cf dciendinf 
Bengal againft the dangers that fur* 
rounded u. Sir Eyre Coote did I'o, and 
he propofed, as one incafurc, to form a 
camp in Bahar, to be coinpcfcd of cer- 
tain barialions, and as many cavalry as 
could be procured from Cheyt Sinj;, 
The Board (Mr. Franeis concurimg) 
requcltccl Air. Hallings to write to 
Ciityt Sing for cavalry. Such is the 
oiigin of the dcin.'ind for cavalry, wliitu 
Air. Haiting-i is charged with having 
made in order to harrafs. opprefs, and 
rum Cheyt Sing. 

After this, Mr. Grey came to the 
period of Mr. Hading’*' going to Jicnarcs, 
in July 1781; and in. le he in.ide a 
pointed reference to ILh fiate tj home 
politu' at this monion. He faid Air. 
Hallings went to BciKiri s, intending t« 
exa£l live huiulrcd ilioufand pounds 
IroiTi Cheyt Sing, for his delinquencies, 
ill did cf ib.e Company’s diftrclles. He 
rcmiij.lid tluir Lcrdfliips, chat iliis 
nation v. a*; engaged at this moment in a 
war oi ilie iirnuilt ditticulty and danger 
— d war which bed brought gnat dif 
titfs up 02 tht uinitrv and they had the 
ii!claijt!i( U* piolpct'i of ili'u diltrels 
ine.Crtiin:; confuitrahly before they 
fiiould uuet again to give their judg- 
r..v.nt on this iiTqiorrant caiife ,SUj - 
p^ fe one (if his A'ajcfiv's A'hiuftti >, was 
to propciio, if Air. Haftings lliould Ic 
con'vuftwd, tiiCit a L'ogi fine Ihuiild le 
exa^led fioin him, in order 10 e.-fe th.; 
people of the burthens brought iiptin 
them by this nLCcffary '.var, God ti i- 
bid, friiu Air. Gri.y, that l\uh fliouM he 
tile law of this country. He wiihtd 
their Lordfliips would rejed' lo mon- 
ftrous a uoctiiiu'. He (aid. b fidl^r 
cencurred 



cohctirfed witb t|^e Counfel, tliat if the 
ntaim ^\xk\ fnmtpid ud were proper in 
Mr, H airings » he mcatit exacting a war- 
lubifidy, ami it' Chcyi Sing had been 
‘ gutUy of the L'tntutnucy with which he 
yeas char^:c(t, then the propofed fine of 
jfiv'e hunefreft thoufand pounds not 

€mrvtQm\ on the contrary, the ex- 
{Htifion of C'hejt Sing was a proper 
meafurc. 

Mr. Grey, nttcr coiiniienring on the 
•evidence, adverted to tlic remarks of 
the CoLinlcIon thc-dilf..*reiTce of opinion 
lubiiifing in the lice iloulcr, as to the 
oj ai?mnai: y in this Cliarge. He 
did not think it ftue decent in the 
Couni'cl^to allude to it, but lince they 
had, he would notice it. It was per- 
fe^y true, cliat a Gentleman (»f great 
inftuencc, and whole talents he admired^ 
thuugh he dilfcred from him in politics, 
had given U as his clear and decided 
€ipiiuQn» that Mr. Haltings ^vus 
ramUd in making the demands he did 
on Cheyc Sing — an opinion to which 
neither he (Mr. Grey ; nor tlioie who 
conducted this Impeachment eould (iib- 
l[cribc; but tliat Mr. Pitt thought it 
ctmiinal /c# intend /o fa a 

fine upon him, Mr. Grew, however, did 
not purfue this part of his argument 
to any concluiion. 

Mr. Grey at the clofe contended, 
that if the Lords aclopC(.<l the opinion of 
theManagers, Mr. BaiuJigs would merit 
a ievere punilhmcnt. It they adopted 
the opinion of Mr. Pitt, he would dc- 
I'erve feme pimiihmetit, bcc.iufc, though 
nQfine had in been impol\;ti, it was 
eltar Mr. H.tftings infimUd to impofi 
•nr. He ran cuiioully over the rc- 
tnatning part tif the obfervations of the 
Covinfcl, and m.icic no remarks on Mr. 
Dallas's concluiion on the nature of 
htiiijh jujUce, 


Wednesday, May 14. 

One Hundred and Tijurry 
Second Day. 

After the iifual prochmation had 
been made, Mr. Sheridan nife to re- 
tjuel! llic uteniion of their Louiihips, 
while on ihe pirt cf the M.inagcrs he 
re|died to the evulenee and arguments 
efterrd by tlie (Joan I'd for Mr. Hal'- 
line.s in reply to the L^^gurn Ctnrirc. 

• Mr. Shci Klaii iniro,Utcc«l lus nblcrva- 
lions on v. hat fell from tin: Dv,fci»ilant’s 
Counl'd will: a Iheii r v,\nrdium,i!i which' 
he Itated, thar he OiMuid what 

he hiid:' V. a vejy narrow 


compafs indeed. Vic hid read 'All the 
Speeches made by theCounfei with the 
moll particular attention, and found it 
extremely difhcult to dil'cover even one 
point that went to fet alide the evidence 
given by thc'Managcrs rcfpcfting the 
Begum Charge, it not being in the 
power of Counl'cl to controvert it. 

He then alluded to the time confumed 
by tboi'c Couni'el in difplay ing their ora* 
tory \ fonietimcs in the indulgence of 
a Ji.Ktcen hours* oration or extraneous 
matter, with which they had loaded 
their arguments ; and I'ometimes with 
figurative lamentationb at the metaphors 
iiVcd by the Managers. The firll day 
had. he laid, been occupied by the 
learned Counfd in rdating a very plea- 
fant ilory of one Sadut. He went 
over the narrative, and, with inch a lu- 
dicrous power as dched gravity, iketched 
the indignant emotions of two old men, 
whole l>c<irdshad been fpit upon, deter- 
mining to cicape the infult by death ; 
but mutually diftrutfful of each other’s 
lirmneri^ they appointed a fpy iipSDn the 
poilon bowl, and were in ci^equencc 
both detected in the iiuiifcrdBliravadn, 
At length, however, lhamc i^detctlcd 
trick was mere potent than at infli^ffed 
fcorn, and they finilhed in eaiucll what 
they had begun injiil. 

How this I’cniible occupation of one 
whole day could apply to the cafe m 
point the Hon. Manaifcr was at a lot's 
t«) iraaginc, Tncieed he was contidcr- 
ably at a.lcfs to difeover whtn the 
learned Counl'cl were 1't.rious and when 
they were in jeft. They had, for in- 
ftance, with their ul'uai happy facc- 
tioufners, taken hold ol an exprelfion 
iifcd by him on a former occalion, and 
ot which if he had anticipated their nfe, 
he ihoiild certainly have forborne to 
trouble their Lord (hips with tin; fen- 
tcncc : — he had (aid, the treafiire.s in 
the Zenana of the Begums “ were au 
•‘offciiiig laid by tlie hand of Piety 
** upon tlic altar of a Saint :** the 
learned Counfei had feoured this un- 
fortunate allufton, and afked triumph- 
antly how the lady was to be tonfi- 
dered as a Saint, and how the camels, 
part of the treafurcs, were to be laid 
upon the^ altar. Mr. Shciidau faid, it 
was the firli time in his life that he cvf r 
heard of fpicial pleading metaphr^ 
or a bill of indi^ment agliAfl a trope. 
But fueh was the turn of the learned 
Coupfcl's mind, that when he attempted 
to be humorous^ no j^ll could be found i 
4 Dd when ftrious, nor fadl was vilibic. 

He 
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Ht infixed, that all the Mahometan 
• laws were miiquotcd and milinterpreted 
1)7 the learned Gentlemen ; and that not 
one lyllable of evidence had been ad- 
duced U) prove what the extent of the 
Begum treafures were. 

He accufed Counfel of taking up two 
clays to invalidate^ the treaty t)f t 7 >> 5 , 
although in the end they admirred the 
► exiftcnce of that treaty, by allowing 
that it liid the hiuft lacred kind of 
force. 

He then came to what he called a 
very iVnous pirt iVidccd, an attack 
made hy Mr. kaw on his (Mr, She- 
ridan’s) character:, wherein th.it learned 
Counfel had a ceil fed him of jitdicial Ic^ 
gerdefnahi in the exaniinarion of Mr. 
Middleton, of which charge he lliould 
indeed be afliamcd, if he was not able 
to clear himfelf. The quell iou to which 
the learned Counfel alluded was not 
alkcd by him, but by the I uc Earl 
Camden, and he (Mr. Slicridan; fet 
Earl Camden right. The charge, thcrc- 
-forc, wrs founded, not on the conduft 
of the Meager, bul upon a complete 
lc:iiuialou#bluncIer of the very learned 
Counfel himfelf. It was no caly matter 
t6 difconccri Mr. Middleton ; frir his 
evidence throughout might be called 
^p^evalication perfonified, for which 
that immaculate wnncfs deferved to be 
committed, who knew nothing, w'ho 
remembered nothing, and than whofc 
memoiy nothing was more ^nemorable^ 
What ! confound and ’confitAj the mind 
of Mr. Middleton ! The idea was ri- 
diculous ■; and when Counfel urged 
that as a charge agairift Managers, they 
furely forgot tiicmfelvcs — they vvercin- 
feited with Mr. Middleton’s memory. 

The learned Counfel ought to have 
known the, ditference of lituation in 
which the Managers flood, from that 
in which Mr. HaSings’s Counfel w^cre. 
The Managers were to accufe, and en- 
deavour to convi6V, if they found caufc 
in the procefs to believe the Defendant 
euilty 5 but if any thing arofc to give 
tliem an idea of his innocence, they 
were immediately to ma’icc it known 
to the Commons, that the proceedings 
might be arrefted, and the bufinefs 
Hnifh. 

Far otlicywife w^as it with the learned 
Counfel. Their duty was to have their 
Client acquitted, whether innocent or 
^ulty. They were to take cverjr ad- 
v#mtagc of a flaw in the indictment, of 
the contradiction pf a witnefs, &c. for 
Cbch was the lenity oi the merciful law 
. , Part VH. 


of our excellent Con/lituticn, that a I 
defendant was always to be confidered 1 
innocent until be was found guilty. ^ 
Counfel were warranted to ufc every 
chicane; but the llriCl line of RLCri- 
TUL.E W'as that marked out fer the 
Managers, and they mull rigidly pur- 
luc it. 

The Counfel, in fome r'cfpcCls, had 
an idea of this, and thcreftirc they pro- 
ceeded with what they deemed great 
caution ; “hut in others they loft fighr’ 
of what they owed to the Commons. | 
Indeed, when they brought fails, they 
produced documents to prove they were 
right, and always had fome authority 
to refer to ; nor did he doubt,, if they 
had found it nccclfary to aflert that tzvo 
and izvQ made four^ they would quote 
CoLhed 5 At ithnetic to fupport the alle- 
gation. The Hon. Manager was cx- 
trcmtdy fcverc on Mr. Law. 

He then came to what he called the 
confpiracy of Mr. Mailings, Colonel 
Hannay, Sir Elijah Impey, and others, 
againft the Begums, for the purpolb of 
plundering them of their property ; to 
prove which, he faid, there was no nc- 
celfity of other teftimony than referring ' 
TO the Private Correfpondcncc, which 
had in a manner turned king’s evidence 
againft its own corruption. This was 
what no ingenuity could get over-— 
what fet all the learned Counfel at de- 
fiance. Mr. Haftings’s own Letter: 
couviClcd him beyond the power of ac- 
quittal. 

Upon the palTionatc exclamations of 
the Begum, on which ft refs of her dif- 
affc^tion had been laid, the eloquent 
Manager commented with exquiiite pa- 
thos. Pic ftated her provocations pad 
patience^ her injuries too repeated for 
forbearance, — and froih, not her enemies 
by profeffioto, but, in the application of 
a palfage frokn Scripture, the equals of 
endearing intimacy, the brothers in 
whom flic had confided. 

Woman,” exclaimed the Mana- 
ger, “is by nature, perhaps, a p^s- 
“ 5IONATE ANIMAL.’* [A loud appro- 
bationJl “ 1 do HA fay that it is a moral 

obligation to be a scold.” \^An ap- 
probatibn louder f ilL'\ “ But Icfs con- 
“ demned than Men to accident and 
“ violence, ftjc muft be Icfs apt to cone 
“ with it, when it comes, either with 
“ the patience that can be perfe^ only 
“ through fuffering, or with that active 
“ fortitude which, ftrengthening while 
“ it ftniggles, fomeiimes learns at laft 

to check aflidHng fortuAc, to encouirf.. 



** ter, to overcome^lt I While with Wo- 
man all U paflive as tq her powers and 
** lefources I Htr weapons are words— 

** her alTiults are in her Icrrows I— What 
ftreiigth ihe has is from weakntfs ; her 
** belt fccuriiy is from fear ! She eludes 
** fometimes, by (hi inking, the calaiftity 
** Ttp\ othei Wife to be efL-n^ed ! But wh'en 
all fails, when biuiled and Iru’k^J, 
though ill (pite of bending before tn^ 

** ftorm, rfife ih^ft is not to be beretr or 
•• the laft l>.d donfulation, the ct y ot na- 
. tuie, the leais that oveiflow from an- 
V* gulfli, the groans and exclamations 
V‘ which Jigliten the overloaded heart! — 
it was fjoi an open tNEMV that had 
done me this dilhonour ; for then I 
** could have borne \tl— Neuher was it 
“ WINE MJ'^EP.SAPV that did magnify 
hiinielf againlt me; for then, ^^lacU 
venture, I would have hid inyfelr fi om 
him. B^rr-^it even thou, my 
companion^ my gm<le, mine own fa- 
miliar fiicnd — we totik fwcet counfcl 
“ togeiher.'* 

lu conclufion,Mr. SKendan fuJ, that 
the Counfcl had ciKlcavov.rcd to deter 
their Lord Ihip'! from finding a VLTdi£f 
iigaiuft Mr.HafcingCjby ftatiiig, that the 
fix hundred thoufand pounds had been 
taken by him from the Begum for the 
public Itrvicc at a moment of great pub- 
lic exigency ^ that it had airbecrf efn- 
plov'fd in the public fcrviccj and that the 
l^ation, knowing of the traiila^lion a fevy 
months after it had t.ik(n place, had 
full opportunity of ri dr< limg the wrong 
nearly twelve ycirb ago; that it was 
impojjible to vote that j\Jr, Uaftlrgb had 
a£tea wrong, iihlefs tlity were prepared 
ta dn full and compute jujUcc to thofc who 
had been injured. 

Mr. Sheridan laid, he joined ilTue 
with the Counfcl ; he fully concurred 
with them: but fiuli was his idta fif 
the jiilUcc of their Lordlliips, that he 
w.is convinced they nnJn would be de- 
terred from doing juft ICC fremt a dread 
of the confc'',uenccs. CT.couomical as 
the Hoiifc of Ccminons was, he never 
could believe that they would ^LXisji,jUce 
to the People of Indlay bccrrjfc jnjltce 
could not be done to them lu about calling 
upon the Pevple of P.Jigland Jor a n^cry 
heoTjy paynunt. For h^sown part, con- 
vinced as he was mat on ibis Article 
Mr. Haft i rigs was guilty of having taken 
from the Begum large fum of money 
for the Public^ on a fcliarge of rebeilioii 
which was ill founded, he was ready 
to avow, that it would be irhpoffiblc to 
declare JVJr. ilaftings guilty vvkhcoit 


giving to the Begum complete reftltu'* 
tion of all that had been taken from 
her, principal and intcreft. It was 
ftaicd to amount to two miAions ftcr- 
ling. 

The Counfcl had afTumed, that the 
Benares Charge alfo was totally dif- 
proved ; bus they argued in the fame 
manner, that if it were not diJpro*i't d^ 
the Nation was bound to rellorc 
Cheyt Sing, to call him from his pre- 
fent mifcrablc fitua-tion,' vlicthcr in x 
Mahratta or a My fore camp, to pay 
back to him the millions which had been 
brought into the Exchequer by his cx- 
pulfion, and to place him preciftly in' 
the ft ate in which he ftood when he was 
driven from Ikivarcs thirteen years ago. 
He would go further — every perfon /«- 
fineu by the a£ts of Mr. Haftings had a 
rigilu to full retributron, or there was 
no jufticc in the profecut'k)!! of the Com- 
mons ; but he hoped their LorcKhips 
wouhl not be deterred fiom their duty 
by fuch conrulcrations. The Commons 
were not profecuting for pcifonal pur- 
pofes. No : It was tt3 do jujhce to India ; 
and to fiippofc ih.it if it Ihould ap])P3r 
the People of India were injured, this 
Nation would merely jiop at condemning 
the man who h'nd injured them, while the 
Nation received the advantages arifing « 
from bu-. injufticc, was a libel upon the 
Counti y. 

Mr. Sheridan trufted that Mammon 
would never be the Deity of that Houfc, 
bur thxt t'-,’ the temptation held out by 
the learned Counfel they would reply 
in the language t/f Sir Guyon, in the 
Romance, 

Mammon, faid he, thy godhead’s vaui^t 
IS vainc. 

And idle c.fters of thy golden fee ; 

To them that covet fuch high-glutting 
gain ft 

Proffer thy gifts, and fitter fervants cn- 

terednt- 

Airothcr blifs before mine eyes I place, 

Another happinefs, another end : 

And to be lord of thofc that riches have, 
Than them (o have myfelf, and be their 
fee vile flavft,” 

t AEKY Oy- b. 2, C. 7. 

Here he fto])ped, falying, if he had 
treated the fubje^t in any part of it ra- 
ther lightiyi it was Uccaufc nothing that^ 
he had heaid or read againft him dc«> 
iiprvcd a ferious anfwer. He was juft 
to the merits of Mr. Dallas and Mr| 
Plumer, but iaid that vigour might be 
crippled into weaknefs by the caufc it 

hai^ 
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had to carry ; and that there could he but 
little tame in the Arena, by throwing an 
antagonift who was forced to come on 
crutches. 


Tuesday, May so. 

One Hundred and Thirty-TjiIIRD 
Day. 

Mr. Fox begnn after one, by dat- 
ing ihiU it was his fluty, lio.vtver hailh it 
might be, to enforce, in iIk- 1 \ii llage of it, 
that Charge wliich he had iummed up 
ninny >tnis ngo. He proceeded to divide 
the fiibjeil ot Prefenis into two peilods ; 
thefii (t, the linns alledged to luvc been le- 
ceived in 1771. 

Mr Fox, in confidering this fubje^f, 
fail!, that when Mr. PTltln^^s rcMnoved 
Mnhomed Reza Cawn, in 1772, by order 
of the Couit of Dirertors, the Charge of 
the Commons was, that Mr. Ilaltings 
had viiiaally appointed Munny Begum to 
the ofHce wiiich Mahomed Keza Cawu 
had held. 

Mr. Dallas had contended, that Mr. 
Hadings had done no liicli ihing : on the 
contrary, Mr. Haiti ngs had t^Jttally abo- 
Idhcd the office winch Mahomed Keza 
Cawn held } that he lud taken upon him- 
lelF and his Council ijie cntiie manage- 
men,t of the revenues which iVlahomed 
Rezn Cawn had contioulcd j and thtt, in 
fact and truth, Munny Begum had no 
pow'cr, except in the houiehold of the 
Nabob. 

Mr. Fox then laid, that Munry Begum 
was t.'ie Sif'pmothei of the N.diob, and 
therciore not lo proper for the guardian- 


/hip as the Nabob's Mother. Mr. Fox, 
in this part oi his argument, totally aban* 
dored the alTertion of thjs Commons, 
which was, in fact, that tlve Go\ernment 
of Bengal wa^ delivered up to Munny Be* 
gum by Mr. Hallings. 

After a long argument, Mr. Fox came 
lo the rea/ point of the Charge, which 
was, that Mr.’ Hh flings unde the appoint* 
inent for ff^oney : Mr. Hn dings admitted, 
that one lack and a half of rupees had 
been received for entv.Ttainment, but which 
the Manager contended was a bribe* 

Mr. Fox f[)t ni a conliderable lime in 
going into preliimptions ns to the other 
lum.: charged to have been receivetf *, but 
at the whole turned xipon ibis lum oi 
oiiw^and a half Jack of riipees, which Mr. 
Hadings confelTed to have received, and 
which he never did deny Jiavirg iJS- 
ceived 

Mr. Fox argued the prefiimption of 
Mr. Hadingii having been guilty, becanfe 
upon ibe (;^ath of .Qencral Claveiing and 
Colonel Monfon he re>appointed Mnnny 
Begum to that office, from which that Gen- 
tleman and Mr. Francis had removed her. 
He recapitulated his argument, and proved 
very fully, that while Mr. Hadings was 
at Moorlh^dalnd, in 177a, he had re- 
ceived from the treafury of the Nizam 
2000 rupees a dav for entertainment, in 
the fame manner ih.u Loid Clive and Mr. 
Vcrellt liad done. Of the B.ibes there 
was no proof j and they reft upon certain 
Papers whicli wer^e fubinitted to the in- 
lpc6f»vn of the Company’s Lawyers in 
1776, who pionounced upon them that 
ibe Charges could not be true* 


* Alcd fortunately fur th^. hrour of Mr. and for the caufc of judice, Mr. FoX 

had the candour to bring foiw.ird a decifive piece ul c/.dence m reply, which Mr. Haflings’s 
Cnuhfcl had molf anxiouily wjhcd to pioduce, but ic was not dil'eovered while Che Defence 
was depending. 

Mr. Fox called Mr. Wngl^it, the .Auditor of India Accounts, and afked hipi : 

^ From the time of Mur JafTier to the itecenicn of Mr. Haflu gs, do there appear any 
allowances for the cxpenccs of an Englilh Governor cn the acccuri^ts ot the Company ? 

yi. Noton the account of the Company. The book 1 have before me is c..lled the Treafury 
Accounts with the Nizam's tli.t is, an entry in the Belah Edablilhmcnt tor the month oi 
feuffa Sup, iCvcnth of the reign, under the head ot Mufta Prucka, Paid charge-.; of enter- 
taining Lord Clive 23,ocaiup«cs. For the momli oi Suff.i Sun, eighth of the reign, By 
the Hon. Harry Vertlft paid kim for Us daily charges 2000 rupees a day, g6,ooQ rupees. TheA 
^re all the entries prior to the acceffion ot Mr. HaAings, fur the cxpenccs of tliat kind. 

Here, then, is proof pofitivc that Mr. Ilaflmgs did precifcly what Mr. Verelft (delcribcd 

Mr Burke as one of the honeltell men in tiic world) and Lord Clive haddono before hinv. 
As long as Mr. Hailings was at Moorlhed.ab^ in 1772, lie received, as Mr. Vtrcllf had 
done in 1769, 2000 rupees a-day, agreeably .to annual pratiiec. It is felf-evldent, therelore, 
jthat whether Mr. Haftings had appo.ntcd Munny Begum, or the Nabob’s Mother, or any other 
^ perfon, to be guardian of the NabijiJb, he mouuld equally ban>c received 2000 rupees a-day as 
as he remained at MoorllicdabAd. It could not, therefore, a btibe for an appointmen * 
10 glUce. 

Having 
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Hnving conclu(Jj?i this part of his cufc, 
Mr. Fox fai<l he ihould ni.w come to tliofe 
prefcnts which Mr. Haftings had received 
fubreqiient to the Ail of Parliament, the 
Jeceipt of which he publicly avowed, 
as well as his application of them to the 
public fcrvicc. He cont.mded, that to le- 
cei.ve preleiits after the Ail of 1773, was 
a^ainfl: law, and that Mr. 'HttHings mufl: 
ofcouife be found guihy, though hcie, 
ceived them with the puieft intentions; 
i)ut that he Ihould procetd tO' Hale the 
ciiciuMllance'i under whicli they had been 
taken, and tlic piefnmption that parts of 
them at Icaft were iniemlcd, at the time 
they weie taken, to increafe the piivate 
ibriunc of Mr. Hallings, though nc af- 
terwards changed that intention. 

As this was" a fuhjeft of Ibme length, 
if it was agreeable to their Lordlhips, he 
would break olf here. 

As the Court was riling, Mr. Haftings 
moll earneftly implored the Lords to con- 
fider the (late of tiie SclTioii— that much 
time had lately been loll, owing to the 
indirpofiiion of the Managers, and he 
di ended the adjournment to another year i 
that the illnd? of one Gentleman, Mr. 
Grey, v^'as apparent j and another Hon. 
Manager had applied, as he underllood, to 
poftpone the Trial, on account of indif- 
poiition, fjom Friday lad to another day, 
though he had afterwards feen the Hon. 
Manager in the Park on horfeback : that 
be had been often ill during the Trial, 
and twice jofe from his bed in a very high 
fever to attend in the Hall. 

He prayed, iherefoie, that the Lords 
would go on Co as to finilli in this year ; 
and then he did not care how many days 
they fu. 

' Wf, Fox fild, that in the fiiuatlon of 
the Gentleman at the Bar, he couldi well 
excu.'e any warmth of expreflion from 
liini that it was true, he had wiiiten to 
the Noblp Lord [Lord Kenyon] who 
prelided ir. the abfence of the Chantcllor, 
and faid, ih -t though he was leady to go 
on (as Fii'lay lail), yet if it woiUd not 
occalion ai y material delay, he wiHltd to 
podpone it, as he was indilpofed ; that it 
was true he did ride out, which might be 
rather imprudent for a peilon iiYdilpcfed 
as he was; but that, unlefs inditpoled, 
he would not have expi efled a dillant willi 
for an alteration of the day. 

Mr Burke infiaiitly role, and faid th.it 
Mr. HallingS was perpetually complain- 
ing ; but that if he lield one end of the 
chain, the Managers iielJ llie other ; ihal 
jyhile they wuu ieiving in this caulc for 
Roihitig, the Cjiintnal had ninety ihou- 


fand pounds of Nobkilftn’s mpney in hil 
pocket. 

The Court immediately lofe. 


t 

Wednesday, May 21. 

One Hundred andThirty-Fourut 
Day. 

Mr. Fo>; proceeded to animadvert on 
the Delc'nce read by Mi. llaftinus to the 
Hmife of Lords in 1791. He fud, iliat 
Mr. Mailings, in that Defence, had de- 
claicd, that if he had miflaken llie A£lf 
evt'iynian wi:h whom he had converled 
01 correfponded, had been in-a fimilar er- 
ror. Mr. Fox lamented that the Counfel 
CO lid not anfwer him, but he challenged 
the whole woi Id to dilpute his llatemcnt. 

The afleition of Mr. Haftings was, 
that though the Governcr General was 
piccluded by law from receiving prefcnts 
for his own ule and benefit, he .Might le- 
ceivc prc.fi.nts for the Company. In proof 
that this all'eition was not true, Mr. Fox 
read two Minutes from General Clavering 
and Mr. Francis, cfitcd the 23d of OiElo- 
ber 1774., in wliich tl’iey pofitively de- 
clared, that the fa;r conlltu«flion of the 
A6l was, ihaf no pi efint whatever, on any 
account, could hp received j that tliey had 
themlelves been guided accordingly j and 
that they had aClually refufed prcleiiis, on 
any account, either for theinfelves or the 
Company. How then,*' faid Mr, Fox, 
“ can Mr. Mailings date to fay, that all 
the Servants of the Company mifconllriiLd 
the Ail in the manner he pretended to 
do ?’* 

General Clavering and Mr. Francis 
agreed to rcctive the Koliilla prlje-moncy 
as a depollt for tlie Company, and to be 
difpofed of hereafter as the Company 
choJe. This was a prefent to the Ai'niy ; 
and in 1784, in Mr. Pitt's adminillraiion, 
that monty green to the Ar?ny.—“ 
When General Clavering fat in tlie Chair, 
in the ahfrnce of Mr. Haftings, he re- 
ceived a nuEzer from the Zemindar of 
Buidwan, and fent it to the Tieafiiry. 

Having flaicd that Mr. Haftings mufl 
be convliled for receiving piefcnts again]} 
la'iOy it being a crime to leceive prefcnts, 
even !l|piigli they were applied to the pub- 
lic Ici vice, he eiucred jnto a very long and 
ingenious train of reafoning, In order to 
fhew the prefimption to be, fliat when Mr. 
Haftings received thefe feveral lums, or 
at ieaft a part of them, he did really in- 
tend t/) npi»!y them to hii own ule. 

• With lefpvii 10 the defence offcied by 
Mr. Hallin-s's Counfel, in which (Mr. 

Laikii)!} 



parkins not being then In Englan J) gn at 
ltre(s was laid by th.'m, that he, Mr. T.. 
knew every tranrd6lion relative to Mr. 
Ilallings’s concerns, and that it was not 
likely jic would be employed as a conli- 
(Jant, being high in the iCaft India Com- 
pany's fervice, if the tranfaffions wcie 
corrupt ; Mr. Fox obferved, that this pre- 
lumpiion was the principal part of the de- 
fence offered by the Counl'el ; and Mr. 
Hadings, in all his different ftatemciits, 
bad affcitcd, that Mr. Larkins was regu- 
larly acquainted with every tranfa£I.on. 
But when Mi, L. came to be examineil 
upon oath, he laid he kiv w nothing of 
thefe diffeieiu inaitce until May 1782, 
long after they had p'lffed, and only wlien 
a difcovery of them was likely to bojomc 
public. Mr. Fox oblnvtd, that nvbtn^ 
imrr Mr. Hajinigs bud expre^td kis bt'- 
luf gJ £wy it had tioacd cut tr- 

roJicous j hut hf?uade a pojui've 

aJJVrtion, it ‘zvas a'zuavs fidfc. 

In ohlcrvlng upon Mr. Larkina’s evi- 
dence, Mr. Foxfaicl, their Loidllups mult 


have obfifrved a peculiar mode of fpeaklnj^ 
and of giving evidence ufed by iluilc Gen- 
tlemen who :iad been in India; I'o miicli 
ia, that in a fhort time he doubted not but 
we fhould have .a complete Indian dialeft. 
Many of their Loialfhi >s knew, that irt 
the Greek Language ihei'c were 1* veraj 
dialcfts, among which the Doiic, in par- 
ticular, deliuhted in fimpiicity, and w<is 
generally ufed in the Indicative Mood ^ 
but the pilfor.il fimplicitv of fucli a dii;^ 
le<^f by f)o means fuited thof Gcntiemeft 
who lual learned their rennement in the 
Eall : they pief'erred the Optative and Po* 
tenti 11 i\l-.ods, I I m'^ht, I 
but c.iu-u.ntly .ivoi h^d the open ii'anki 
neis of tile Indicative, I <//«/,• or I 

7 l 0 t. 

KvLrv thing diit genius and ingenuity 
could li , was done by Mr, Fox, in ordef 
to couv.occ the Loids that Mr. Ilafiingt 
did intend ol uuf' time to apply part of 
thcle piclLnts to his own ufe 

Fri. 


* In .1 dt,b.atc which took place In the Iloufc of Peers, on Thurfday May 22, on the Bill 
for allowing Govt inmeut to take up and confine for a limited time ptrfons fufpefled of trea- 
fonable or ftditious pradtices, Lord Thurlow in Ins Speech mentioned ‘‘a pamphlet f which 
biS I.ordfiiip faid was pnbldbed by one Debictt m riccarlilly, and which Jiad tlut day been 
put into his hands, rt fledlmg highly upon tiic Judges and many Membe-s of that Ifoafe : it 
w'as difgracelul and indtcent j fuch aslu* thought never ought to pafs unpumfitd. He con* 
bdered that vilifying and nnjnpi tfuriln^ the condudf of Judges and Magiftrates entrufttd with 
the admin illration of jultice and the laws of the Country, nim a crime of a very heinous na* 
ture, molt deftiutflive in its conrequtnets, becaufe it tended to lower them in the opinio.l 
t'f tliofc who ought to teel a j)i oper revcicnce and rdped^ for their high and important ilatlcns y 
and when it was flatc.d to the ignomnt and the wicktd, tlut their Judges and MagiftrateS 
W'erc ignonint and corrupt, it tended to le/iVn their rtfpeft for, and obedience to, the laws 
of the Country, becaufe they weic tjught to think ill of tliofe who adminiftered them.*' 

The next day (M.iy 23), Mr. Burke cdltd llie attention of the Houfe of Commons to the 
above circumftance in the following Speeth ; 

“ The lii^mcc of tlie prefent time., makes it very diflioult to talk upon certain fubjcifls Ia 
which Parliamentary Order is involved. It is difficult to fpeak of them with regularity, or 
to be filent with dntnity or wd’dom. All our proceedings have been conflantly piibli/hed, 
according to the difcretion and ability of individuals, with impunity, alinoft ever fince 1 
came into Parliament. By i>rcfcription people had obtained fomething like a right to this 
abufe. I do not juflify it. The abufe i^ now grown fo inveterate, tb.it to punifii it with- 
out a previous notice, would have an appearance of hardfli.p, if not injui'tice. '1 liefe pub- 
lications are frequently erroneous as well as irrcgulai, but »iot always fo : what they giVe as 
Reports and Refolutions of this Houfe, have foinetimes been laady given, 

ft has not been uncommon to attack the picceedings of the Heufe itftlf, under colour 
of attacking thefe irregular publications ; and the Houfe, notwithfland.r.g this colourable 
plea,*l;.is, in fame inftances, proceeded to p»,nifh the perfbns who have thus infulted it. 
When a complaint is made of a piratical edition of a work, the author adm.ts that it is ):is 
work that is thus piratically publifhed ; and whoever attacks the work itfclf m thefe unau- 
thonfed publications, does not attack it lefs than if he had attacked it in an edition authorifed 
by the writer. 

“ I underfland, that in a Place yvhich I greatly refpeft, and by a Perfon for whom I have- 
like wife great rcfpcdl:, a pamphlet publifhed by* a Mr. Dcbrett has been very heavily cell 

* - f The Report of Committee of the Managers of the IToufc of Comnions appointed to ^ 
jnfpcdl the Lords’ Journals, Scq, [See the SurrexMENT anvexed to this Trial.] 


furtd. 
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Frida'Ht, May 23. 

Cnr Hundred and THiRrv-FiFTi# 
Day. 

Mr. Taylor commenced his obfervi- 
tlons Hpon the Charges relative to the 
Contrafts. At fix the Honourable IVXa- 
nager informed the Court, tlnit he fliould 
r^iiire, at lead, an hourlongti to pc form 
hb duly j upon which the lloufc adjourned 


to the Upper Chamber, and deferred the 
fulilicr pioceedings to 


Tuesijay, Mav 17. . 

One Hundred and Tbirty-Sixth 
Dav. 

Mr. Tnvior, f.-, a -jpccch of (wo hours 
Jengih, completed the Chajges iclpc^iing 


Circd. That pamphlet, I hear (for 1 have net rend it), piirnnits to be a j u 

enc of your Comm.ttecs to this HouA:. Jt has been etnfured^r.-s I am told t Z 

and in the Place I have mentioned, in veiy h.irlh and vcr/unqur.l.fi-d Ur ns* '''it h» 

faid, and fo far veiy truly, that at all times, ard partiCuUrly at this tlmr t ’ 

the prefervation of order and the execution of tl.e law, thL the char- 4 s 

Jf d>e Judges of the Courts in Weftmirfter Hall (honid be kept in 1 e,i 

fl>eft and reverence; and that in this pamphlet, dcfcribtd by the name of' ill f, 

raflers anclconduft of th.fe Judges upon a late- occafion bad been a&erftd,‘ ..s ji’fne'hom 
Ignorance or comiption. -nitng iiom 

I think It nnpoflihle. combining all the circiimfianccs, not to fimpofe tint this nt. nh 

fZT *>y =>" "der 01 the Committee on which I f .v d 

I had tiie horrour ot prcfcntine; to thn Hoof- For mv rhme. ..yv n cii i i \^.d, 

refpcnf.hle. as well as the othf. ^?embr r H I V Oi .rt, m H ‘'"a 

cniy Thu matters conta.n.ed rt, and the eh crCro^pl u*;:; "b 
•wrifdomm tlie Iloufc, tUt .t may art upo., both ,n the time teid u.aincr t!,r lo yourTu V* 
inert may feem molt cxpedacnt, n tlK.t you may no^ * a u ion t.iLm ii' ' ' ^ 

done itsdut) in lUtking tb.it ils noit. 1 am < f cp-'su) witn rhe , . . ’ ^ 

th-,t Repo, t IS ce-nfu.ed: that it ‘(s „ec-./iary" a! X ZXZ17X 

«.t.M-ity of the Judg.s. Th-, howevu, does not depend up n' ul, but’m«nt7v''' 
It 15 Beeeffn> to preferve the dignity and r fpefl cf all the corlhtut.onal autb .i.i c-' Tls' 
COO, rfepind. upon ourf Ivts. It li nccurn v to uKfeivc the dui w. lul u 

Wls : it is fuU as ueccir.iry to prcki vc tn ninta due to i v ^ 

.Whatever may he thought' or „s by fome^ perfrns) diVv-li-hta d or"o“f “J. 
authorities within this k.ngdom t(nr.t,..::y deo. i.d. If the power of the F ii.lTm r 
fedograded or enervated, mi othu can Fiard; We muFt d 7v J i ddr X ' T"" 

asiijudvcrr upon any of our Members ev! a abufc the mill we place m Uieni • ’w n'^'ll r 
portthefe who, wirhout regard to eonf.<ju<nces, | erfo.;-, their duty ’ 

rv“ f r A 0^ Manai-e:s, and f.,r inylelf, J rnuFl I .y.'that the Report was de- 

fji^rately made, and docs nc!, .r, i conct.ve. cont.un any very inariridcnor nor anv isi'.rt 
inde.centrefl.«ionupon any perfm. It does n.t aeeufe L Ju"grran^^^^^ 
batever it fays, it docs not f.iy calunmioull y. '1 h ,5 kind ot .ge belongs to p^rfons 
w^fc el^uence entitles them to 4 fee ufe of epithets. TheRepori llftes, tlift the fudges 
h-d given tlifir opinions^t<d-./.jF, ccmiary to the. almoft unintmupted tenor of PaiJianuntfrv 
•jfige on ^cb occafions. It fiate?, that t!ic opinions were g.vcn, not upon the Law hut 
upon theC;.-. It Cates th...t the .rude of g.v'.ng the opnilns "X 

if> the p! zHfth-sris ct the ILute of faV'wr.’OM It it 'fpc tKnp .Kc f* * j i ^ 
what ruLs and ptweipfes tke yudgixKd duULd :ypnn tJof cajts, as hcauf tlienT 

norare tijy entered uprn the Journals. Jt is very tru/, that we were an!l art exiremdv 
dJEtisfied '■Mhth, fe opinions, and the conC.-iui rt detci miiutions of the ForAe.*.!,A " 
ato not think fudi a mode of proued.ng at all juft.fud hy the iiio.F nuimrous and’ the b^ 
precedents None of thefc fentiments are tl.e fom,n.ttee. .as 1 corcenc7ard I Tull « I ,H 
as any of them', difpofed to retract or to folun n, the fnialle/l degree. ' ^ 

Tl.f» Rcnnrt frsj.cilrc ....... P 




Tu ' ; luu^ii HI rrie imaiit/t derree. 

** IhcRcportfjieaks foritfelf, fPT' lutur ,;r, ocrofi^r liuill h ,- i • • - 

i.gofjUJiarcc ht that Pupa, 1 JknH U ru:d, to Jtt 1 /w/f 

rank^ that this lingdcm contains, njon tb.it futj r\ Do J fav thr m m •■aiKinr cr 

Farfmmit » It is from my confidence n/ou;cauf;,iu'a 

ccaiftitutional principles, which this Houfc conu.n5 w.th.n nfelf aL'^ivl^ch" iTof e “T 'Ti 
cvey contain ; and in the aCiftance winch it w,« not t,. l to LTe sTbT ’ I ‘ ’ .! '"j 
intention, do tlnar heft to .naintain tlie ..Rntial Pr v.liveTof^I FW T**- 

of Ririiament, and the public Juftice of the Kingdom.- 

No reply ,ot oMervation was made on the fubjea by any other Member, 

the 



[ *'9 1 


the Contra£>s. He paiticiilirly dwelt 
upon thole given by Mr. H.illin^s to Sir 
Eyre Coote and Mr. Aurlol, which he held 
to be in direft contradiiVion to the Ail of 
Farl’.ai^ien!, and the exprefs orders of the 

Com L of Dlreilors. In the conclulion, 

he 1 ccapitulatcd the iois to the Company 

£• 

76.000 

46.000 

22.000 

’60,006 

83.000 


as follows 
Mr. Benn's opium contract, 
.Mr. Sullivan, 

Mr. Young, 

Sir Eyre Coote’s bullock con- 1 
trart, - J 

Lofs to the Vizier on ditto, 

Mr. Auriol's contrail for rice, 
(allowing him a fair 
profit of five pcf cent.) 

Mr. Belli, (allofviMiig twenty per \ 
cent.) - j 


Ice, 'I 
fair > 


33,000 


34 »oca 


Total, 554,000 
Mr. Taylor made an admlralU ckfe. 
He read, with great einphafis, and won- 
derfully well, a part of Mr. Halh'ngs’s 
fpcech in the Lords in 1791, m which, 
turning to the iioiife of Commons, he 
faid, with fliong maiks of indignation in 
|||s countenance — 


Wednesday, May»28 to Monday 
June 16*. 

One Hundred and Thirty- 

Seventh Day, &c. 

« 

At half paft one o’clock their LordflilpR 
entered the li.ill, when 

Mr. ftmke proceeded ro make the final 
reply on the part of the Commons. He 
faid, that this great anil iiiij>ortant bull* 
nel's, which had fo long engaged the atten- 
tion of i\fc fii It Councils of the Nation, was 
di awing to H clofe. When he confiderod 
how near the period was when their Lord- 
ihips woiiKl be called upon to pronounce 
their Judgment in this Cale — when he 
conlidtriil m iVow great a degree vhe honour 
of the Comnifsis of Gie^-Biitain de- 
pended upon the convidtio^P’ the Priibner * 
at the Hai , he could not think of the event 
of this long-piotiafled 'Tiial without 
tremblmg. One of the Counlid for the 
J)rfend.^int had dated to theix* Lordfhipsy 
that the ('oinnions had only brought Mr- 
llallings l)ef'oie that Ccuit to clear up 
fome doubtful poisTts, and that they (the* 
Managers) mull feel ihcmlldves happy if 
he fhould be able to elUhlilh his innocence 


** To the Commons of England, rn btfore the woi Id. — Such an idea he begged 
’ ' ‘ ‘ - in the mod pointed manrer todilclun. 


whole name I am arraigned for defft 
“ lating the provinces of their dominion of 
. ** India, 1 dare to reply, that they are, and 
** thfir Reprefentatives annually peifift in 
** telling them fo, the moll flouiifhing of 
all the Slates of India— it was 1 made 
** them fo. 

“ I gave them all^ and you have re- 
vuarded me with cofififcation^ difgrace^ 
and a life of nnpeachmcntd' 

Mr. Taylor afftimed that on this elo- 
quent pall’age Mr. Hallings had very im- 
jiillly attacked the Commons j but, unfer- 
tu2ia/e{y, Mr. Taylor omitted to prove 
that the attack was unjud — that is to fay, 
he did not attempt to dilprovc any one 
affertion of Mr. Haftings 5 and, therefore, 
the meie declai ing that the charge prefened 
by Mr. Hallings againll the Commons is 
unjt^y leaves the matter juft as it was 
m^'ore Mr, Traylor fpohe. 

Mr. Taylor, alter bunging his fpeech 
to a concliifion, called upon their Lord- 
fliips* principles and feelings, on which he 
faid he had the mult firm reliance, to decide 
in fuch a manner as would fatisfy their ovfi'n 
confcience, and beft anfwer the ends of 
lubftantial juftice. 

The Conn adjourned at five, and order- 
ed the Trial to proceed again the next day. 


The Commons of Grcar-Biita’m did not 
come there to folvc a problem : they came 
tnere to convict Guilt, and to aliill the 
cjulc: of Jiiltice. The accufition of Mr. 
Hallings wag r ^t adopted by ike Com- 
mons in a hurry ; it w is not done in com- 
pliance with popular clamour, by winch 
fomeiimes even the gravelt and moil cauJ 
lioiK populai alTemblies may be fwayed ^ 
but ii was the refult of long and labonou* 
inquii y, of minute and accur.*ite inveltiga- 
tion- -riicreforc, to acquit the Prifoncr, 
would be to convifl: the Commons of 
England of deliberate fyftcmatic eiior.— * 
Bcfoie the Coirrnions bi ought this Im- 
peachment to the Bar of the Houfe of 
Lords, they had fpent years in the cxami- 
naiion of every paper, cvciy document 
which could thiow light upon this fubje^U 
In the year 1782, a ilring of Relolutio»» 
were piopofed to the Houfe cf Commons 
by the then Loril Ativocate of Scotland^ 
now one of His Majefty’s Piincipal Se- 
cretaries of State r thofe Refolutiuns, ar- 
raigning the condu6l of the Defendant, 
were agieed to by the Houle; they wcie 
then refer red to aCommittee, and theKeppre 
of that Committee cotTcfponded with the 
former dcteirni nation of the Houle.— 


• ^ Mr. Burke continued his Speech ninodsys, viz, on May zt, 30, June 3, 5, 7, xi, 12 , 
14, and 16 j and which, for the fake of giving ie with the greater perrpicuiiy, vi'c tt ve thrviwn 
into one uninteiruptcd connedled narfittiTe. 

fiui 
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cor.teyit with hyan unparalleled 
inrtarce ct caution and circuinfptflion, tliC 
Inatier was j eftTifii to another Committee, 
vvho made a Kept-it of a iimildr tendency. 
When, after Inch' an inverti^^ation, the 
tioufe of Commons felt ilfelt bound, in 
‘ >rderto vindicate the honour of tlicKiitifh 
i^tno in India, folem:ily to accufe Mr. 
laflings, be finely did net too fn in 
lying, that the dignity, the cJi.’rnaerj nay, 
erhaps, the very exillence of I', n bniiicli 
•f the Legiflature would depmd ih|K3n bis 
donviaion —He therefore begged lo dif- 
claim that fallb candour im])uted to him 
iy the Connrcl, and to fay, that it (he 
baldly biin;< liis beartto think of or 
ongne.to cxprels the idra)— it their 
fftiips feel thcmlelvcs juHificil 

inl^cqiiitting j||L lialliii«s--if it flioiild 
^pneai tothem^nat inifead of profccniing 
^ great delinquent, the C .nimons had been 
jnoletutmg not only an innocent hut a 
merit' 'iious man, tlicii he and Ins Fuliow- 

\eied with (liamc and confidion : Bui 
Svhen he confideitd the cvidci'Cc hioiiglit 
by tbe piifoner in nufwcr xv the Ch.ugts 
brought by the Commons, he couUl not in Ip 
I'goHiiguponfuchan ac<juittalys ii:i]H)Hil)ic, 
It would now be iiectliaiy for him to 
date to their Loidiliips the time of tlic 
proferutlon. Tiie Commons had, out of 
an iirmei.fe mafs of ciimlnaliry, li.]ei:led a 
quantity of matter, whicli they arianged 
into twenty Artich b of Accuf'tjon agamft 
tht Piifoner. In making thisklcdion, he 
not fine thai they li.ul not kit Behind 
fcubiinde of fads of equal atiocity with 
He they had broi glii forward — But the 
fm.igei b foreftcing ihe proliablcicngih of 
*hc "J luil, and anxious lo do eveiy thing 
in their power to fliorun it, wiihotit in- 
juirng the caufe of Jiiilice, went to their ' 
Conlfiiuents, and afktd leave to make 
lucli a further comprtfllon as ihcy thought 
would tend to obtain tliatobjed j in con- 
fiquence of which the Chaigeswere re- 
dmted to fovi i the two fiiU, viz. the 
Benaics and ihe B. gutn Charges, tending 
^ Ihcw the violence rmd tyianny of the 
Pefcndapi j ' nd the oilur iwo calculated 
tQ difplay his infaiiable avaiice and cor- 
ruption, and the fcaiKl.ilons means he uJed 
to obtain his purpol'c, ai d to conceal his 
crime. — It was not his inicniion to trou- 
ble tjieir Corclfhips with any obleivations 
Vponilwre Charges which had been fpoken 
te with fuch jrfiiiiie abi.iiies by his 
JL’OIIut ; of ihofe abilities he 

Smld fay no inoie than that they were 
^ual to tl«J tflfk — moi e he cculd poi (tiy of 
tllt-m. Indeed, the confidcraiion pt the 


great talents reqinfjfe to explain am! en- 
force fuch an important ful\ied, woultf 
have dcteiicd him from Handing forwaid 
in this bufiiicfs ; hut he had a duty para- 
mount lo any feelings of his own, vix. hi^ 
duty to the Houfe of Commons, who had 
coiM.jiaiulcd liim to undertake the office.— 
The Houle of Commons thouglit, perhaps, 
f^^^i diiHry would make upVor the want 
ofafci.ities, and therefore .'ipuointcd him 
a IBin iger.— Avoiding, iheicfore, every 
thing which had already been difcnfled, he 
iliould confine h's ohfeivaiions *o four 
points, VIZ. ihedL’iueanoiir cf t!u* Prjfoner 
at the C:n during the Cijuifeoi this Trial— 
tlie piinciplts winch he had laid down, and 
upon which he founded hii, juitif:cntion — the 
means by which ins defence had been fup- 
pcired, and the lellimonjcs which had been 
bionght foi ward in li.pporf of ihofe means. 

Wnh relpert to llv;fii(l of thofe fenr 
points, VIZ. ilie demeanour of ihe Piifonc.r 
o'-uiug the couife of the Trial, he thought 
it idh'ided ground ot the mod ierious ob- 
ferv'uion. It war fuch a conduct as he was 
line had never been held by any perfoii 
Ifinding in the l.ime awful [ireuicament 
with the piifoner : it w^s not the boldndsj 
of coilicic’us innocence, but the infolenccl 
of hardened guiU. He wi filed their Lord- 
fhips to exaniine tlieronduiTt of every per- 
foii who had llood in peaciied before them, 
and to compaie it nh ih n of the Frifoncr 
— fioin lluii of ilic Di.ke of Suffolk, Lord 
Bacon, Loid M-.cciesficld, clown to the 
Smugglfis who weie iinpc..clu'd in the 
l\eign of Willuim 1 1 ], and they would 
find thet fuch infolcnr and dating de. 
nieanoiir bad never before been difplaycd. 
Their Loidfhips would lecollrd the name 
of Lord Vci uiain — In knowledge, to fpeak 
of every thing the moft pi ofound — in learn- 
ing, of eveiy thing the moft various and 
cxte'nfive — in difcovciy, of every thing the 
molt cnligluenedand the moft penetrating, 
was to mention Lord Vcrulam. This 
in in, whofe Icaft cliitinflion was, that he 
was a Peer, a Chancellor, and the Ion of a 
Chief Juilice — ihis great man was not 
exempt f i om fi ailty. The Commons dif|g| 
covered fome fpots' in this fun, ar.d im* 
priiched him : how did he condu^ him- 
Iclf ? With humility) with a confeioufnefs 
of his fituation, with contrition j not- 
withllaiuling which) the Court fined him 
40,0001. — a fuin equal to ioo,oooI. at 
the pielent day. It was not his wilh that 
the Detendaiu fhould be abjeft, fiiould be 
mean ; he only wifiied him to condu£b 
hlinfelt, with decorum to the Court who- 
tiled him, and to the Body who profecuteij 
him— But inrtead of this, inflead of at* 
tempting 
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tempting to refute the Charges brought Copying Clerks, tfponinveftigatingthi 
• againft him, his whole Detence conlilted ciicunaftance, he found that the Dire6toi 
of recriiAinatory accufatious aga iiit the of the Eart-India Company had given d 
Commons, and of tcltirnony to his cha. le^lions that Mr. Hadings ihould Wv 
ra£ler.--TThe charge which he made copies ofwhatever papers he plea fed graih 
againif the Managers tor the Commons -^therefoie the pretended charge ot 6ooc 
was, that they had ufed the mod hairti and was utterly unfounded, 
violent language agair.d him.-^ln anfvver Mr. Burke, having argued thefe poir 
^ to this he would f^v, t!ut ih.e Manager^ much at length, came to the fecond hei 
^came there to maliuain thecruifc of Truth® which he had mentioned in the beginnii 
and were therefore obliged to nfe theJanWof his Speech, viz. the piingiple he hi 
^uage of 'riiith. TIjc hingungc of the laul down/ and upon which lie found' 
Commons of Cicat-i^iit.dn was ruftic, his julUfication. This principle was, th 
but intelligihlo : they lia.i not Icaint the hewiflied their LoidHiips to underilan 
refinement of ludi;'.n coi riiptbn. — 'I'he that the people of India were a lace 
Managei-swereaccuied ofii!iiiolanguageio beings fo niiicli below the red of Mankin 
Mr. Haftings r.s crohi as 'that applied to that they had no feiife of honour, no notii 
Sir Waller Ralcigli. Sir W alier Raleigh ot equity and jiidice ; that they had alwa; 
wasaman of kaining, a p.ic.rf Siddier, and lived In the mod abjeft ffati^of Haver 
great Mar.iKr; to apply the epithet of without propeity, real, peifonal, heritabj 
a Spider ot Hell” to luin w,is abfurd, or of any kind whatever ; that in India, 
and welHnit^d to the perl intr.ch,(p;ejice of life the words of Mr. Hallings, thepow 
the man wlio tiled ii. liur if Su V/alter of the Sovereign was eve y thing, t 
Kalelglt had been guilty oi coiniption, of lights of the People nothing. Such w 
pcculailcm, of ihi; nwil mean and fcanda- the principle upon which Mr. lltihn 
funs pia^tices, Inch ibol.: imputed to rtlled his DTciice, and it v;as Worthy 
Mr. Haiti igr, Sir Pda anl Coke would Hm j but he wouhl fhew to their JLor 
bsive tiiec uioiv agaiidl ckcoulm than fnips, by fuch a nials c.f authority as ttv 
a^inll tiiith in giving liln, fudi an appel- foice conviction, that It was IncVery par 
latlon. It was the gieat juisfoiiu.ie of culnr unfounded. Inftcad of their havi 
the picfeiitagc, and not lung could nvu'C no fenfe of honour, their feelings upon tl 
yHrougly piove Its d.'gcnu.icy, that fine point were the moft acute, perhaps, of a 
and emollient names weie appiiul to bad people} and innumerable lullancts mi^ 
a^lions ; a vvom:..i guilty of adultei y, is be cited to prove it: he could menti 
C tiled i the iban who cosTimiued it cafes in witich Women m India, who f 
iS .*iKv:iys in the F'lcncli, and ofun iii the been acciil’ed and acquitted wnh hobo 
EngliHi language, culled a man of good had putanend totheirexiftenc^, notbel 
Jortune, But the Manageu » foi iht Cyin- able to furvivc the difgrace of having bt 
mons would pever Ihew luch a faHl, dan- accufed. He could Hiewlnd inces even 
gerous, and r.ovel-l’.jke I'ynipathy. When common Soldiers of tint Country, v 
ilicy wcie liefciibiiig aiiociuiis guilt, they having been condemned for crimes, c< 
would life adcqvTateici ms. To ihc charge tended who Hiould firik be blown from 
of delay hi ought againit The M'mag‘'rs by mouth of the cannon, mcintainmg tl 
the Coin del, Itc v'oii Id only fav, that the bonour in punifhineni. In Ihoit, 
Managers wtre only iclponfible to the hiltones of that Country were full 
Body liiat lent them, to whom they hud cafes, every one proving the diieft ne{ 
explained their condud : but he defied lh6 tive of Mr Htftings’s alLrtion. T 
Counfcl to lay, th it any delay pit judicial they bn d no lenfe of Laws, no righi 
to Mr. Kaltiiigs had been cauicd by the pioperty, was an aHertion equally d at 
* ”anager$. ^ and equally f die 5 and upon this fub 

^^Mr. Buike llien adverted to a Pctitioit Ke wouhl lieg to refer thdr Lordfliipt 
^•efen.ti'd ajt an cdily llageoflhe Tiiai by Mr. flallied’s Book, out of the nid 
Mr. Hailing? to the Houle of Lords, io paid tor the nan Hat ion. of which ! 
which he Hates the expences inclined by Halfings* had cheiied Nobkiflen, T 
him prcvioiiMo the commencement of the 6 x k, v h'ch contains a moll iccufated. 
Trial to be 3.0,000!. Comparing this with, of the Genioo Laws, not only proves 
the expence inciii 1 (d by the Cninmons, it they have property, and laws to rcgula 
Appealed to himi enormous; he therefore proves as much founded Upon ju 
iaade very particular inquiries upon the iutd reafon, atid containing as many 
fybjeft, and he was prepared to fay,, that dllfindlions,even as our own boiiled C 
the alTertion in that Petition was falfe-— Mr. Burke then cited paHages f« 
item of the 36,000!. was ^oool. foi Varie.ty of Oiiental Authbrs^ proving 
fAtCr YII. K i 
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right of property ui India, and (hewing (houlcl appear that there had been any 
that that property had been refpe^le'd by thing unnecefTary in the comTe of this ' 
the greateft Princes and Coisqueiors, by Trial, he had pledged himfelf to prove, 
Tamerlane, Gen^is Khan Khouli Khan, that Cuch delay could not be imputed to 
and others.— But,” faid Mr, Burke, the Managers, As to the charge- ot in- 
the Counfel have fancied that we com- gratitude which the Prifener had thought 
** pared Mr. Haftings to r.imerlane and propei- to make againft the Commons, he 
.others, and they have told your Lord- (Mr. Haftings) had, towards the dole of 
(hips of the ihoufands of men (laugh- jus Defence, entered into ft copious deiall 
tcred by the arnbliion of thofe Piir.ces. ft his ow n meiits : it would he iheiefore 
''ooJGod! have they loft their (enfes ? ™opcr lor their Lordlhips to take into 
‘an they iuppofe that we meant to com- their confidcration what was the nature cf 
are a maker of Bullock -contrails with thole boafted lei vices, and how far they couli 
Jan illuftrioiis Conqiieior? We never be taken into eftimation as proofs of pofiiive 
jeompared NIr. Baitings to a Lion or a merit on the one hand, or, 91T the other,, , 
Tyger j we have compaied him to a how far they tould be ufed as a fci-ofF or 


“ at 0/ a Wcifel. When we afllmiiate 
m to fuch contemptible animals, we 
do not mean to <\'nvey an idea of their 
incapability cf doing injury. When 
Pharaoh was to be punlfticd, it was by 
Locufts, by Lice, which, though fmnll 
‘ and contemptible, are capable of the 
grcatell mifcliicfs.” 

'Mr. Burke, on 50, procccdc 1.— 
le faid that on tlic former day (Vlay 28), 
dien he had the hoouiii of addrefting the r 
^ordlhips, he had fuuui'tted to them Inch 
■bfervations as he tiiought neceftary upon 
wo important points, vi*. the dcme»iiour 
f the Prilbner dimug the courfe of this 
Trial, and the principles upon whidi his 
defence was loundetl. He ImJ Ihcvvn to 
heir Lordftiips, that ti ls demeanour was 
f a nature peif<:6lly umiAial aiid unknown 
n the annals of Parli unent. He had 
ewii, that men the moft iliftingui/hed for 
nk and for abilities, had, v.*iien ca'Ied 
fore this High Court, toiiduHrd ihcm- 
clves with humility, refped, and decency; 
nJ he had contraited the comiucf of thofe 
nen with the prefumpt^on and inliilenceof 
he Priioner — his prefumpiion in making 
a reciiniinatory charge upon the Com- 
mons — and his inlblence, in accufing thtm 
of malice and black ingratitude to him ; 
for the Priioner had not attempted to de- 
fend himielf by anrwering the Charges 
brought againlt him by the Commons, 
but on the: central y veiled his whole de- 
fence on reciimiivation, charging the 
Commons widi injuftice in their Impeach- 
ment, and on the other hand both the 
Commons and their Lordfliips with delay 
in the Tiial. With reljpeil to the impu- 
tation of injuftice, he hoped that accufa. 
tson was already anfwered ; and as to the 
bharge of delay, the Managers for t|k 
Commons of Gieat-Britain did not coS 
^ve themielvcs at liberty to account fS* 
Iheir condufl lielore any other Body than 
iheir whom, if it 


a mitigation of the crimes Hid to his 
charge. And here the demeanour of the 
Ptdbntr came pioperiy in, as a ftrong 
indication of what muft have been, and a 
proof that the conduft of the Defendant 
in India could hardly have been governed 
by moderation ; fur when their Lordlhips 
had wiinefted the exuberant piide and 
daring piefumption of the Piilbnci wheh' 
Handing beloie the moft awtul Tribunal 
in the world, and accufed by that Body 
of Men it was moft his duty to bow with 
reverence and refped to, what might not 
their Loidfnips conceive his pride and 
cruelly to have been, when armed with 
almoft unlimited pow^c over the weak and • 
clefencclefs, when unreftrained, as he pro- 
K-fil-d himfclf to be, by any Law, and 
when elated with the plenitude of ufurped 
Sovert-ignty ? 

I'hc Prifoner therefore having, a.s he 
would (hew in the courfe of what he had to 
lay to their I/ordlhips, refted his Defence, 
not on a denial of the Chaiges brought 
agwinft him, hut on a juftiHcation ot the' 
vaiious ails upon which the Charges 
were founded, the queltion tor the confi- 
delation of their Lordfliips' deterinlivaiion 
ceafed to be an iffue of Pafl, and became 
an iftiie ot Law, Their Lordlhips, he 
was lure, would concur with him, when 
he laid it down as a clear and indifputable 
propolitlon, that all powers of Sovereignty 
were either dilcreiionary and arbitrary, or 
liinitf‘d. — 111 the firft cafe, where the power 
vefted in the Sovereign was aibitrary, 
there being no pofitive written Law to- 
guide him, the perfon exerciftng that 
power was bound to govern his conduff by 
lound political morals : on the other hand^ 
where the power was limited, and Ham 
applied, he was bound to keep within thlP 
exa^ limits of that power, and to be 
gover ned by the fetter of that Law^ 

In applying this general principle to the 
cafe of the Prifonei> Mr, Burke proceeded 

to 
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to demonftrsiret that Mr. Kaftings was 
bound, in thedirchatge of his important 
duty of ^Governor-General of India, to 
make the Statutes of Great-Britain the 
rule hi8Condu61, as fai as they applied ; 
and where they w'ere dificient in their 
application, he was bouiut to adopt the 
laws, rights, fianchifes, and piivlleges of 
the Country he governed, as the guide 
his conduit j and where they failed, 
aiil upon the bio id principles of the L: 

®f Nations, as in all caies with Foreign 
Powers. Thefe, Mr. Burke laid, made 
the grounds of the prefent inquiry. To 
cai ry this reafwning home to the cafe of 
Mr. H'lftings, he wmild remind their 
Lordlhips ot what he was lure iluy very well 
knew, that Mr. Hallings, being the fer- 
vint of the Kaft India Company, was 
bound by the Statutes of England which 
€rc6led tiiat Company, to obey the orders 
of the Court of DIk^Iois, without pre- 
fuming in the m<.ft mmuie article to ileviate 
from tliofc orders upon his own refponfibi- 
lity, “ But fee, my Lords,” laid he, 
how Mr. Halfings has thought proper 
“ to comply with thole Laws ; he not 
only refills them, hut avows openly that 
** he <lid not think himfell boui d to p iv 
** obedience to them. Ho treats the A(5ts 
** . four Pailiament with coiUempt, and, 
in the place of the wile aiul Ihiutary 
regulations of our Laws, fubllitules his 
** own aibitraiy and tyrannical will,- — 

No, my Lords, Mr. Haftings difdained 
to be bound by the Laws ot this Conn- 
“ try, or even to be rtfti ainecl by thole of 
Gengis Khan, Khouli Khan, or Ta- 
inerlane, who, though Tyrants, re- 
“ Ipefted the Laws and prefer ved the 
** Property of thole Countries which they 
“ conquered, but takes for example thole 
who had become Traitors to their So- 
vereigns, that they might he iheTyi ants 
of the People — Coflini Aly Klnn, Su- 
«* jah ul Dowlah, and all thole Ufurpers 
•• and Tyrants, whofe piiriciples being 
more congenial to his own, weredeem- 
cd more worthy of imitation. Thefe 
are the Laws which he folio w'ed, thcle 
are the I^vvs which he would preferve, , . , 

by inducing your Lprdfliips to fan6lion indeed, undenied. 
them with the^«/ of your approbation,” -Mi*. Hull ings bad alTerted, 
[Here Mr. Burke read from parts of the 
Defence of Mr. Hading?, pafi’ages ftuing, 
that whenever he thought the Laws of 
L^Bngland militated againll the inuidfsof 
Khe Company, he was at liberty to violate 
them.] “ And thus,” laid Mr. Burke, 

^ he endeavoiirb to avail himfelf of bis own 
wrong> attempts to jultify one breach of 


the Law by another Jireach of the Law, 
and would vindicate his illegal accept- 
ance of coiiupt piefents, by alleging 
the didrefied and exhaulled date ot the 
Company’s finance**, wiiich had been 
caufed by his own unlawful prodigality 
and vicious application of the Conl- 
« pany’s tiealures to his favouiite lydem 
** of Corruption.” 

Mr. Burke next entered Into a dirquili- 
tion upon tlie nature of Government, 
of whiclvwe lament our inability to give aA 
adequate idea ; but we will endeavour, as 
nLaily as we can, to give the geneialfcope 
of his ical'oning. 

He Hnl laid it down as a general princj 
pie, that all Law and all Soveiggnty 
derived fium Heaven ; tor if the Law! 
evciy NaiioM, liom the moll fimple and 
cial oi lIu in>jllbaibaioiisPeople, upto the 
wiled nn<l ni jil lalntaiy Laws of the mod 
rclincdand eid-.ghiered Societies, from the 
Divme Liuvs haiuied ilo\i*n to us in Hofy 
Writ, down to i he nic.ined 'ibi ms of earthly 
iiillitution, were attentively examined, they 
would be found to bicailic but one Ipirit, 
one piinciplc, equal diftributive jullicd 
bctv/ceii man and man, and tbc protiilion 
cf one individual fro.n ibe encroachment^ 
of the red. The uni vei fality of tnis pi in 

ciplc pioved its origin. Out of this prin- 
ciple Laws aioie, for the execution of 
which Sovereignty was ellablilhed j and 
all, viz. that piinciple, thole Laws, and 
that Sovereignty, weie thus evidently de- 
rived trom Cl oi). , 

If then Laws and Sovereignty were i|||fe 
cred, as being the gift of God for tiie n 
nefit of the People $ and if the Laws 
Sovereignty of India were, as he contemJeB 
them to be, founded upon the (aiT»e princi- 
plccf UniverfilJullicejthen Mr. Hdllings, 
as a Britilh Governor, lent, not to conquei 
or extirpate, but to pieieive and cherilh, 
was bound to protect the People of that 
Country in the ufe of thofe Laws, and fhield 
that Sovereignty from encroachment oi 
iifiirpation . How ignominioully he haij 
a<5ted, in dire^l contr.ididlion to that dui/j 
Lty before their Lordlhips, in evidence un« 
lefuted by any contradiHory proof j ancT, 


that he hac 
got the Genioo Code ot Laws tranllated a 
his own expence } if it were lb, ’twere good 
and he (huuld have approved of iuch gene 
ofity J but how did tlie really appear 
5o tar from paying foi the tranilation/ b 
ike the pious perlon who devoutly Rolej 
^ible, that he might read the SenpturesJ 
be defrauded the Kajah Nookiflcii of if 

aii- 
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and thus by a doujjje ilroke of ingenuity* 
he contrived to acquire both reputation and 
money.— It theit Lordihipsweieot opinion 
with him, and he thought they would iKirdly 
difagreewith him, that fwindliug ot money 
was bad, furely they mult allow, that the 
iwindliiig of glory ar.d tame lo which he 
had no pieteniions, was not only equally 
atrocious, but infinitely more mean.— 
■Wheihcr, howev^'r, Mi . HalHrgs paid for 
the tranllaiion or not, they weie certainly 
'dedicated to him ; and here the charge 
becomes heaviei agnuift him ; for it was 
robable he nev«rl^^^d them, or, it he had, 
ad a6lcd in diied v:«.hrijn ot them j for 
.hcii Lordflu’ps vvoiilti piiccivelie was m t 
'oriic out in any one ot his a^ls by t !,2 
“ luiii r^s contained in (hat Cede ; A..d 
If the IcaiT.cd Counicl whereas well ikilicd 
in the Genioo Law (which he was lorry to 
perceive they were r.ot) as they were iu 
the Laws ot their own CouiUiy, ihey 
wouM fiml it equally difficult to deftud 
their Client in cither. It', however, the In- 
dian Lawscqntained within tlum priiic pits 
f aiigull and urbitiaiy inlbluiion, which 
by no 1 , leans admiuvd, thole cxcepih;iis 
1 their gencial tendency Ihould be pio- 
iduced as ajullihcalion tor a pci Ion acting 
in the iiiuation of Mr. Hait.ngsi toi he 
relied upon it, that no trample oi violation 
or opprelTion, however lar.iboncd by the 
great talents or ulurped rank ot any Ty- 
rant, Hiould be admitred as a juftification 
of a 3‘idlb iiove.nor, though that Go- 
vernor had the aud.iciiy to plead it as an 
excufe, and to follow it as an example. 
All rliele fafts, he faid, were in evidence 
before thpji' J^oidihipsj and in all thefe 
crimes tl.eir Ix^idlhips were called upon 
hy the Pnfoner to concur. 

Mr. Burke next laid, that Mr. Haftings 
had, by reljing upon the examples of thole 
Chiefs alluded to, Teemed to conceive Inm- 
feif in veiled with Soveieign Power, apio- 
pofition vyhich he conceived utterly un. 
founded, beciiqfe he was only the Seivant 
Df the EaU- India Company, who could 
not delegate lo him Soveielgn Power, be- 
:aufe they did not pc(i’els it iheinleivcs ; 
ffieir light was deiivcd tiom, and confined 
Aithin the Chai ter granted by Parliament; 
hey therefore having no Inch light in 
[hcni, could not delegate it to Mr, Haf- 
:ings. Sovereignty was of a nature, taken 
n Its abftiafl lenlc, that would* not aumii 
)f delegation. In England it was placed 
blely in the hands of tns King, who wA 
Sovereign over the Lords and over 
>llJp»ons colleflively and mdividualiJW 
Sovereign Power v/gis entiullcd iW 


him for the public benefit, but it was ut? 
teily impoffible that he could delegate it 
wholly and ctnnpletcly to apy ot]^ pci fort. 
But the prifoner, as if conTcidW that his 
fitualion under the Company was* that of 
a Servant, and not that of a Soveieign, 
boiinil to obey their commands, and to ait 
in confonnliy to clejr and pofitive infii- 
tiinons, inllrad of diTolseying llie one, and 
fuhflitniing hi-; own aibitiaiy will in the 
place oi tiie other, liad rtcourfe to another 
fountain, from which to draw h»8 right of 
Sovcieign Aiitlioiiiy, and allhmes taexer- 
cife ib-^ Tame power as Sujali iil Dowiah 
had done before him— (a power whlcif 
exMcndul to ilie pK'perty, Liberty, and 
Life of th? Snbici*:!); but iinfortiinatel/ 
this fouiLc ailb falkcl him, for Sujah ul 
i>owiah w:ij not a Sovcieign Irndelf, but 
the ReprcTeiUatlve of a Seven ign, and of 
coiirle co'jifi not give that to Mi. Haftings 
which he did nol! poficici hlmiell, iinlels, 
like Mr. Hailing*;, iie obiainctl it by an 
aSufe ot the power cntiulfed lo him, and 
acted the pnit of a Tvi ’>ji when he fhoiild 
have p.Tf</rmed the duty of a Servant. 

Ilcii.id now, he liootJ, fhewn that Mr. 
Ilaltm.gs’i) alTuiiip’ion of Sovereign Power 
was as imfouniltd as ii was infolcnl, and 
this coiuiuft was to be judged of by its 
confoimlty to a violation ot ihciules |;! e. 
feribed for Ins guidance -—If ihclr LouU 
fhips we e to do that wh-ch he was fiire 
they never wi-u Id — if they wtietoadojt 
thepiinciples 1 ,kI down by Mr. Il.iftings, 
bypcimirting a mm loefcape punifhment 
who had I’o ilaiingly viulaleil tvviy lule cf 
Government and every diabhihui Law, 
tlicy vvoii'd do what « as even vvoi fe iha.a 
dtliroying ail j)iinciples^ thay would efta* 
bidh f.aKi: ones. — Mt*nj-anil every other i 
animal in their moli; Tavage Ihiie, may lie 
ferocious, m.> y lie ^ruel ; but when the 
appetite i!> latiatPil, they are harmlel's, nay 
even docil. , — BittMan, wlicn a£fuatedby 
falle priT’riplcs fpmly fixed in his mind, u 
iniini'ely more dangerous, not for tempos 
rary feio^ity, but for lyltemaiic wicked- 
nefs, dcllbeiate enor, perennial vice. 

Mi . Biiikf then proceeded to fhew/, that 
the whole of the Charge againft Clicyt 
Sing was that of an uinviilingneTs lo pay 
a fum of money much beyond the regular 
Tiibiite which he was bound to pay; a 
conduct furwfiich that Rajah was jufiifiav 
blc upon every principle of the Laws o* 
Nations, Nature, and Morality, he being 
rnycited with all the aunbutes of Sove 
reignty, and excrcifing all its funftions. 
The ifrifoner at the Bar having thus not 
jnly violated every principle of juftice and 
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general Law, but liaving aflcd in direft 
Oppofi^n to the pofitive Laws of England, 
and tre^tf||ihe fource from which thofe 
Laws deiivcd with contempt, was 
guilty (ff Contumacy and Rebellion ; of 
R-bellion not in its abllraft, ' hut in its 
llri^ fenfc, oyeit afts of which were to 
be found upon their Lordihips’ minutes, 
proved under the f mil ion of an oath, and 
given in as part of the Prlfonei’s Defence. 
JJut fupp .fing any Subjeft were not in 
adlual Rebellion, but iiilpctled of a con- 

K )ijacy againft the Government, how 
toiild Mr. H dlings have a6leil ? He 
lould, as a Rritilh Tvligillrate, have en- 
deavoured to prevent the elFeils of fach 
confpiracy 5 he fimuld have convened the 
party Tulpefted bcCtJve him, and have in- 
velhgaied llie prooKa of his guilt, before he 
proceeded to conviction and punKbment. 
— f?efore Mr. H.Ulnigs had* proceeded to 
inHiiL^ any piinlluinent, he ftiould !*tvc 
conlidcred the pilnciple of tlie Geiuoo 
Law, with relpeCl to apportioning the 
punilhinent to the lank and fituation of 
the offender, hecauie it mud he obvious to 
their Lijnlllups, tii.it the lame pnnifhment 
plight opei .lie iniith more ievertly up.m 
one man than another j— he fhould have 
confideied alfo, ih.at it was a principle iu 
the Gentoo Law, that although a Ma- 
‘■giltrate might pals j'id.;ment upon a delin- 
rpient in his own houfe, yet in luch cafe 
his honfe mult iie open to accef^*, to pi event 
all fulpicfon of paiiiality or coriiiption. 
Under the Maliomctan Law, he was 
equally bound to havs informed the party 
of die criine laid to his charge, and 10 
have proceeded in an open and judicial 
m inner. Thus, under v.haifoever Liw 
Mr. Hallings may pietend to have aCted, 
whether Enghlli, Maliojiieian, or Gentoo, 
he is equally guilty, hccaul’e under all of 
them he was bound to have called Clieyt 
Sing before him, previous to his inflicting 
any puniflimeni upon him. 

Initead'of afkmg upon ‘hefe principles 
of Law and Jultice, he not only never 
accuied Cheyt Smg of Rebellion, hut he 
ncVcr mentioned to the Council, toLoid 
Macartney, to Mr. Wheeler, or to any 
pcrij'in to whom he communicated his in- 
tention of going to Benarei^ any thing 
like afufpicion of that Rajah being in a 
Aate of Rebellion. — In addition to the 
circumlUnce of Mr. Haftings never hav- 


ig informed any one peilon of his fulpi- 
of Cheyt Sing’s Rebellion, Mr, 
Burke begged of their Loidfhips to confi- 
der the aSiial impollihility of inch an jdea 
rnteriiig into the contemplation of that 
fringe, as that of rebelling agaanfl the 


Company ; in the firft pface, he was a man 
by nature extremely timid, and pofTelTedof 
but a veiy inconfiderahle ddlrift; — the 
whole of his conduCl under the vigilant 
infpcClion of the Vakeels, Agc*nts, and 
other cieatuies cf Mr. Haftings, imme- 
diately under the eye of an ^ngiilh Kefj- 
deht, and furrounded by a v^ole body’cf 
Military — could he, a 61 ing umler fuch 
circumlfances, and poflefTing his Sove- 
reignty on moderate terms— could he, he: 
demandeif, think of Rebellion ? could it 
be believed ? where could he look for i'lfc- 
ly ? It could nor be with Siij h Dowlah, it 
could not he with the Mihiattis, or any^ 
of the other Indum Pow ers, who he kneiura 
would reduce him to the moft ahjfedl ferv^ 
tilde.— He called upon Mr. H.ifting,s 
Ihew that the Reiident in Benares, the 
Vaketls, or any perfon whatc vei , had ever 
exprefled a fufuicion of a Kehv.iljon ; or to 
produce any evtdei.ee to convince their 
Lordfhips ot a ciicumftancc in cveiy point 
of viev/ lo imjHohahle. But,” i'.nd Mr, 
Buike, “ I w'ill now product inch damn A 
‘‘ ing proof that Mr. 11 .ftmgs did nol 
** coniivlei Ciievt Sing in a hate of Refl 
** bcllion, as it is impolIil)le foi him to ge* 
“ over; for I will uad ii\mi Mr. Hai- 
“ tings’s own woids, liie nioii untqiiivo- 
‘‘ cal admiflion, that at the period in 
which the pi ifoner would imIucs your 
“ Lordfliips to believe that Cheyt Sing 
“ was in a^lual Rebellion, ihat he was 
not even fo nincli as Aifpe^lrd of an in- 
teiition towaids it by Mr. Hallings.*' 
[Heie Mr. Bmke read level al Exirafts 
fiom Ml, Ilaftings’s Nairative from Be- . 
rrties, in whirJi he fiys, that he does not 
belie ve Cheyt Sin.^rgnilty of .ipiemedltated 
proivcl fur Rtb liiou, when he puni/hed 
him for liis fm mer miiconduic. Again, 
hcdeclmcs pnfitively, that it was not for 
RcbJhon, hilt for perfonal contumacy, 
tiiat he lined nin'i 509,0001. but that after 
his relufal to pi\ that Fine, heconflJeied 
him as a Rebel.] 

Hcie then,” faid Mr. Buike, ** it 
appeals fiom the Prl loner’s confeflion, 

«« lliiii the only fympiom of Rebellion was 
“ the Piini.Oimcnt and Fine hid on by 
<< hiinielf, tor an infult offered to himfelf. 

“ The Rcbcl ion theicfoie, as fixed by 
Mr. Haftings, appears lo be theconfe- 
V quence of ih.it^ine, and not the I'inc 
me confequence of the Rebellion— fo 
faid he, “Mr. Haftings went up 
Wu Benares under the impuife .^f malic^ 
••Sto wreak the meanelt vengeance for 
«*^priv'ite wrongs, to the manifell injury of 

f * the Company’s interefts, and to the in^ 
* delible dilgrace of the Britiih name * 

thence 
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'thence fprang the rebellion ; and ull the 
“ Alawities and milclnrU a«tt'nding it, 
arofefVom pride, tn.ilice, inriii >l)k* avi- 
•* rice» and an ambition to (ollow the cx- 
■■ ample of Sujah Do.vi :Ji, and the other 
•* detethihle tyrants of t - e 

Mr. Burke n;xt prcr.te'k^ to advert to 
another part of the Dtfence of Mr. Haf- 
tir.gs, in which he endeavoured to jiilfify 
tumlelf by precedent in taking Bribes, 
or, as he fpecioidly denominates them. 
Fines ; and here, he laid, it ^ould have 
occurred ?o a man of an enlarged mind 
and honeft heart, lohavc chofen, when he 
was feaiching for precedents, thole who 
were mort eminent in antiquity for viitue 
and talents, and have adopted the exam- 
ples laid down by the greatell philof'opheis, 
writers, and legiflatois; but inftoul of 
that, Mr, Hallings chole the nioik r-.*’. m- 
doned and ianguinaiy tyrants ot the 
Kofllm All Khan and Sujab ul Do.vLth. 
Sujah ul Dowliih, faid he, took a tii.e. 
Good God 1 my Loidc, fee how gmii 

i * jierverts the undciftan ling, blinds the 
‘ faculties, and extinguifnes eveiy power 
‘ of difciimmalion in the human mind ! 

‘ Could your Lordfliips have believed, 
that the Goven.or-General of India, the 
fagacious, the Ingenious Mr. fLotirgs, 
(hould have bev.n I’o Ihipul as not to dif- 
tinguidi betsveen a fine of purchaic and 
•* a line of penalty } — a fine ol pmclnle, 

•• as in tlic cafe of Sujah ul Dowlah, and 
a tyrannical fine ot penally, as in his 
** own ?’' — Upon the whole, he thouglit 
the fame lines were applicable to the Pii- 
foner, which Lord Coke had cited from 
Virgil upon a foniier occatlon, in wh:ch 
that ddmirable Poet dcfciibts the conduct 
of the Judges in Hell : 

Oxojfus ijorcRbad/tmaftbus hahet dui if'vta Regra : 
'Cafiigiitquiy oudurjuc Dsloi\ Jiibigvjuc frU'n 
Slua qith nfud ftti^eros, fin to latatu> \t,a;iy 

Difuiit in Jt'iam ccvim’Jja ^tacuU 

If their Lordlhips wifhed to fee tli^ 
Condi'6t of thofe Judges ot IlcJl excini 
pldicd, they had oi ly to lOf k for it in tiie 
condufV cf the Prilo.iei at tlie liar. — But 
while Mr. Hallir.:;s was afiiiig in tliis op- 
prcllive manner, was, lie in c-ihcr irfptd^s 
idle? No, by no uicncs ; fir it wou-d 
appear ih rficwis JmlV.y nn ployed in a 
plot which '.Ul deeper \ was i)egocl..iiii{^, 
and had a^ujlly reuived piop /Jals tor 
the fide of the province j and, in aggra^ 
•vation of the gndi ol liich a 
had chofen the very lalk man alinolf in 
cxiftence that he ought to have clmfcn, to 
xonrtmit the charge of the province to ^ 
jbe chofc Al'uph ul Dowlah. who was m 


bankrupt, and in the lall degree of indU 
gence \ who owed already more^o the 
Company ihan^ he was able j and 

who, by the necelfities of ^Ffituation, 
mud have been conff rained to a life of 
rapine. This bankrupt tyrant, llimirlated 
by want, was the man with whom the 
Pi ifoner entered into a treaty to deliver up 
Cheyt Sing. To the pillage of this needy 
tyrant he delivered up a country, which,' 
from its fuperior beauty and ferntity, was 
called the Garden of God. To him he 
agreed to gii'e the power to break into th 
before unpolluted Sanfluary of the Wd 
men, the Seat of Honour of that unfo| 
tuna'e, injured Prince, which the laws < 
the countiy and the ufage of time imme- 
morial had held facred even from the exe- 
cution of thole laws or from the entrance 
of the Migllhaie. Mr. Haftings never 
communicatul to the Rajah, or to any 
oiner perfon, tlie Him with which he 
v/ould he raiibfied, nor the time at which 
it (hould he paivl ; yet when Cheyt Sing 
cfFcred him twenty lacks of iiipees, he 
IV lull'd if, f-'Ving that it came too late*. 
He alfo nfrecled the utmoll refentment 
againll Clieyi Sing for not liaving offered 
him fifty inilaad ct twenty lacks, he hav- 
ing dctei mined in hk own mind not to 
accept a lefs fiiin than the fifty lacks*. 
But if this was his purpofe, why did he ^ 
m.t communicate it to the Rajah ? In- 
Head of doing ib, he kept it a pjofound 
llcrer, as if to entrap that uitoilunafe 
Piincc ; for it appealed from the evidence 
produced even by Mr. Haftings, that not 
even the Reficlent .at Benaits knew the 
film which was demanded, or even that 
any finn whatever had been fpecified. 

To point Qiit the various incgniillencics 
in Mr. Haftings*s account of ihele tranf- 
aCtioii':, were an endlel’s talk; but lliere 
VvMs one which Mr. Buike faid he could 
rot avoid mention mg, vi/. that at one 
time ho poJitively declares that the ^vhole 
of iiiss pioceeding againfi Cheyt Sing was 
O'lly in ieirorctn^ w'hllc at the very fame 
niofm'nt lie put into execution that whiclihe 
f.»id was only intended as a threat. Thus 
it wcuid he found, that no two accounts 
of the Pi’ifoncr's agreed with one aiio|lK'', 
but the one condanily operated as a con- 
tradiilion to the other. 

Mr, Burke then pmceeded to fhew, in 
t)»e cleat ell manner, that fo far from thp’. 
Company Imving any right or claim tq 
the Fort of Bidjegur, they had not even% 
colourable pretence to it ; for the real ‘pro- 
peruy in it lay in Cheyt Sing. Mr. Ha/*- 
tings was fo confeious^ of this, that when 
Inking for pretexts vuder which to Aielter 
« biaifeiT 
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himfelf upon that occafion, he laiJ he the confidence of an wfiifpicious heart, 
found that fome of his picdcceflois had till at laA his fubjefts, aware of the dan-g 
wiflied tt) jgl poffcirion of it j ami ilts up t;er and tieacheiy that furrouiided hiin,l 
the moft microus jiiliification that ever and anxious for lije honour of their So- 1 
i/vas coTifcivcd, namely, the ^^vijh of his vereign, flocked around him, and agaiuft 
prcdccefl'oi s, aS if his opprellive ads could his w.li toiced him into rcfiftance. 
be jiiftifijd by tiieir illegal iutcjuioiis. Having fliewn the cruelty i>f Mr. Haf- 

Mr. BniLe next adverted ro that part of tin^s’s conduct to Cheyt Sing, Mr. Burke 


Mr. Hi.'cings's Defence in wlrch he jufti- 
fied his alTuininff military rink by the lub- 
feqnent afT'mption of it by Lord C«>rn- 
wallis : — this, he contended, was an ag- 
gravation of tlie guilt of the Piiibner, 
Secanfe it was an attempt to olfpr u mif- 
■lief puxbi'“Ld by ibe example of his own 
in iiiltiticaiion of that very n£t. But 
Air. Burke denied the fad ; for Lord 
Cornwallis had united in him the douhL 
offices ot Commander in Chief and Go- 
vernop-General, which was io far from 
being the cafe with Mr. Huftings, tlrat the 
Parliament of England was oblige \ to 
pal's an Ad to c(% fer that united power on 
Lord Cornwallis. He reprobated the par- 
tition of the power of Govei h'm -G eneral 
between Mi. iliftliigs ar.d Mi. Wheeler, 
as uiicriy illegal and inccMilillent. He in- 
filled that Mr. Haliings’'i journey to Be- 
nares cov.ld hr.ve origimted in nothing but 
the mod foul and uiijultifiulilc in o lives 5 
for theie was no ad^f advantage to the 
Company that he Ruld not hci'’e done 
better by remaining in C i: *' .i ; and 
whether lie wilhed to make 0/ to .iolate 
a ticatv, or even to overconv. m) lup- 
ofed leliftaiice of Cheyt Sing's, he might 
ave done it with much inoie elfed by his 
agents ; and there was no fuen taliiman 
in the gicat nr.d mighty peilon of Mi. 
Hallings, but that Msjo; Po} hnni, with 
his army, nngl t ;»s comphtely luve tl- 
fed(d the luhjugation ol C heyt Sing, _as 
that Gentleman with his tew comydi.Ies 
of Seapoys. 

Ml. Bui ke then, In the flrongcfl lan- 


proceeded to prove its impolicy with re- 
fped to the intcicfls of the Company; 
tor Cluyt Sing, in his fl glit, earned 
with him no lef’s than four htmdreti ihou-i* 
fiiiivl pounds, which mult have greatly iin- 
^M)vei i:l;cd the piovince. He left lK*hindl 
him two hundrcvl thoufand pounds in his 
Zenana, in a I’anduary which never 
had, mill, as lie vabiiy fiippolej, nevea 
ccMld be violated. But no landuaiy waji 
r.icicd in Ml. Ilafthigs's eye; for in hi? 
Letter to Major Poph.'ini, he animitedt 
lint ioldicis to plunder it; anci, as if to 
Intw tint he was incapable of keeping 
iutb wiili any one, he diieitfd the Com- 
}iir.y’s Advocate at Calcutta to fuc tlie 
Soldiery foi the plunder wdiicb riiey haii 
taken by his vliieetion. ^‘Calculate then/* 
fiid Mr. Kuike, the profit and lol^ 
“ of this flupendoiis account of tyi-nnnjr* 
«• — pur on one iide tour l.ur.diaJ 
thculand poun-!s carried eff by L'hcyt 
<• S'lig — two liiindied ihoufiml jKMinJs 
l.aviffied in plunder amo. g iJ:.- Sol- 
ti . a^riciiltuie, hws., and com-j 
'* n.ercc of a country, tern up by the 
“ loots — the Briiifh Nation dithonoured, 

“ and all /t^nilicns, human and divihei 
“ trampled under foot ; and on iheot'i.T 
put — wliat ? The gratification v.< Air* 
‘‘ H.iftiiigs's malice fi)i a private ii.fijit 
“ md tu .have been cj'Lrcd to hiiiiielt.— 
So lor^ as rrritlnr.etical nuinbeis flaiid, 
“ ay ioi.g as truth fh'dl have exiltence^ 
** .and juli'cc be the fiill principle of focuir 
“ iii.ion^ Ih long fiKill the ciueity, avarice, 
•* and ex'.ojiion of Warren Hastings 


guage, pain cJ tlie additional inlult tiTeicd d* appear manifcll to the woikH ” 
to (Th yt Sing in hiS felefllon of a peiibn I Mr. Buike next told their Lcrdiiilps, 
as the iubltitnie tor that Piince. He ap- ®ial tficy wire imw to view Mr. Hall rigs 
|)ointed HufTain Sing, who had di^bo- in a nev.^ cli.irH^ftT— tli.it of a Legiflator* 
Jionrcd his family, polluted his Father’s E>ery thing being fwep' away by his ru- 
bed, and was his own inveterate enemy ; inous h.md, the People of the Country 
as if the vindictive fpiiit of the Pi iforci, Line butchered and feme exiled, the 
tinfa»cd by the enornioviy injuries he had Prince and his Family outraged; with- 
|alie.ady offered him, had' uetermined to out one plan, the complete conqueft made 
leiiibiiier luin, to make dcfliu^lion clifho- of a country little Ids, in point of lizc 
Irourtble, difgrace mere infamous, and af- and revenue, than England and Wales ; 
F^i^licn more i^iclive. 4^'^**'* ^cre to fee bow far the 

Ml'* Burke then ihewed, from MlnuteapPi ifoner, who had compared himfelf as a 
of theEvidencci which he read, that fo^conqueror to Alex ander the Gieat, had 
far from Cheyt Sing difclofing any fiiiiftcr imitated the example of that illulirious 
intentions, he had three times put his life oharadcr as a Legiflitor— ‘in which capv 
Ibto tht powtr of tJhe Prifoner^ with all ^ oit/he would be found aAing in dcfian^l 
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Df the laws of hi I Country on the one 
and on tlic otlier giving a loofe to 
petneft unbridleJ arbitrary will, and the 
nolV harlh and ferocious dirpolition, and, 
(landing in a middle capacity between the 
inferior and lupericr, by his infamous 
conduct to both pioclaimed himl'elf at 
□ncc both the Rebel and theTyiant. As 
foon as by thofe illicit means he got pof^ 
Teflion of the country, he proceeded, with- 
out any communication wjrli the Council, 
to difpofe of the country as it it was ac- 
tually Ills own property j confifeated as it 


hundred thotifand a-ycar) stlthough It ap- 
peared, from the evidence of Mr. Mark- 
ham himfelf, that he, in Privy Council 
with his fage Moiinfliee and his fage 
Cleik, having made up the rcvenu|i at the 
utmod they could bring it to, it was only 
three hundred and lixty thoiii'and ; a cir- 
climdance which could not fail to engage 
the attention of their Lordfhips, that an. 
inexperienced Youth of twenty-one, a 
hireling Mounlhee, and a venal Cleik, 
iliould fit as to decide upon the 

revenues of a great country, Mr. Dun- 


fuited the needy cl imours of his avaiice, ^can, too, whofe charafter flood with ho- 
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dlftributed as it pletifed his capiicious in- 
clination, and, as he took, gave away 
without pci jn-.lfion, und by a mafler-ftroke 
ft fmatiual h) pocufy Toiinded a Gentoo 
Ithaiity, to pray, not for the Country, 
Hot for the Gov-ernment of Kr.gLiiid, not 
for the Company, hut — for tlie piofpe- 
rity of Warren Hastings, Esq^ 

When he had thus difpatched the pro- 
perty ot the country, he thought then of 
a perfon to govern under his own arbi- 
trary will, and nominated to fucceed the 
Rajah in hi^oflice Durbidgcc Sing, a boy 
•f nineteen yc«iis of age, who, he him- 
lelt confefle.*, had neither right to the of^ 
£ce nor ability to fill it ; but to cnabTe 
him to dii'chaige th.e duly of it, choofis 
for his guardian the Boy's Patlur, a man 
acknowledged incapacity. 'I'o cniuie 
I himfelf the dominion cvjr thoftf nomi- 
nal Governors, he appointed as l,-^ (fider.l 
Mr. Markham, a Geinlcmau poullTcd of 
■be very ftrong recommend afci) qualnlca- 
l^oiis of tvvcnty-one years of age and five 
months of t cptiience. When lie men- 
tioned this G'eirlein.m’s name in that 
manner, he wifiied thcli Loicifiiips to un- 
iderflaiid, that no? to lv!n'», but to Mr. 
ftiattings who appointed liim, weie juftly 
to be attiibutcd the misfortunes that en- 
fued to that Country and the Company 
from his incapacity j for when any inai 
was burthened beyond his flrength, Iw 
was no longer aniwerable foi his cxeitions 
For tills Gentleman’s lerviccs, however,” 
and to fupport his dignity, Mr. Haflings 
allowed tile mofl extravagant einoiunicntd, 
not kfs than fixty thoiifand a-year autho- 
lized nhowance, befiJes wlmt their Lord- 
ihips' knowledge of tlie lyflem of pecu- 
lation in that cooniry might luppofe him 
to have picked up. 

In this, as in every other tranTa6lion of 




Hour on their Lord/hips’ rccordsy has itc- 
clared, that the whole revenues of the 
count! y, take them how they would, 
could not be made to exceed three hundieci 
and forty llioufuid pounds ; in addition 
to which, if their Lordfliips would look 
back into the icvcnucs ot any number of 
yeais, in the mofl profperous times, the 
country was never known to produc-.' any 
thing near four bundled luoular.d pounds. 
As a proof that Mr. llafliiTgs was con- 
fcious of the enomiiiy of this exi6fion, 
he agreed to give Lr ihe buurc a remifiion 
to the Rajah, but granted that remiifioii 
only on the terms tliat the full finn (hould 
be paid up to the time at which it wes 
granted, and thus one :.»l\ ackr.ow- 
Jedged the enoimit* of the exaitien, 
and enforced the execution of it : and 
not one of thclb ciicumflanccs did he lay 
before the Council. 

Ml. Buike f.ild it was a principle, the 
iinivtrlal promulgation of which might be 
of f«;rvlce to inAnklnd, that that man 
whom his unlucky fate condemns to the 
cxLicife of aibiliaiy p!)wer, is as ccitaiuJy 
condemned to perpetual ignoiance and 
klir.dncfs. The fiaves who fli ne his fa- 
vour will not fet him right, and the honeft 
men wlio do not, daie not. Thus i^ 
happened with Mr. Haflings — his lapid 
dclccnt in wicked ntTs deprived him of his 
imclle£fs and fight, v/hile none weye 1*6 
hardy as to dare to impede his progrefs.' 

Under this blindnels and fatuity he en- 
tirely deflroyed the countiy, fo that while 
he exa£\cti the hcavieft revenue from it 
that ever was known, he reiideied it ut- 
terly unproduflive even of lupport for its 
inhabitants j and confidering it as his, 
own private property, received complaint 
agalnlt Durbidgee Sing as againfl a private] 
lleward, and piocceded in a rtioic fum- 


Mr. Haflings, Corruption reared its headSinaiy way againfl the Une than he could 


w ^ 


and flared them in the face. From this 
Durbidg^ Sing, Mr. Maikham, by which 
he wou/d be underflood to mean Mr. 

^ revenue of four 


againfl the other, and never communi- 
tated to the Council a Angle tittle either 
of the complaints or of the confequefft 
proceedings, till the ruin of that dphappj 
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tnan was cffe£tc(f, although he had full turned to Europe, an^the leign oF hit 
•five moiuhs during which to make fuch Viceroy ended.” 
communication. He then called iipt>n the Mr. Burke faid, that in order to fuper- 
Boaid to confirm all the violent a^ts of fcde all necefliiy ol obfervation, he would 
himleir aad Mr. Markham ; faid he was read fiom Mr. Haltings’s own dctailt 
perfonally hint at the difcredii done to his what would be fiifficient to condemn lilni. 
appointment ; and delired tliem to concur He then read to tlic following 
in the punifhment of the Kijah, when in That in April 1/84, the Prifoner faid, 
ftii6l jullice it was hinifclf who nierited that ill palfing ihiough Benares he was 
^lio puuilhment. At the fame he followed by the clamours of tin difeonfo- 
denounced, that if every rupee of the late inhabitanrs ; that from Buxar to the 
exaflion was not paid, the lire of Dur- oppofue bdundarics of the counii7, the 
bidgec Sing Humid anfwei for it. whole was nearly depopulated, and nothing 

Mr. Hallmgs having thus annilulated appeared hu; luin and devaftarion. This 
all law, and the People having no fixed 1 as the defciiption h-' gave of that very 
point to which to re:ort for piotefliun, < ninliy in 1784, which but a /Iiort time 
had nothing lift but prayer and pecit'.on : 1 ^loie ht hlinldf Iiad defciibed as & place 

this they had rccourl;' to— many petitions lat Humanity miift lhf;d lea^s of joy tO| 
were fcni in ag iinll Mr. Maikham ; but e,iUi«.k let with villages teen^ingwith thd 

Mr. Hidings^ received the petitions of rodndions of naluieand agricuiruic, anti 

Mr. Maikliim againil them, and fup- 1® rulriv ircd that the folJiei t. vicrc obliged 
piefi'ed tiiufe pi-uiums which were fent to mau-li in li!e to avoid dellroying the 
agai.id thu (i!.riile.n''n. Uiu’cr colour fiultsof the eauli, which, had they walked 
of the ligoious exa£lion of Mi. Mukliam in '-ank, they iruft have done, 
of that enormous revenue, the coH' il’.on In coufirinaiion of this (aft, Mr. Burke 
of which, if a could have been colLikd diie.!:Ud ihe'r LordHiips’ attention to a 
at all, w'as prevented by bJs inteilucuce, fiaufuShcn vvhi^.h ha'I lincc taken place: 
•Durhiilgec Sing was plmKcd into thediin- Loid Co.nwallis had lent up Mr. Jona- 
geon rf Chunar, I'ebrited" for its hoirors, than Duncan to fee the country j and, to. 

and his life w is threatened If he did not Ihew how deep the wounds of arbitrary 

piy; but theie bei<.g, no proof of his p.:wcr:u»', imd how (lowly, ifevei, they 

|k.‘;:i'g collehed, luit. on the contrary, rect ver, Mi. Duncan rcj>oilcd, that not 

Itiopg proofs that li cunhl not ht coliccl^.d «'< *1. vi lomt didii!:]s vvcit j/i a Hate of 
at air, and tint he w;'s pu'^xuitd foi that cu'tiv.itiiUi, ai.vl lint in ihe lefi i*. was one 

whirls the Pi f-n^r knew Ind isocxirtencc, c.ritmunl wade as far as the eye could 

appiiciiion vvis made (o M:. H.dKiUS f.i »eacli j uocl ili.i:, upon enquiry, be found 
his K'lLaCej but the Tvi.'int proreedea to tlK'.t the wlioie was owing to ihc milma- 
Europe without relfaling h.ir., and he d.^d ii.*g*.incni of I'onnci Governors, and that 

ill jail nfrtr iiis <lep"ituro fiv .n fwo.a. ilic da*c of the luin w-as to be fixed from 

Aftci hij dcrish, upon an cxaminr.iion in'", cyu'diliun of Cheyt Sing, 
of his afi'airs, and a fiaich of his houh, Dh ! ’ l?id Mr. Burke, « what tii** 

it appeared that the unliappv man died 3 uinph for a Biitiili Governor, who on 
bankrupt. “ In the name of thit i:n- tlit b\iJi7.y wings of peace and benefi- 
“ happy Viflim,” laid Mi. Bmkc, “who “ cento faouid carry mcicy, bleffirg, and^ 
“was condemned and futfcird without *• gl uloa's in his fr:Mn,,to he ouifucd by! 
** being heard, and in ibe name of liis “ tho clamours and cxcciatior.s i.f STn 
affliiled Family, v/ho were loft to dc- “ jured pecqjJo, or to create a folitude 
“ plorc his untimely death, 1 conjure “ around him wherever he went; the un- 
“ your Lortllhips to do fevere juftice upon “ happy vi£lims flying from hiin as from 
“ the Cilmin il at your Bar.-— Thus was “ a peUilence ; giving up their all, their 
“ a I’econd Rajah of Benares cut off. — “ induftry, and tlieii homes, and facing 

Fioin that period the revenues of the famine and exile, lailier than fice the 
“ coamry weie managed euiirel) by Mr. “ Tyiant wbo had ovcrfpicad ihcir coun« 
“ Maikham, under the ortenfibie name of try with ruin f V' 

“ a Nowivc Colleilor, till Mr. Huttings rc- 

Mr. 

* See a complete anfwer to this and the preceding attertions in Note to p. 136. 
f This pait of Mr. Burke’s Speech was delivered on Junz 3 ; in the following flUiDg 0! 
the Court, on June 5, after they liad rctuiucd to the UpperChamber of P;.rliaineiit, Lo(d 
HaiQwiCke prefented the following Petition from Mr. Huttings to the Ixirds: 

“ That it is with the greateft reluflance and concern that your Petitioner feels hrmfe]^ 
obliged once mote to addrefs your Lordihips on the fubje^ o£ his long- depending Trial. 
pAJirVIb S 
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Mr. Binke rdu!,ontTielafli!iy[ iune 

ht‘ h.ui hccr, obliged l«» coucinJe nnI.piv* the 
prol'j'fiiiy and the jjiiieiice concl;!dtii too j 
where a great comitjy was laid wafle, its 
agiicuUuic and conimei te dcili oyf'd, and 
its lawKtl Soveic'lgn dirpofcd md baniflRMl, 
Xlroir Lot ddilps were now to jnocetd fn-n» 
tliat del'oluted country to ar»( tljer, and to 
travel fiom delblatiofi to dcrolaiion, be- 
caiife they wtie to walk in the iteps of 
Waiitn Haliin^^js, J5ul before their 1 a id- 
fllips proceeded to the conluleiation of 
wh.n he had to offer, he would call to 
their iccollciHon one giand principle, 
that a man w'.as not innoxious tr.ciely beJ 
caufe he was infigniricant \ for manlfohl 

f xpei 'ence had ftiewn, that mtn bred irl 
Ijt moll mean ^ and wicked habit*, whetm 
laced in unfiiliabie power, do inoie iidfJ 
chief than the woill tyrants bom imdeJ 
canopies of ftate and Iwsddlcd in cloth of 
puiple. ThePiifoner at the ]5ar amply 
verified this rental k ; for ii t!ie gfcat ty- 
rants of tJtc Bail, to whom the CounkI 
had thought propei to oppofe ills chara^lcr, 
had railed a pyrnntid ot ninety thoiilaiid 
heads by the iplendi I havock of tite Sword, 
|khc Pnl'oncr had i ailed his pyramid by the 
pieancr and mere inevitably dclliuilive 
'havock of Famine. 

Having endcavouicd to imprefs this 
principle upon their L^ndfitljs' iccollec- 
tion, his next duly was to lead their at- 
tention to the condti^ of tiie Piiluner in 
the pi’ovince of Ondc, a country Ivudly 
infeiior in fize to England j wlucii condutl 


the Connfel of the Pnfoncr had endea^ . 
voined to palliate by the moft grols and 
unfounded (lii\dcis up4>n the pedigiee of 
till" reigning Prince ot that country, and, 
t'king b)i their authority ihJit coniemp- 
tiblc pjodii^ion, ** Dow’s Hitloiy of In- 
dtiftaii,'’ which few read, but almoft all 
who lead dn’pifed, had endeavoured to 
ihi.Av .1 Hill tiiion that great family by / 
faying that he was the fen of a pedlar. " ' 

Siijah Dowlah, he 1 id, it would appear 
fiom Tvli. Vcif Ill’s Account of India, was, 
though hai'glny nnti feioclous in his na- 
luie, at oiue magnificent in his expences 
and reccnomlcal in his Ifaie affairs. He 
made an annual laving from his levcnues 
without ftrainlng them, and of courfe had 
the confidence (d his people, though a ty- 
rant. But the Prifoner had treated his 
offspring with indignity below feivdiiy, 
anvl raked up the alhes of the dead to 
vihly tliai Piince, though he was not 
ntliamed to take and put in his pocket 
imir.cnle I'uins of !iis monby. But whe- 
tiui ihe acc^'iint given to their Lord ‘hips 
of lint fannly by ihe Dows, the Hif- 
tings'*, .ai.d that infamous clan of flan- 
deieis, wris tine or not, could have no 
weight in tiieir Lorddvps' detei ml nation ; 
for Mr. Hallliigs, at all events, found him 
a fovertign exeicifing aiithonty hy ihe^ 
content of h:s pec;plc, wlih a revenue equal 
to that of F.npland, an army of i?o ooo 
m'^r,ancla fplendiJcomt, and had norit',ht 
to ^ro back into his pedigj te, in order to hnJ 
defends to cover lus own enormiiics. 


Ycur Petitioner begs leave to hy before your Lc'dlhips his \vi U- founded apprchenfions 
excited by the manner in wh.ch thcGencid ly cn lb( p.nt cl t f lanagtis la row tvi- 
t-denilyccndiuJfcd, th.it fuch Reply is meant to he cxttndtd htwru iI- c piobable limits ol the 
Fp refer t it flion cf Parhaincnt. 

*< Ycur Petiticiitr hopes he may be allcwcd to fr.rg to ycui Lc idfliips’ rccclledllon, that 
the Reply was, at the mltar.ce ot the IVlunagc’^G, adjeurned ovef- ironi the Ldl year, under 

I theaffuranceof an ace? It rated and early term.nation eff .t j j.nd lh:.l the wliole oi the prefent 
SelTion, except a fm. ill .nurruplionoccifioncdby the t::..riimaricp ol the Maiquis Ccrnwallis, 
^has been employed by the licnourable Mnray,.i>, nciwitiiiland.ng th^t ycur Pet tsoner has, 
for the purpofe of difp.itch, In addiuen to the m.dt* loi .i i'lnidar puipofc in the Lit 

^ year, waved his right to obLrve, by lus Coui.fel, on the new cv.deucc adduced in Reply. 

** Vour Petitioner be^s kuve ag.i.n lo fugt^cil to your Lord Hups the unexampled duration 
of his Trial} the indefinite period towlhco ii ui..y be {Lll turihci protraclcd j and the ex- 
treme vexation ard injuiy to which hv wi.ul.' he f.ibjtcfcd, if the intention on the jiait of 
his profecutors Hiould be luffeied to Juve ctfeeT. 

“ He implores, t’.uidbie, of your l-oidfiiips humanltv ard juftice, that fveh moafiircs 
may be adopted on the p^iri of your Lorc'lli.us as may :.ffi ie to your I’ctitionei the fpetdy 
ternlination c»f this pairlul and urq\aj.dUltd proceedii g •, .ird further, d need flioult. he, that 
your I/ 3 rdOiips wul gr ic.oufly ccndclcerd, in fac'i a manner as to ilic wifdom and dignity of 
your Lore thip« may feem meet, to bt eome fa tois to bis goi dncfs in hiS behalf, 

that the prefcJOC Sefiions of r.nhamcnt may be perm tied to continue till the Reply on tlin 
part of the Honourable Managers for she Houfc of Commons Ih.iJl be fully and finalljf 
iWoled. 

(Signed) « WARkEN HASTINGS. 

«* WeftlTiboftcr Ha!!, Junb 5, 1794 ” 

an anfwcr to th-s ctjually uiJk and ilhbiral Infiruaiii n againll Mr, Kaffmg** origin, 
•Bd which Was reptated on a lubfequcm day, in the Note- oaec ia.-» 
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In 1775 Sijja^h 111 Dow] tr. dlei^, leaving 
ene lawful ch.ild, Afoph lil Dowluli, and 
eighiy by bi^ concnbiiub, all of wh^'in, by 
the ciiltoms ot the Maliomei.in C'MittF, 
hid and pnvilegi*s piculi'irto them- 

felvi'S, and even pietfiilioiii to th liivTcf- 
(iun. Wiih this Pi ince a Treaiy had been 
made, wliich h.iwtvei* give no power of 
inteiference with tlie inteihn- of the coun- 
try; but Mr. Hilling', fet up .is his de- 
fence, that by this Tieaiy t!i ; N ibob was 
reduced to nn il ueof valfilige ^ and 

while he adnu-ted on the one n ind the tloii- 
ri/hlng date of Onde at the time of this 
Treaty, on iheoinei h; .ivows iia fo,.d/uln 
dining his adininiltiaiion ; bat he fays it 
was occafioned by a bail fylVcsn of Go- 
vernment cftibliOu'd there. Bdoie he 
would remark upon liiis ti anl'iLlion, he 
would l.iy itdv>wn as a pnncip'e, th.it ineie 
fydems never rendeieil a people li i py or 
unhappy, but as they give wulsed men 
room to :icl. II id the iylle..i i.oA'ever 
been nevj'r fi p inicio.is, was it nor the 
duty of Mr. llillir.gs to coiieil it by his 
Adminitb ation ? Bni l*y faying li * 
arted III conlonniiv i nivro, lie av.ivvel 
himlelf the i-iftrii.mit ct rh»t v''‘“ainmis 
fydem ; and it appe ued by iVb . H m .g'*s 
evideiu e (which ivli . Km kt • c id), th a by 
. good fiiih the e v la not a numn 111 In iia 
but nng'u have bc.n won over to Kngiuid, 
and yef^ilniin f^'ol tiny .lii abhoned the 
c mneclum. 'riiis d:fgrace upon ihe Bn- 
tilh nair-c, .-.nd lhi=; ablmircnce of its ler- 
vani‘':, look nle ordy in the Ad.nindlra- 
tion of M . Hillings, wdio tlirew the 
wnole f oil Ui y into a M.dquerad-^, who 
irvelle i S. ires with .iiuhority, and ijiiivd 
Governoib in:o bl.ives. 

Ml . }>mke then adverted to thu p^itof 
thePiili nei’s Delencc, in which he tinted 
thu the icuon why lie did nai oppofe t.hat 
con upt J'yiirm in the conriuutioii of Oiuie, 
was, that iheie was a niaj iniy in Council 
againll him ; and to IliengUien his de- 
fence, had thrown afpei linns on the ch^- 
rarttr of General Clavning, Colonel 
Monfon, ami Mr. Francis, iTiwii whom. 
Contemplating their conduft in India, 
he mull refpefl, whether living or dead, 
and wliole late, wlicii coinp.i.ed vidtli that 
of this Piifoner, Icrved to remind him of 
an obfeivaiion by no !ne.ans new, that let 
a man be ever fo coriupt and wc.ilLhy, he 
has holls of friends ; but let him llem the 
torrent of conuption, and a tboufaiid 
mouths are opened againft him. But Mr, 
Borke infiftt'd, that whediti Mr. Haltings 
h^d a inajoiity in the Council or not, he 
was bound to propofe meafuics to counter- 
adl (hat fyltem 5 aud even though he knew 


his proportions wovi!d*bc negatived, at 
ItMll to record his difapprobiiion of it. 
But taking the Prifoner's obj«-6\if>ti to thole 
gentlemen (v.z. Clavering, Monfon, and 
Francis), and I'lipp ifir.g inem to hive lieen 
ns wicked as he lai.l, their power lallcd but 
fora very fliort time, afiersvhich hew.is left 
in fiillpower over tile Councils of the conn- 
tiy, and in full polTenion of the g ivern- 
ment of OuJe. Being thus inveftcvl with 
unlimited power, and finding the Nabob,’ 
as he would reprefent him, a v.ifiM to the 
Cjinpany, he determined to niake him a 
valial to hiiTiUir,’and to tint end annihilated 
the whole Pei fian Coirefpon lence of Oude 
(which, iheii Lordfiiips knew, mull com* 
pr.ze the whole Coi lel'pondence, as the 
Pci fun is the oidy language in which rlidf 
biifmefsot all E illei u courts ii, iranfailed)^ 
fecreted and kept it in ajnivale cabinet, 
and never co nminvcated it lyy the Cuiiiicil 
fiom 17S1 to 1755. Dot as nothing 
Ipoke fo fir mgly ag Mnd a man as his ow;n 
evidence, fo noili ngcnild ellabllHi a faft 
fo lliongly as a recoid ; and in older to 
coni-.iin his alVcitlon lelitivc the fup- 
pi till m oi ih.. C'>i u fpondi nee, Mi* Burke 
laid he would letd hoin the Company's 
Recouts 1 fiaiemcni of the fift as it: really 
li *od. (HciC Mi. Bui ke read iVoni tile 
M nuics ol CoLi iril, a llatement of the 
Pcifun Fi ar.fl'itor, that for four years he 
loiifiJ no Pcifian docum^oit wh'+tfoever 
till :ilt»rrhe drp inure of Mr. Hallings, 
v'.'ien hi* found feme in a mutilated Hate in 
the Hunk olCapt.J *hn Scoti.] 

Tims, vw’hen the Council, emancipated 
from the tyranny ot iMr. Hafling', diicd 
to ihiuk for llicinfclv’ci , ami iocil! t'oi the 
Kcc«)i;is, out they came fro ii the Pan- 
dora's Box, that abyfs of flcrets, Capi.| 
John S»:oIl’s tiunk, nmrilatid and gar- 
bled ; .and llms tlieredouhLahlc Governor 
of India, with the affiilaiice of that inir:u 
culoiis Cabinet, that Aiadin's vvondi-i ful 
lamp, kept the govsTnment of Oude in his 
hands, made a tool c»f the Nabob, bliiulcd 
ih'f Council, and dellroycd not only that 
counTy, but the intcrells of Great Bi Itain. 
'This, Ml*. Burke infilled, was a pofuive 
awl of rebellion againlt liie laws of h:s 
country, while the concealment of the 
records was not only a fubilaiuiHi ci iuie 
in itfelf, but a pomive proof of other 
crimes. 

Having thus rendered the Connell anil 
the Nabob fubfervient to his purpofes, he’ 
determined to proceed further j and to 
follow ins' fyllem of rebellion, denied the 
right of the Company to the appointment 
of their own ofHceis ; and, in defianc-.,ot 
3 poCtivc order of the Court of Pire^lors, 

^ % appointioj^ 
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oppointing Mr. Brldow Refidcnt at Luck- “ pociis, the Trunk of Captain John' 
now, he recalled^hat Gentleman froft\ that •• Scott, that miraculous Trunk which 
oiftcc, and feni in his place Middleiun and produced all the cffcih of AladitC^ 
Johnlcn» two inftiuments of his own \ ‘‘ wonderful lamp.** • 

t»nd, not content wiih this pofitlve dif- The N'^bob, at laft reduced to the ut- 
obedience, boafted of it, and faid that he moft ex rcmity, applied to the Piifoner to 
refifted Briftow only becaufc the Couit of be relieved trom tlut hand of Biiillh ofii- 
Dire^lors appointed h.iri ; and as he pro- cers by whom he was furrounded and 
mulgated that declaration to the Nibob, opprtiltd; among thofe was to be fuund^ 
•and to all the Powers of that country, had a name ever mtinoranle in India, viz. 
certainly fo f r done all he coi.M to expoi'e Colonel Hannay, who had been lecom- 
the nakedneA* and imbecility of the Par- mended to Mr. Haftings by Sir hlijah 
iiament of Great Biilain, and the Com- impey, and tinned out a worthy fiuic of 
pany, which a^td undtr its authority, iucbaftock. — This man had the eommand 
[Mr. Biirkc here read a loiter to that effefl of two i egunents of the Cc mpany's troops 
fiom file defendant to the Nabob of in the piovince cf Oude, exeiciied 
Oudf.] But afttrwards, when it fuiicd alfo the office of a Faj nier- General 
his owui piirj'iore, and when the Company of the Revenue, and was enabled by the 
had ccifed to ii'commend Mr. Bndow, he power he pun'eiP:d, of Commander in 
appointed tlvit Gentleman himiclK Chief, to enforce his exa£fions as Farmer 

Mr. Buike read private letters from Geneinl; and in indances wlure the un- 
Govind Ram to the Vizier, and fioin the fortunate inhabitants lefui'ed payment, he 
Vizier to Govind Ram, for tlie purjiore of confined them in open air in cages, and 
developing the vaiious machinations of exe> cited on them the mod unheard-of 
Mr. Haftings in Oude with the view of fever ides. To Inch a degree were they at 
thwarting the intentions t-f the Court of I?d reduced, that they were obliged to fell 
Direftors, and at the fame time to fereen their children in order to pay his arbitrary^ 
lii$ epndudf from their knowledge. It exa6^ions. The evidence upon this fub- 
appealed that the letter containing a re- ji6f, Mr. Burke faid, demanded their 
n from the Nabob, w..s firil wiit- Lordihips* mod pofnive credence, when 
ten by Mr. Hading?, and fent up to the they recolleffed that it was exiiafled from*| 
Nabob, in oider to be wii.ten again, and the wMineiTes like drops of blood, and was 
fent as his own.# To fuch a length was proved by the Pnfonti*s own evidence, 
this canied by Mr. Haftings, and there Ttiis piodiiced a general rtbellioii 5 the 
appeared inch manifeft coi»iiadi«!:fionb be- forts, and all the dungeons, were filled 
tween his public dccliu’anons and his pri- with pilfoncis 5 the pccple role at the call 
vate inftiudt. 0115 , that ilia Vizici, by the of Nature, and each, as he ftood affeiled, 
Nabob’s 01 dci, VN lote to the Prifoiici, and demanded his parent, his bi other, or his 
bt'gged him to ftate really what v/cre his child } and, as an earneft cf the clemency 
irurtions, for among fuch innmncrabie they wtie to cxpifl, Colonel Ha^nnay cut 
inconfiftencits he could not difeover iliem. off the heads of tightten of the principal 
— Heie,” faid Mi. Burke, “ heie, my inhabitants, and tliiew them over the krt- 
Lords, isa difeovery of a new and extra- tlrmenis ; and of this tianfa^’tion no ac- 
ordinsiy kind — here, my Lords, the count, no ixfponfibility was to be found 
“ creoked machineiycfthi- gieat and Im- but the will of that gloomy murderer, 
portant natuie, in which the M.i :ager, I At length the N.ibob, i-ouled from the 
mem Mr- Haftings, had fo long dazzled ft-te of debafement into which the tyranny 
** the eyes of the world with the .plcndor of Mi. Haftings had funk Ins mind, de- 
of his printomimical deceptions — here manded the itcall of Colonel Hannjiy, 

“ the flying of w'itches, the finking of whkh was with much difficulty complied 
ghorts, tf.e irap-doors, and itiv Harle- with, 

•* quinadts — heie all the ftruttmg of the Here Mr*. Burke read a letter from the 
** Signors and the fwcet blam iftimcnts of Vizier, cx^-reflive of the utrr.oft humility, 
the Signoras, and the great Mafter of in which he (wears, by the Holy Propliet, 
“the machinery himfeU, wcie all, all that was Hannay to come again into Oude, 
-•‘opened and expofed to view in that he would fly the country. 

“ Cabinet of flight of hand and hocus Mr. Burke laid,that on the laft day* 


♦ Jane 5. On the opening of the Court this day (Junk 7) he Jregan by complaining 
I In very ilrbng terms bo:li of the Court and Mr. Haftings 5 of the latter, for writing a molt 
- audacious l^bol, under the Dame of a Feiiiica (alluding to that prelented by Lord Hard- 

wicke. 
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‘ had proved that Mr. Haftlngs had beeni 
guilty of premeditated Rebel iioii againllthel 
A£ls of the Parliament of Great Britain,? 
and agajnft the A6l8 of his Mafters, ihtt 
Court of Directors. He had alfo piovetl 
his vengeance againft ihofe Officeis* of thj 
Company who retiifed obedience to him^ 
ai d only reded tlicir rights upon the 
r Company. He had pioved the abfoluie 
valTalagcof the Nabol) loilie Prifoner, and 
his being made by him the weak indru* 
ment of his own ruin, ard of the ruin of 
his augud Faindy ; he was now, hefaid, 
to call the attention of their Lordfliips to 
the treatment of their Prince, in which 
cruelty and updart tyranny was cariied to 
a refiiiemen* unexampled in the ingenuity 
of man. The Piifoi.er, not fatisded with 
the injuries he h.id heaped upon the un- 
happy Prince, bi ought him, who had no 
will of his own, down to Chunar, under 
pretence oi I'ettiing all mifunderdandings, 
and itconciiing the Britifh intereif with 
that of the Nabob t accordingly the Na- 
bob came down. 

Mr. Hadings having brought this nii- 
ferable vi6lim down to Chunar, prevailed 
upon him to fign a certain Tieaty, under 
the pretence that the dipiilations which im- 
mediately affefted the inttrcft of the Na- 
bob were not to be executed, but were to 
be in lieu, as it weie, of thofe conditions 
wiiich were favourable to the Nabob. — 
The firft Article of the Tieaty that 
Mr. Hadings was to ordci away the rab- 
ble of Biiiilli Pcniioiiers and Officers, par- 
ticularly the new Brigade, who all together 
condituted a weight that nearly funk the 
Nabob, and exhauded his Revenues; 
while on tlie other hand, tlie Nabob under- 
took toiefume thofe Jaghiies which had 
been granted by former Nabobs, either to 
the Royal Family for fuppoit, or to their 
Subjects for fervices, and which weie con- 
iideied as fixed and perniaiicnt property : 
thefe were tube lefumed, and made a new 
fource of peculation for Mr. Hadings. In 
order to fhew that the Pi ifoner, from the be- 
ginning, had no in ten lion of performing ei- 
ther pare of this Treaty, Mr. Burke read 
a Letter of Mr. Middleton, in which he 
fays that the Nabob was ready to conform 
to whatever Mr. Hadingsniight preferibe, 
and that he (Middleton) was ready to take 
his fliare of the odium of the Prilbner's 
non-performance of that agreement. But 
^what (hewed that the Defendant was utterly 


regard kfs of the appearance even of de- 
cency, on the very day on which the Ti cdly 
was figned he recommended new Penfioh- 
ers to the Nabob. [Page in the print^ 
Minutes 938.] 

I'heir J-ordffiips were then to obfenre 
how far Mr. Hidings adhered to his pa- 
vate piomife to the Nabob, on the drengfh 
of which that Prince had been induced to 
fign the Treaty of Chunar. Mr. Hadinga 
had come* down from Benares, frudrated 
in his intention to get 500,000!. which ht 
hadpromifed himlelf by his journey theib 1 
but leelng the Country ravaged, and no« 
thing but difgraceand folitiide about him, 
and afiaid, <>Uer the ruin he had inade,to^ 
return without fome plunder, he revolved in 
his mind a vad variety of dratagems, and 
at length hit upon this happy expedient of 
plundering the principal people of Oiide of 
tlieir piopiriy, under the name of a re- 
fumption of the Jaghires. But aware that 
the Nabob, from common julfice, as we8 
as from the natural feelings of a man to hii 
own family, inuft feel a lepugnance to carry 
fuch a plan into execution, he perfidioudy 
promiied him that thofe dipulations (hould 
not be enforced, which promife he never* 
theiefs broke as Toon as the Treaty was 
figned, by wreding the Jaghires from their 
lawful owners. 

Mr. Burke defined the nature of that 
A>eciesof propsity called Jaghires, andaf* 
fimilated uiem to the feudal polTeffiunt io 
Europe; and (aid, ilm Jacobi nilin never 
druck a more ual blow againd pro- 
pel ty tlian their Lordfiiips would do, if, by 
approving of this meilure, they fandUoned 
the idea of aibitrary confifeations for the 
purpofe of Cl eating revenue. For hit 
pan, viewing it in the light of judice to the, 
individiiil, or policy in the State, his 
prayer refpefling property Ihould ever be, 
EJio perpetua, 

Mr. Burke then proceeded to flicw, that 
when this part of the Treaty came to be 
can led into execution, the Nabob (hewed 
the mod acute repentance for having been 
trepanned into figning the Treaty. He not 
only expreiTed i’clu£lance, butabfoJutely fell 
at the feet of Middleton, conjuring and en- 
treating him to rpaie him the horror of turn- 
ing all the diffei'ent branches of his family, 
who had been provided for by thofe Jaghirek 
deditute upon the world ; and filling a8 | 
his efforts to melt the obdurate heart of- ' 
Middleton ineffectual, and fearing that a j 


eke, and inferted in p. 129) ; and of the former, for having recorded it in their Journals. 
V^hat ihe Houfe of.Coinmons would do, in confequence -of this infult, he could not tell| 
as he had not had an opportunity of confulting the Houfs upon it ^ he (houid there* 
fore proceed as if do fuch Libel had been writceD. 

RebcUioa 
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^Mlion jnrouldit the conrequetice of the 
iidlgnation Uis people igch ti catmenty 
l^fwnt his family away, and jpetiiioneii Mr. 
Xlattiiigs to relax from his.urjvi(i rciblution ; 
nut in vain — in vain he hej>fetl, piaved, 
.liOeJUhled,. and put in pratr-ce eveiy delay 
'-iHtheiviexorableM'ridlcton ulurpcJ openly 
Jl{)e Governmeiu of the Nabob, and with 
^1 theharfh hauteur of a lyianrous Con- 
^^ueivor, declared that he would ilTuc Pur- 
V^nnas to compel ihe cxciytjou of the 
!i‘j:«ary. Here Mr. Buike that he 

.•would lead H.wthjgr-’s and Midcilc:cn> 
aOwh ac.count ot liic btdiiie*?, and then leav^ 
pt to tluir Ljoidfltips, wiuvher the hi^beft 
mtch of crinuiulicn they had cvei wiinel* 
p^d ( ouid equal fuch a ucfauouB tvcwal j;s 
^bofc Leiiers contained. - 

Hcie he read M' . Middleton’s Letter of 
.Driem her 1721, page Sep in tne Minutes, 
in which he Itaies that tlie Nabob's finances 
Vei e fo bad« that he was not able to pay his 

g roops 5 tha‘ the rtlumption of the J;.g- 
reswas obvicufly agamif his inclination, 
for that a iVuled melancholy had taken 
tMlTclTion of him, lb as to endanger his 
leidth, and that therefore he (MKluleto**) 
folbi^iidid die execution until he knew Mr. 
liailings’s piraime. 

, .Heye, fuiu Mr. Bnike, your Lordlhips 
iJiay perceive the confl’dt lutA-cevi the na- 
i;eli) gs of liuinanity aru. :he ahjeCl 
tiabits ot a tlavc} but Mi . Ka.lni^s Hu >d 
I'ypciior to Inch keling*, and lent a bo .y 
troops 10 ei.fo: ce ii<e immediate execu- 
tion of this Ti^at). it oiud be a crmli< 
fjerabie aggravation of an injuri , to receive 
ft from a let of obfeme ptopie, co.ming, 
like the ‘JSngliib, from an unkiiDwn 
Cvuntiy — it wak a bitter, biticr diviight 
(0 an) having the feelings ot nun. Up. 
|ifdhon, he (aid, was good no wheic, but 
i^rtti^inly was lUOie loieiable tioin Chufc to 
Whom (lie cppi jifld W't^ic accuilunied to 
Imwv. [Le^teit> ot Mr. Middleton of the 
>rh and yih of Deceinher 1781, vi-eiv then 
read, by which it appeared tnai he (Mid- 
dleton) had ordered ihe r^lfn y Pui w an- 
|ia>, but bcftii^ they coutf^ be illued, re- 
ceived ametf^g" from theNdxib, itqnclf- 
ing the dtby only of a few liouia, ami that 
theihii’g Qtuuhl be done in Ins own ramc; 
but Ml . Middleton reiiu^vl, and ifiucd 
Futwannas himleU.'l 

■ “’Hfitf,” excl.tnned Mr, BuiLc, with 
»'^ks of cim non, “ w.^s .»n ad of 
and ulvr.ganon unsx.i!npicd in 
\ ! Lave \oiir.Lcrd;hips cvei found 
•‘Jn ihe apnal*. of 01 ilie h»iluj»ts 
<*^t^:b'puhir tumult in dtp. fmg Priiice:-, any 
fo rquai ihi^ ? a Mbnarih dtpoid by 
• h^^ca:nde<l+;klne 8 ,M*f 4 mpltd undei loot 


“ by the Haves who before ahjc£lly crouched ^ 
at his feel, and the means of whofecxill- 
** eiice were drawn from his bounty, and 
“ hi in feJ f re mlcred , by or. e llagi tiou s llroke, 
“ ^he greatelf Have and the pooreH nun iq 
•* liis own dominions. All men pcHfelTcd 
** of the principles of common hor.eity, 
** nuift be loiiied to indignation at 1‘uch a 
jcciral, but your Lojdlhips, more fub- 
limed to hiiiioui, mud run befoiemeija 
{•* niy fecilngson thisiiaiila^lion.” 

I The coiiHicaiion thus executed, the 
whole was handed over to Middleton, who 
aga^n, on his parr, handed it over to the 
iifuiers oflptn.ncs, and thus a body of 
foreign ui'iiieis weic put into prlTcffion of 
the cita e^ of rhe pimcipal people of the 
country. — Middlt'on laid, that the debt 
xvuuld he paid by ihelb means in thefpace 
of two yeais j but would it noi be bcl.cr, 
Mr. Burke afked, to fuffer the cfl iies to 
remain with ilieir real owners, and compel 
them to give fecuiity to the Bankets of 
Benares f Bu% no! Mr Halfings willed' 
it, ami the unloitun.ite people were to be 
turned out Mithoiu ihv.' means of exillcnce ; 


Sic vuiO) tic jubeo, flat |iro ratline vctiuritifMi. 

* * Sk 

In Older to fum up cvciy thing that 
ceuld l>c (\id ot the atrocity of this ail, ^ 
Mr. Buikt pioceedcd to (hew ihcirLord- ‘ 
fhip<; the hoircr widi which it (Iruck evuy 
boily lave Mi. liaftings ; Middieion Uiui- 
fejf. 

Albeit not uled to the mcltins mvod. 


rciented, and wiote i-- terms of cornu. itera- 
tion forthe tinl'.appy people toMi . H.dlings* 
who, howevti , (tit himfeif lupei lor to fuch 
vubfar feelings — ^^hoKtJi klack difdained 
“ to change its coiuur *’ He, with all tlie 
ftern iigid-iy cf a Stoic, ipui ned from him 
pity in fuch a vb Uioiis caule : that Cato of 
peciihitiun, fraud, and tyranny, would not 
jtlent, but infilled upon the rigorous exe- 
cution, -even to Itvj letter of the conHfea- 
tion I ami it Mid.;Jeti>n had not nerves to 
execute it, he himfclf would have gone in 
perfon for that purpofe; and thus, faid 
Mr. Burke, tlte piiioner argued,—.** I 
«/« afraid to g 0 home il it bout money ; / 
'went to roO in Benaree, and Jailtd 
<* there ; J rnuf get money etfemihere^ or I 
<* cannot 'Weet the P arlkiment of England ^ 
u — equai to -it, fnye the great 
Koboerto tie tittle onet Jf not^ /, ib^ 
great Mafier ef^yrant^, '‘‘will fly on tbsM 
<* IjAUful fiAjings of Ruin, and put to Jbam^m 
the poor yelcAilug nature of your heetrej/f 


~-7 Infirm cppuipofe f 
p.ve *ac 
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k My hands arc of yo^jr colour, hut I Hiamc 

T*o wear a heart fo white. 

This great man could not, like Satan> 
fee the gToiies of the world | but worre*, 
looked over the naked wafte that himfelf 
had made, and could not lee one firtgle 
Ihillirtg that he could hry fraud or violence 
attach ; all was hid, and buried under, 
"When he gvn thtre. — He then recollt^flcd 
one gieit family, the women of which 
had, in three or four fucCfflive reigns, 
ainalfed, by faving it from iheir 
cOrnes, a large fnm of money, and had it 
iVenred under the guard of a foru-efs, and 
a treble fccuiity of ihe manners and laws of 
tlw couniiyi — but thefeweic but flender 
iinpcdimehrs to the violent ^uilTion of the 
.Piiioner, for as Jupiter made love in a 
' iho'.ver of gold, la he made love for a 
olden Ihcwer, not in g.>ld at the perlbn, 
ot at the perfon for ilit gol<l. 

Having finl rcfolved to kite on thofe 
trealincs, he was at a lol's under what pre* 
text to jullify luch a violation, not only of 
the light of the parties, the lav^’S of ilie 
country, the decency to be obferted to 
perfons of the female lex by the culloms 
of tne country, but of' a treaty by which the 
Bricidi Government had gnaraiueed that 
^proptrry <o them. Ar length he hit upon 
an exjAcli.nt more .urccious even than 
the oiigiu.l iiuetuion; and, paiily bylfia- 
tafem and paitly bv t^ice, made tlie Na- 
bob enter m:o Ins plan, and bccorns the 
inllriiinent of violation of hi' iftothef's 
pwpeity, hou.e, and family. Tli's was no 
oihci ili.m to accuictlirm «jf rehellion, and 
under lint pietexi to coRfiicaie ilieir goods. 
— Ai.d line, he fiid, it v/js wcithy of 
lemaik, th:U Si; Elijah Impi-y (wh<. by hts 
ficred »»lHcc was boiii.d to pioieff, yet 
Wag made the inllrument of iln* aif of in- 
juftict J never w iS confolud upon the point 
of law by Ml. Hailing'^, although he was 
chntiniially witli him, foi*-^ 

Pliosbe went with liim wherever he went. 

No, SirEl'.jili did verv well for a common 
luelfengti, foi a lipllafF, to take anaih 
davit j l>u*, upon a p^int of law, as no. fit 
to be co-.luitcd, though Chiff Jinficeof 
India : miiliei had Mr. Haltings lUunght 
propCi to conlult the native Chief Jnibce— 
he cunfulted ncitlier, but employed both ui 
the excciJtiuii of tins abominable projedf, 
contesting himfelf with putting the quel- 

t ‘ tion hvpothcticnily Suppofing the 

J' Begums are guiiiy of rehvlhon, has 
not the Nabob a light to confifeate their 
** propel ty ?" To which Sir Elijah faid, 
(Jutainly } tnd thus, beiwetfn ihttn, they 


contrived to conform to the old. I« 9 il 
maxim— qu^fliOnem faSti rton refptfH^ ‘ 
dv- tjudict ad qucejliovem le is mn tejpojtm 
dstitjut atcres, Mr. Kallir..:.. >;fluntts did 
province, and excrciies the iii^ht of tltoj 
Jury, and find's tne 1 ; and Sir Elijah^l 

in his charafVer of Jtulgc, appbes the 
and thus between them was this infamous 
tfanfdCfion compleated. 

Mr. Burke faid, that the Hon. 
gc-r who .had preceded him upon ifijs 
Cliarge had gone fb very fully into the 
lubjedt, that *it was hardly neceliiiy for 
him to fiiy more, than that to acCotnpiilT 
his purpefes, a vaiiery of the meanell 
(Iratagcins, molf violent outrages, and 
enormous cruellies were praffi/rd uperfl 
tlwfe unfo'tunatc women, until at lait htf 
difcovered whcie their hoauls lay, upoiH 
which occftfion Mr. Middleton, wiih all 
tilt* rapUues of a lover, in amoioiis tiani* 
pi>iis and cooings, writes to his Sir 
Elijah Iinpcy thot be has got at the objeft 
ct all hts v/ilhcs, the fccret hoai’ds of the 
old hulIc'S. 

Blit even the acquifitlon of tbofe iiti* 
mci.fe trealurcs c<. 3 *jld neiilicr Iwiate the 
avarice, nor even give a mom-intary check 
to the c;ut! ddpoiition of the Prluner, for 
h*- lud an aflay made of tht* tieafuie, arid 
fine- mg iV^t it fr!l Ihurt by nxiy ihoufand 
pounds of the fum upon which he had 
ljxe*J Ills mind, iieexioitrd Iroin the Eiu 
michs, who vvcie the Miiiillcrs of the Br- 
yuiusi, bon^U to ihe wmounc of that defi- 
ciency. — The moment tlie bonds werfr 
obtained, tliofe luihappy vi^llm* were 
dragged to a piifon, and a p’lfou of all 
f-the/s I he molt citendful to them, viz, tlie 
Engiilh lortiefs '»f Chu ar. In the dun- 
geons of ihdt fort they were kept, and treat- 
ed not only with ngour, but with the moH 
atic.cioiis Cl uclt; , laden with heavy chains, 
and repeittdly dcpnvetl even of food* 
Mr. Burke read loine LCiteis from Major 
Gilpin, who had the coiiiinand of the 
foif, to Middleton, in which he tlaics the 
milliab.e liuimbit of h s piiibncrs, and 
leqiitfits periijifl^ to .lik-viaie in ibnte dc- 
glee Itieir t imest.s; hui Mi . Middicion* 
iiitlead ot jffoidsng relief, g.iV( diiections 
for’lieaviLr tciicib, and^ ii p.;Hih f, an 
incre 4 le c'.‘ lonntnis. Tiie Piniullcs of 
Oude, fetliiig lor liie lituatioii ot iheir 
Minilters, parted With all then oniamentST 
anddiefs foi ilie put pole of idievin^ (henv 
out of prifi)!! I by theie means they raifecl 
a funn of 40,00^^1. but /till they wue de- 
tained for tiie remai.ader- 

Mi*. Buikc then proceeded to fhew the 
erofs improbability of the Chaigeof Be-; 
hellion which had been made againlt ihtT 

Begums^ 



ftnrf that If It were even 
plmbre^ the evidence which the PnTonei* 
brought to prove it Would Ihew ics 


^Put allowing for a moment the troth of 
m accufation, what did it prove ? Why, 
the tyranny of the Englifli was fo in- 
to^rable, that even cloifteied old women 
cbpfpired to cut off a man, who flood in 


the relation of fon to the one and grandfbii 
to the other, rather tli'an not gel rid of the 
Britifh opprefTTon. 

Mr. Burke proceeded in recapitulating 
the material points of his Ipeecn* on the 
preceding day j the refult of the whole 
was faid to be, that the dominions of the 
Nabob of Oude were utterly mined by 
Mr. Hallings *. 

• Hie followirf feOs howeref, to which the Editor appeab, will prove that the ruin 
nfthe Provii.cK ol B-.nartsand of Oude confifts only in the im.iiginatiaD sf Mr. Burke. 

^Aod lir(». The evidence on the B.HAmet Article proves, that wlien Cheyt Sing was ex« 
■lledin 1781, Mr. Haftingsraifedthe public revenue of BiNAHes from *3^000!. to 
||>0,0oa|. a year : that this increaled revenue has been legularly paid from iiJo to rvgs. 
Id that tieie is no fort of doubt of this incresled revenue being regularly paid in future ; 
Hat the country has Bourilhed eminently fmee the expuifion of Clieyt Sing: that Ben Aaii 
KS confiderably iocreafed in building and in population fince the expolfion of Cheyt Sing 1 
that the Police, effablilhed by Mr. HaBings., in Benares, has rendered that city the firft 
i. India. To this clear, decided, and undoubted evidence, Mr. Burke oppofed a Let'* 
ter, written by Mr. Haflings in 1784, in which he Bated, that by the bad manage, 
ment of the Annul after a very heavy drought, the country had been greatly oppreffed, 
awl that in thcline through which he marched, from Buxsl to the extremity of theBENAaea 
Province, the natives had defeitcd their villages, owing to the neglefi of the Aomil. 

The next was a report fn«n Mr. Duncan, in 1788, who Ciys, that foroe Pergunnah* 
b|id fallen off fince the cxpulficn of Cheyt Sing. 

Now Mr. Burke reyeas all evidence from Cemltmen of all deferiptions 5 rejefls 
Che folemn aflVrtiom of the People tliemfelves j reji.as the Public accounts ; rtisas all 
that hi» friend Mr. Dundas has faid of the flourifliing Bait of Bmares } and infins op- 
on it, that Mr. naliirgs and Mi* Duiivan have piovcd, that the Country is utterly 
'uined. . 

• The fame mode of Bating hCs which diflingoirticd Mr. Purke when he told what 
ptffed in a large company, when the late Lord Dover wai prefent, difliijgoilhtd bin 
ID lelating paffages from the letter of Mr. Duncan and Mi . H.fllngs. He read wliat 
:be former Oei.llenun faid of the Bate of tome iiiflmg Peignnnahs 5 and from tliat pa.-. 
ial Baieroent, he aigned, that the whole Province of Bcnarfs was ruined inevit.ibly ■ 
:bst Province from winch the Company hasrcceived 400,0001. a ye.ir, from 178* to this 

He read parts, or rather he defired Mr, Windham to read part, of a letter from Mr. 
leadings, in which he reprtfjnted tJie ccafeqoences of an .ilarmlng drought, and the b.id 
renduft of the Aumil when jomtd together for one year j but when Mr. Windham camo 
o the followiog pails of the fame letter, Mr. Buike dcfiied him to ftep; we fhall thcrc- 
ore infaic it in this place. 

“ 1 have the hapinefit to find ?I1 men fatisfied and happy in the excellent adminifiration 
f of the city of B»n ARCS, and have experienced what few men of the fiifl rtatron havtf 
» known in the intcicourfe with the natives of JnCi.i, if of any orher country, the voice of 
‘ adulation, dWefted cven ip nay own pfeftnee, from rnyfclf in the eagernefs of heftowing a 
• better merited praife upon .another. SulIi is the tribute wnich the wifdom and integrity 
» of Ally Ibrabam Caun have extorted fiom the hearts of tliofe who Irave been fubjedt 
> to his jurifdidlion.** 

Secondly, the fa^s refpedling the Province of Oude are nearly as follow : 

Ia January 1775 > Sujah Dowlah, Nabob of Oude, died, and was fucceeded by his Ton. 
lie prefent Nabob. It was determined by the Government of Bengal, in oppofition to the 
pinion of Mr.iOftmgs, that the treaties fubfilliog between Bengal and Oude expired with 
ujah Dowlah. They, therefore, compelled the Nabob cither to give up all ccnncflioiw 
lith Bengal, or to confent to iincrcafc the Suhfidy which he paid for a Brigade of Britifh 
Voops, from ai, to a6,ocel. a month ; an$l aifo, to cede for ever to the Company the Pro» 
nee of Benares. ^ ^ 

Mr. Burke defended this a^, though Mr. Dundas deferibed it, as it’certainly was, amo(( 
agrant brea^ of aS*;Iemn Treaty, Tluj Dircaors concurred in opinion ,with Mr. Haftings, 

Mt the with Sujah DowJoh did not expire at his death j but ihe^ were weU 

A ‘ ' pleafed 
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On tlie following ix, bdiig He went tbroKigh the Rfgum Charge iir 

the On£ Hundred and FortV-FiptH part; contended that tt ^!lral!e mppjjihh (he 
Dav, Mr. Burke recapitnlajecl what he fflbuld have been m the Rebellion in the* 
had laid on the preceding day, and then year 1781 ; that the whole was a dory 
went into •a very drong and pointed at^ invented by Mr. as a plea for 

tack u^n the tedimony and condu^ of feiaing her treafures ; and offered as a 
Sir Elijah Impey^ a Member of the Houfb proof of it^ that the Direffors had^ fent 
of Commons, and upon the feveral Gen- the moft podtive orders for Infthuting a 
alcmen who hiul bden employed in Oude. p^icular enquiry into the truth of the 
r accufation 

pleafed by the increafls of the Subfidy, and the acquifition of Senaresji both of which 
rsfulted from the iotimate conneAion formed by Mr. Hiltlngs with' Sujah Dawiah, in tilt 
year 1773. 

At the fatter end of fhe year 1775. fuch was the diftrefs of Che Nabob, and Hich the coa- 
fufion in hit covntry, owing to the Begum withholding his father's treafures, which left an 
army of one hundred- choufand men many moatlii >n arrears, tliac Che Nabob wav per- 
fuaded by Mr. BiiCtow to apply for Britifla officers Co oommand hh forces. The requ^. was 
complied with, and a numher of officers were fent to Oude upon emoluments and alluwanoea 
^infimtely beyond any that were enjoyed by the Bengal army. Mr. Burke mifieprefentschis 
^rtnaiter I'o completely, chat any perfon who heard him mutt havefuppofad that Mr. Ha/lings 
.formed ibis arrangement,, whereas ic was in fadl done by the majority, MefTrs. Clayeringf 
Monfon, and Francis. 

. This Nabob had Aid-de-Camps, Secretaries, Adjutant and Qiiarier-Mafler-Oeneral, Pay« 
mailer, and CommifTarles, with their Deputies. 

The Nabob had no money, and was unable to pay theie new military and civil eftablifh* 
ments, or to difchargc what was then owing to the Company. He therefore affigned certain 
diftrids CO Mr. Briiiow, who, in concert with the Mini Her, waain truth the Sovereign 
of Oude, a fa^ Hated by Captain Edwards, who fwore that the Nabob was in a (late el 
fubordtnaiion to aU the Rtfidents alike. In other words, and in another paBage, he faid, 
that the Nabob's MiuiHer, who was under the influence of the Refldent, eniirely governed 
ffie country. Such waa the fyAeni cRablilbed in 177 5 by the majority, and this (yflem con- 
tinued under Mr. BriRow firft,.then under Mr. Middleton, or Mr. Purling, until Septem* 
ber 1781, when ic was in tome degree altered. 

In 1784, Mr. Hahings made an arrangemebt with the Nabob, by wbiebic was 
agreed, that if tfeie Nabob difcharged the debt then due to Che Company, and if In 
future he regularly paid the fubfldy due for the Britifh Troops, no Refldent Ihould have 
the flighted iacerferQQCe< in bis dominions. This aifangemeor, which Mr, Burke has 
quarrelled with, as he does with every thing, was very fully approved by the King^s 
Miniders, and w^s ordered by them, to be invariably adhered to. Ic has been fo, but 
dill wc exercife a fupsrintending power in Oude^ precifely fimilar to that which was exer«* 
oifed by Mr. H^flings. Lord Cornwallis, who, on all occahons fpeaks and a&0 as a man 
qf honour, was unwilling that his cuuntiymen (hould undergo the fcandal of being tht 
authors of diforders with which they had nothing to do, and wrote .Co CIm DlreAorSt 
** That Che Difordeis in Oude are to be traced in Che charafter of the Prince,'’ whom he de* 
ibribes as very extravagant, and utterly averfe to bufinefs of any kind. His Wdfhip- 
therefore procedfed the MiniAer, Hyder Beg Khan, againA the Nabob, and al pfiOn as* 
Uw Nabob feemed difiocliaed to adl agreeable to tlw wiflies of die MinifW, Lord 
Cornwallis has remogArated, and the evil was redreffid. When this MiniAer .^ed iit 
1793, the Nabob waited to know the pleafure of Lord CornwaUis, before be appointed a 
fucceffior. 

From 1771, when Mr. HaAings formed the firA arrangemeiit with Siyah Dowlab,^ to thla 
time, we have received above feventeen ipiliwnsr' Aerling from Oude. Oude has, in fa^^ 
paid ^bove one third of the aimual txpenepof the Bengal army, indepeiutent of the large 
fums in . bullion remitted to the Trsdfury in Calcufta, which enabled us to paeftrvsi Indian 
in the taA general war. 

We have proved^ by ^ refermee ta fadH which are of genera) notoriecy, that the^fyAem 
whlchljed 10 our firA interference in the internal Government of Oude^ was nor the fyAem . 
of Mr,. HaAings, but of General Claveriog, Colonel Monfon. and Mr. Francis. JuAice 
(o thofe gentlemen induces us to declare, that 00 fuch mif^ievoui confeqnences as Mr» 
Burke Aates, did refult from that interference- 

The Military Faricvsrs Geaeral, as Buike calls them, guarded the extrema Previoeee 
of the Nabob’s Dominions, countries which Mr. BriAow d«fcribetl,be£orcLtbefe officers were 
eppoiiited, as in fueb' a Rate of anarchy and rebeirnm, that thc7 could hardly be faid to make 
part of the Nabob’s dominions; nnder thefe Military Farmers General^ the countries were 

Part VII. T mufiL 
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ac^fAiion agalntt ihe \ which or- Mr. Burke appeared a llulc eonfoiind- 

dera the Colleagues of Mr. Hatting? ctlj but recovering him fell, laid he hopcif 
would have carried into execution, had the Court would not permit that wicked 
they not been over-ru'ed by Mr Haftings. wietch, ihai fcourge ol India, that Cri* 
IVts fuhjeif occupied Mr. Burke for a minal, to infult the Houfe of Commons, 
confiderahle time 5 and in the courfe of After fome time, Mr, Windham faid 
this fpeech he applied lb many coarie epi- the beft way would be to read again the 
theta to Mr. Hattings, that at length the orders of theDireflors for theenquii y aU 
latter ftarted up, and declared that ihe Di- ludttl to by Mr. Burke, 
reftors had fent no ORDERS for inftituting The letter was read, and it appeared,/ 
the enquiry mentioneil by Mr. Burke, and there were no orc/ers ^ the teim was a rc^ 

•that human nature msift at laft he exhautt- quejl ♦. 

cd by hearing ibch grofs fallchoods fo On Thursday, June 12, being the 
often repeated. One Hundred and Forty-Sjxtk 

^much better governed than they had been before or finer, and revenoet were colledlcd, and 
brooglif into the Treafury at Lucknow, from diBriAs which before tliofe officers were ap* 
^pointed had paid nothing to the Nabob. 

'* As this is a matter of a moB delicate nature, we fhall merely Bate the faili to whidi the 
orders of the Diredturs applied— the Orders themfelvcs— the Minutes that followed them, of 
which farti only were read by Mr. Windham— and leave the world to form their ow«i 
conclufions. 

In July lySi, theDire^ors were informed, that in confequence of the fupport given to 
Cheyt Sing, the guarantee of tlic C. oinpany had been withdrawn from Che Begum ; that Mr. 
HaBings had Brenuoully ehcouraged and fupported the Nabob in refuming the Jaghire, and 
In feiztng the treafure of the They were informed that all Che treafure taken, ^ 

amounting to 500,000!. had been applied to the difeharge of the debt due by the Nabob tu 
the EaB India Company. 

The Benares Narrative and the Affidavits were Tent home by the fame conveyance, and 
arrived in July 1784. 

The Directors anfwcred ihcfc advices on the i4ih of February 1783. ^ 

The Managers gave theaufwer livcvidence in 1788, and prefaced it with thefe words : 

8* Then the Managers acquainted the Houfe they would next proceed to fhew that the 
Piree'lors did order an enquiry to be m.ide in India, into the conduA of the Begums, that 
** all the world might know the real truth of the cafe, and that Mr, HaBings did Bifle that 
enquiry/* 

. The Letter is then entered by the Managers in page 920, and the Anfwerin thefe words ; 

** If it Ihould hereafter bs found that the Deginn did not take that holtile part againB the 
*8 Company which has been leprefented as well in the Governor General's narrative as in 
<• the feveral documents there'ni referred to, and as it no where appears from the papers at 
prefeat in our potfeffion, that they excited any commotion previous to the infurre£lIon of 
' Cheyt Sing, but only armed tlir mfelves in coiilequence of that cranfadlion ; and as it is 
‘ pri'bdble that fuch a coaduB proceeded entirely from motives of feU.defence, under an 
' apprehenfion that (iicy thcinfelves might likewiTe be laid under unwarrantable contribu- 
** tions, we diredt that you ufe your influence with ilie Vizier that their Jaghires may be 
** reBortd to them." 

Here is the order, and the point in difpute is, whether this be an order for enquiring into 
the truth of the Rebellion of the Begums, or whether it be an order Co ufe the mfluence of 
the Bengal Goverument fo reftore to her her Jaghire. — As to the Treafures, the Direaoys 
are totally fileiit on that fubjcB ; yet it is obvious, that if an enquiry was ordered, and if in 
ihe refult of thaj enquiry fhe (liculd prove to have been falfely accufed, on wliat princi- 
ple of J uitice or common fenfe could the DireBors have palTed over the Ticafurcs ? 

The Government confiBed of Mr. HaBings, Mr. Wheler, Mr. Scabies, and Sir John 
MaCpherfon.rrAfter the Letter of^the JDireBors had been read, Mr. Whcfler Bated bis wilh 
always to conform implicitly Co the ordtrs of the DircBors ; that thofo then before them 
rwreeffrfrf/jfprwj/fMfl/j ihathc was fully convinced, not only from the repoitofMr. Haft, 
.ings, but from the opinions of many individuals totally unconcerned in the fubjeB, that the 
Beg^ at T^jfzchad did take a boftiU part agamB the Company during the difturbanoes at 
But as the DireBors appeared to be of a different opinion, and conceived upon 
the fubjeB tbit there qughc to be Urongcr proofs of the defeBion of the Begums than had 
been laid before them, he thought that before they decii'ed on thefe orders, the Ute and pre- 
fei t /cfidcntt ihould collcB all the information they could upon the fiibjedt. 


If 
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^Day, Mr. Burke took up flic remaining Mr. Brlftow, ancl Mr. Mkkllcton, In or-. 
|)art of the Begum Chnrge, namely, the . dcr to fix the guilt of ihefe rranlu6\K)n« 
treatment of the women and children of upon the Defendant. Mr. Buikecon- 
the 'late Nabob Sujah ul Dowla, and eluded this Ch^igt^ with an aft'eflingap 
the feizurc oF tlie trcarur.es of the Be- peal to the feelings and the pafiions of 
gums, the imprifonment of her Mi- their LordHiips. i 

nifters, and loading them with irons, to The principal occurrence of the day 
give fecurities for large fums and pay was an attempt to comment upon Char- 
'^the fame, dripping the cdc6h, cloiths, ges, a'l collateral matter, yvnich had 
^jewels, &c. from the Begums, by which been abandoned by the Houfe of Com. 
means tiie numerous family in the Khord mons in a vote on the 4th of February* 
Mahal (inner palace) which was dtf- 1791. 

pendent upon the Begums, wanted the The Lord Chancellor checked this 
mere ncceftai ies of lilej and afta* fruit- intbiinal piiicciiiire, and fignified his 
lefs fupplicatious and fhrieks of famine, opinion, that what was not infitted upon 
they endeavoured to force their way cut in charge, could admit of no comment in 
of the Palace, and break into the Market- reply. 

place to beg for bread, but were driven Mr. Bnrke retorted this extraneous ^ 
back with blows by the Sepoys, who adduftion upon the CouufeJ, who had, 
were armed with bluilgeons. Several let- he contended, alfo brought matter rrre- 
ters vi^re read, written by Major Gilpin, levant in their defence. — But he defired 

If there be fenft or maning in langKage^ Mr. Wheler faid, Before I coofent to Intercede 
with the Nabob for the refioracion of their jigtiices, 1 defiie to know what has been their 
paft and prefent conduct. 

Mr. Hadings replies, that he thinks Mr. Wheler has midaken the Intention of the DU 
• re^ors j that he fees nothing like an order exfirtjjU or implud for fuch an emiairy as Mr. 
Wilder propofes — Here the matter dtojit till the 2 2ii ot S.ptcmber, whrn a minute from 
Mr. Scabies is read, in which be fays, that the DireMors f*em not to be futiijied chat the dif^ 
nlTedtion of the Begums is fuibciently proved. He tberrfore thinks chat the late and prefent 
l^efidenc fiiould be called upon Co colled wliat fui titer inlormation they can, and the Cum- 
manding Officers who were at the ciaie in the Vizier’s country. 

If there bd any meaning in language, Mr. Siahles did not make this motion in com- 
pliance with an order, hut becaufe he thought i\u Diredors fectned not to be faii>fied 
with Che information before them. 

Mr. Haftings appealed to the letter. He fays It does not order an enquiry ; but adds, 

If evidence Is to be colledled, it (hould be collected fram all perfons capable 4»f giving it, and 
not confined to offici<il chanders. 

To this minute Mr. Stables made no refdy. 

Sir John Maepherfon (whofe rnkuate Mr. Windham diJ not read, though it foltowe 
immediately] fays, ** I have read Use letter of the Directors with attention. When it .was 
firft read In (Council, 1 underltood the paragraphs about the Begums as (jlire^ifiB 
invedigariori,"’ &c. « 

On a clofe atrentinn to the words and fpiritof the diff rent paragraphs ppoa tblsfobjedf, 

I do not think that wc are diredied to commence any new inveftigation of evidence. 

<< Indeed, 1 do not fee how any new inveftigation of evidence could bfi regqUrly vtl^dertaken, 
or what falutary purpofe it could anfwer.” 

«* There has been no appeal from the Begums to this Government^ and there certainly 
was fufficient proof, at the time, that chofe who h.'id the mini^emenc of their concerns 
<< during xhe troubles of Benares, were no friends, bvt re 4 enemies to the caufeofaht 
Englifh.” 

Wohemumemay beadowed to fay, that Mr« Hadings would have been unpardonable In 
interruptHUrMr. Burke, and accufing him of faKehood, provided Mr. Windham had reed 
all the Minutes. We think there is no man I'lying can fay, that Sir John Maepherfon’s mi- 
nute is not very material indeed. But tliougb Sir John was in London'^^ySS, when the 
Managers examined Mr. Scabies, they did not chufe to call Sir John Wlacpli^im; and^ 
though his Minute isxn the next page to that of Mr. Stables io the evidence^ Mr. Windham ' 
did not think proper to read it. Mr. Burke did not fay he meant to garble the evidence, 
hu^ be certainly .did garble it, and t.Uis if c^e .only cxcuft that can be Mlpyad ^ intem- 
perance of Mr. JHaBings. 

^ • T a to 
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to wltliJrAw an few miDutes with his 
brother Managers. Mr. Windham at- 
tended him out, and Mr. Francis fol- 
lowed. 

When they returned, Mr. Burke la- 
mented very feelingly the hardfhip of hii 
iituation-v-but he laid he was bound to 
believe he heard the judgment of that 
Houf^, when no one Peer arofe to diffent 
from his Lordship, to whole fingle opi- 
nion, indeed, great weight was always 
att^hed, and to which he veiy checi fully 
deferred. 

However, the he aljuded to were 
upon the Journals, they were in the 


Mananrs record, apd in that of the 
Countel ; end tho* abandoned in charge, 
yet, as aflented to by Mr. Haftings, 
would remain for ever evidence agaitxil 
him. ' 

Mr. Windham read a variety of Pa- 
pers, and Mr. Burke commented at con- 
fiderahle length. Hyder Beg Khan 
brought forth a violent ftorm of invee*^ 
five, and the bufincfs of Oude wai 
clofed by Mr. Burke's dekarat on, that 
he believed that province to be ns much 
now as heretofore rn^d by Mr. Haf- 
tings 

Mr. 


* Jn the CQurfe of his Speech, Mr. Burke took occafion t<» fay, as on a former day, f p. 130.) 
th<it ihe origin of Mi. HaflingS was /ow, abfeure^ and vul^nt- { with how little regard to truth 
this aflertlon is made by thofe who detail his Spsecher, will appe^ir from the following account 
of the family of Mr. Hastings, wli.cli is tak*'n from Dr. Nash's Uiltory of VVorr 
ceftet fliire,’* and the Records in the Heralds’ Ofhee, 

In the rc'gn of Henry the Second, Milo de Ha(\ings held thiee hides of )and of Che Bi- 
(hop of WorccAer. TliisMilo de Hastings, or anotlier perfoii of the fdme name, was of 
Pjylnesford, the 33d of Edward the Firft. 

Mr. PennyAon HaAings, an Anii4uary. and Redder of Dayinesford, derives the pedigree 
of this family from Halbngs the Pane, in jneiter to Dr. Thomas, dated the i tth ot Decetn. 
]|icr 1732. It certainly nvay boaft of gflat antiquity. Aftrope Haftings held lands in 
■'tefarwickfliire fo early as the Conr^neror, or very fooii afterwards. Ql this family were the 
Barons of Abergavenny, who, by the marriage of John Ha Rings, Baron of Abergavenny, 
with the heirefs of Acmar de Valencia, came to be £arl of Pembroke, John the laft Earl 
leaving no ilfue, his Earldom reverted to the Crown, and the Barony of Abergavenny wen? 
by marriage 'to Reginald, Lord Grey, althpugh the right of it was long coniefted by Mf. 
HnAtngs, the male heir, defeended from the fecund fon of John (#ord Abergavenny. 

From a younger branch of this family fpruug the Earls of Huntingdon, who have altered 
the Arms, and bear a Manche Sable in a Field Argent ^ whereas the original Arms of Haf- 
tings, and thofe which Have always been borne by tpe Hillings of Dayinesford, were a 
Manche G ules in a Field Or. 

Dayinesford continued in the family of HaHings till 171;, when it was (old by Mr. 
niuel HaAings to Jacob Knight, grandfon of $ir John Knight, of RriAol. 

From the fon of Mr. Knight, it was re-purchafed by Mr. HaAIngs in 1789. 

At Dayinesford was firA introduced the cultivation of 3 aincfoin, a french grafs, brought 
Into England by John HaAings in 1650, 

The ancient Manor, houfe, which has long been deAroyed, was fituated at thediAance of 
1 50 yards from the church. The ruina were left about a ceal^ry ago, and Aiewed it tp havp 
been a grand' ftrudture. 

Prom the time tiijs houfe went to decay, the family cbieAy refided at Velford^ in Oxford. 
Aire, called, in old writings, Yelfurd HaAings| and in che vifuation of that county, iii 
bie laA century, a paftienjar account is given of that family. 

Yelford continued to belong to them until che reign of Charles tbe FirA, when John Haf- 
tings, having fpenc four manors in defence of the King, conyeyed Yelfprd to the Speaker 
jLenthali to fave the reA of his eAate. 

This John HaAings vi'as the Great Great Grandfather ofMr. HaAingf. whom Mr. Burke 
iH fiippofed to deferihe as of an origin /nv, obfeme^ and vulgar. 

The folloviriiig perfons of the name of Haftinss, polTrfled the £A»te of Dayinesford^ and 

patronap of the Living, as appears Dr.^afh’s Sqrvcy ' ' > . r 


Thomas de KaAyngjf ^ . 

Rolandus de kaAyngs - 

Thomas de HaAyngs, Domimisdi Dajlnesfq.d 
Thomas H.iAyngc^ ' m ^ « 

^dward HaAyngs * ^ 
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Mr. Burke then proceeded nearer 
^ hotne» and having hittorically painted 
the three claiTes or inhabitants at Ben- 
gal, he confidej-Ld what meafurcs Mr.- 
Haftmgs had taken to augment the 
wealth, iccure the leiiitorics, and mo-, 
derate the government oftheMahome- 
dans, the landholders, and the Company's 
$ei vaius. 

' Mr. Burke, after a few more obfer* 


vations on Ondc faij he had fome new 
matter to offer tu their Lorclihips on the 
next day they would honour him with 
their hearing $ and on this the Com t ad- 
journed to 

Saturday, June i4./nclng theOwR 
Hundred and Forty-Seventh Day, 

Mr. Burke began this day's fu mining 
up with the latter prrt of the Sixth Article 
of In.psachment, ^nd the whple of the 


John Haftyngs 
Symon Hatty ngs, 
John H.iltyrigs 
John Bailings 
Penyfton Ballings 
Samuel Halliiigs 
Warien Haftings 


IS»S 

*'593 

164^5 

i.66j 

1690 

1701 • 

178, 


From this account, which is authentic, it is clear, that from tlie year laSi to i7r5, 4 
period of above four hundred years, the Edate of Dayliicsford continued in the family of 
' Hallings, though lire fortune of tite family was confiderihly d.nnnifhed in 1651, by the 
atuchmenc of his Gieat Great Grandfather to Charles the Knft. 

This detail tvould be unncced'ary, fur any other purpofe than to ihew the illiberality of 
thofe whofe malignity can nevtr be glutted. When Lord Chve was an nhje£l of i^erfeei- 
tion, he was defer ibed, as Mr. Bailings has ^en, as fprung from a low and obfeu^e origin, 
though the Eilatc of S:yche, la Shiopibire, As in his family from the time of WUlum the 
Conqueror. ■ 

* There were two very curious points iaTius day's Speech, on which we (hall make t 
few obftrvations. 

The firfl was, where Mr. Burke f?id, that this country hid a particular intereft in the 
good Government of India, (ince the Public were to receive from the Lirplus revenues of 
India in future five hundred tiioufind piiueds a year. How Mr. Burke could venture^' 
$lludtf to tills law is indeed allonilhing. 

It paired in the lad Scllion | and though Mr. Burke had folemnly pledged himfelf to 
oppofe with his utmoll force every attempt to perpetuate the prefeiu uppreilive and cor- 
rupt fyllem by which India is governed, he aAually abfemed himfJf as often as that Bill 
was under difeuilion in the Houfe. It has paired, and it is grounded upon data which ace 
death's blows to the Imiieachrpenti for it is dlTumed tliac we have a right to all we poflafs 
in India j and it is alfumed, tfiat the revenues in futuie will be rqual to what they now 
produce. If M*"- Haftings has been juP»Iy impeached, heavy indeed are tbs demands vyhich 
the Princes of India have upon £iigland, for the public robberies of Mr. i ladings i and 
very conf^erable mud be the annual dedudlions from the future revenues of Jndi:i. > 
The fecood is a point, which iho' not- i.Timcdiaicly iefpe6ling Mr. Haftings, proves, 
fhat Mr, Burke has omitted no means to obtain information ; and as he has procured npiie, 
it eftablifhea rnoft clearly the alTertionsof Colonel Duff, th ic li>d^|is united in his favour. 

Mr. faidj l^e had received a lett{i from Mr, Brillow, in which that G-ntleniar* 

affirmed, th.it one of the Eunuchs of the Bt^gum had laffcred corporal punifhment at Lur-k 
now. It is proved m evidence, that Mr. Ballings neither dirctflly nor indiiedlly authorize! 
fuch a punilhment, nor was lie ever acquainted with this circumftance. The fadl undoubt- 
edly is, that if the bfitifti Refidenchad not interfered to prevent if, the Nabob would have 
put thefe Eunuchs to death; Mr. Haftings knew nothing about them. 7 'he material qusf- 
pon, and the onlv one in which he is concei neu is this ; ** Was it right or wrong in him to 
** withdraw 'the Guarantee of the Bnrilh nation from the Beguifi, and to advife the Nabob, 
to take from her certaiii Turns of mbney^ for the purpofe of liquidating the Public Debt, 
f‘ which he owed to the company ?** 

The fuppofed cruelties to the Eunuchs, i|ie fuppofed diftrefs of the cpncublncs in tJia 
Khord Mahl, Ballings cannot be refponftble for j Major Gilpin and Captain Jacques 
have fiqly proved, that lie neither knew of the one or the other, ^ut the curious point is 
•^his, that though Mr. Burke has left it out, that he has been carrying on a fecret corre* 
tpondence in Bengal, he has pot been able to excite the Begum, or her Eunuchs, or any 
kuman being to compU'm of the tyranny, opprelfioni injuflice, or cruelty of Mr. Bailings. 

’ feventh, 
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Swenib, which fdite entirely to the pe- forae veryfarcaftic fimilice M to tlie eon- 
catauonS) fr:iu(ls« and embezzlemenls neftlon between Mr. HaftitJgs* and the 
charged to have been committed by ihi^ Begums, quoting Dean Siuip's Progrefs 
Defin'.dant in the extenfive provinces off of as applicable on the occafion. 
Sengal, Bahar, and Orixa. He faid Mr.l The humour lonching the ’ Miinny 
Haffings had derpoilcd the Nal'ob of H-ii-f Begum flowed fomething in this way 
tal, like an ancient knight, of all his ar- “ Age has its comforts— the confohuions 
mour— his helmet— his hawl)eck— and a(| ** of debility and uglinefs may be found 
laft cot off his fpur?— that he afterward^ “ in brandy. The old lady had theiein a 
ftftored him to all his privileges, for the “monopoly. She was a great dealer in ' 
-jtirpole of attain bringing into power- “ tlie aiticle. But mark tlie Iran fit ion— 
bat mfamous^* corrupring, and' corniprcd “ A youth of fenllmcnt and love an 
iroflitmc Miiniiy Begum ; that he made “ cKl age repbfing upon the brandy* 
ler Chief Juftice, and the couniryxvas “calk.’* 

f ain given up to muideicrs and robbers He then ironically adverted to the per- 
tliarhc fei op the country gentlemen to ^ verle pailions of ^reat men for ilrumpets. 
ftion, and put his own domeflica in “ Antony had his Cleopatra, and Mr. 
poflefiion of the eftates of the Nobles of “ Haiti ngs his Munny Begum.— It 
the country. ** l>e fo ; for aged, Ihrivelled, bony 

‘ Having dwelt for a confiderablc time “ deformity had its relilh for Ibme pa* 
•n thefe points, he palled to the Seventh “ laies : but, good Gorl ! no man ever 
Article, refpefting the coHeilioii of the “ fell in love with his own Bany.an 
ftvenues of the above provinces, which Mr. Burke cxpi led all his icveiity upoti 
were granted to the Company in 176 5 by the fliamefiil pra^lice of fending out youth 
l|haw Alum, the Gi^t Mogul; in ani. to repair the lionoui s of fliattered nobility 
*iad«e!-thtg on which, Mr. Burke alter^ here, by the plunder of the Ball. [By 
atelylbared into the heights of fublimityW the bye, this is the heft ground for ilc- 

t nd frequently funk much below mediof tending Mr. Haftmgs.] 
r’rty, A in’oof of die latter was the c»m- To the general remark, that wd*fliotiId 
Kirirotf of Mr. Haftings with the kcejw haU the Crime but love the Criminal, he 
K a wallowing in filth and cor- replied, “ it was a falfe and pernicious 

iuptioiu Speaking of Mr. Haftings’ pro. “ maxim.— Some vices were their own 
kfe on his appmntment to extiipate the ** punifliment ; the evils ot ambition but 
fyftem of con option in India, he laid, “ few could imitate j but thofe of pccu- 
on the contrary he bad opened its fiood- “ Jation were open to the million, O, 
Ipites more widely, and in Inch a man. “ but we Ihould punilh the crime and 
rfcr as to preclude all po/iibility of are* “ pity the criminal \ What, am I to 
firm : ** love Nero ? — Is Caligula to have my 

“ cordial efteena ?— Am I to take Domi- 

— Like Sin and D- ath, ^ «i lian jq bofom ?— No ; I hate both 

“ Who op d the gates of Hell, tlie which “ rhe Criminal and the Crime, and it is 
«« xttfijut ^ ** virtue to do fo.*' 

« Excell’d their power I” Bmke next went very flightly 

through the Conti a^s ; the abolition of 
Of Mr. HaftlngsN MM'atcr to the Provincial Councils and Gunga Go- 
• Corrpanv's orders, Mr/Biirke fiid, “ it vind Sing,— he then yvrent back to Oiule, 
1 “ lofc with an ^lajhc l)>w;g in proportion fa'Tie back again to Bengal, to what he 
to ihe prfjfvre upon it.” called the bnbeof the enteriainment— that 

TheMauager’s p incipal ohjcv^ this day '»» »l»e two thoufand rupees a day, 

was to criininaic Mr, llaftlngs on account *0 Mr. Haftings while he was at 
cf the appointment of the Begums, and Moorlhedcbad in 177a —Mr. Burke then 
the condoft of Sir John D'Oyky. He tl»c Lords would attend him 

Hated that Sir John irOylcy had fent no one hour on Monday, he would finally 
accounts to C.demta of the expcnccs of • wpon which the Comt adjourneil 
the Nabob, and that he had refufeil to to 

anfwer qncitions in the Committee of Sc- MonOat, June iS, being the One 
erpfy» bcc.uifc the aniwers m ght tend to Hundred and Foxty-Eighth Day« 
ci'iniinate himfelf. He ch.irged the Go- Mr. Burke began by an allufion to a 
vcrnor-Gcncral with having fet up the fpecch of one of the Counfcl, whom he 
public appointments to Jale. He made acculcd of taking improper libiriics, and' 

I 
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he then mentioned an epigram *, of which 
Mhe fame gentleman was the Tuppafed au* 
thor. 

As it is in proof, that the Atm of aooo 
rupees St day received by Mr. Haftings 
In 1 77Z, was for entcrtaiiimenty agreeably 
to cliabliihed culfom, and not a bribey as ^ 
charged by the late Hoiife for an appoint* j 
ment to omce, Mr. Burke took up quite 
ra neiu He afHrined that the I 

covenants were made precil'ely to prevent | 
this fort of abufe.— Here again Mr. 
Buike fails— ’for both Lord Clive and 
Mr. Vereld fuhlcribed the covenants, as 
well as Mr. HaAings} both thofe Go- j 
vcrnoi's took the two tbouiand rupees a 
day for entertainment, without conceiv- 
ing it to be, as it certainty was not, a 
breach of tlieir covenants-— Mr. Buike 
then returned to Nobkilfcn’s pi-erent, 
which he affirmed to be woifc than any 
adl of Vcries, and applird the epithets 
rogue, common cheat, Iwindler, to Mr. 
Haftings, for having taken that preient 
lor the Company. 

Mr. Burke next came to Lord Corn- 
wallis's evidence, which he infilled prov- 
ed Bengal to be ruined.— He then read 
the 39th leftion of the a6t of the 24th of 


HaAings was the luthoa the Mahratia j 
war, and that he concluded it by a dil- j 
tonourabie peace. I 

After dwelling with conliderahle cner- 
^ for a long time on the Charges in tb6 
p'of's and detached parts, he, at laA, laid 
le was come to his conclufion ; but be- 
ore he quitted the box, be Aiould belcecli 
heir LordiHiips attention for a few mo- 
nents. 

Mr. Burke then made a folcmn pauf^ 
ind gave 4 ils PERORATION, the beautya 
:nergy, and fimplicity of which was ncvcl 
:xceedecl, if indeed equalled.— Wi cair 
[only give a faint idea. ^ 

My Lords, the Commons wait tn 
^ lAue of this cattfe with trembling IblicflP 
** tude. 'I'wenty-two years have they 
been employed in it, feven of which 
“ have palled in tbisTiial. They behold 
the dearell intereAs of their country 
deeply involved in it — they feel that 
the very exlAence of this ConAiiutioa. 
** depends upon it. Vour Lordlhips jul^ 
** tice Hands pre eminent in the wovl<fl 
** but it Hands amidA a vaA heap « 
ruins, which iuiToundsIt In every cam 
^ ner of liiirope. If you Aacken juAictl 
and thereby weaken the bands of Ib^ 


his prelent MajeAy, to prove tiie opprel- 
fions of Mr. HaAings. T'he A£t of Par- 
y> liament, he laid, bad declared the oppref- 
Hons and the opprelfor 3 and addrelTing 
himfelf to the Lords, he laid, “ You mu A 
repeal tins 36! of Paillament, you mull 
** declare the LegiAatuie a /jar, betoie 
“ you can acquit Warren HaAings.** 

Mr. Burke then laid, that Mr. Haf- 
tings had pleaded bis merits, winch was 
no anfwer to a criminal charge, but in 
faff, every aff which he Aatcd to be meri- 
torious, had been" condemned by a for- 
mer Parliament ; Mr. Dundas having 
moved forty-five Kefolutions, each of 
which condemned fume afl done by Mr. 
HaAings. Every one of thofe, laid Mr. 
Burke, not excepting one of them, were 
all cenluredjby tne Houfe of Commons. 

Mr. HaAings admits this Aateinent to 
be tiue, and told the Houfe of Commons 
fie did fo i at the lame time that he com- 
plained of the cruel injuries he iuffered by 
that body having cenfured and profecuted 
him in one charaffer, for afls which in 
another they had very fully approved, and 
of which they continued 10 enjoy all 
the benefit. 

Mr. Bucke next affirmed, that Mr. 


** ciety, the well-tempered authotSty pfi 
this Court, which 1 truA in God will 
** continue to the end of time, muA reJ 
** ceive a fatal wound, that no balm can 
** cure, that no time can re Aorc.** * 
Hctc Mr. Burke entcicd into a compi* 
rilbn between die dignity and juAicc of 
tile High Court and die late Paihainent of 
Paris, the death-blow to which was given 
by Mirabeau. He next alliulect jo the 
milei'able Aate of France at liie ^nelent 
moment- — to the murder of the beA A 
Kings, and the muA glorious uf Queens, 
and to the deAruclion of tl:e Pai lament 
of Paris, a Court almoll as dignifiird as 
that which he was then addrelliiig, and 
uniformly pme In its legal dcciiions — to 
the dellrudiion of all ranks and ordeisin 
fqcictyj and after praying that Heaven 
would aveit from us the inii'eries that have 
dcfolated France, he faid, that it it AiouId 
be their Lordlhips lot to fubrnit to the 
axe of the guillotine, on any future and 
dreadful convulfion, their JaA hour) 
would be more tranquil from a refie^lior 
that in the great caufe before them theji 
had decided by the rules of equity anc 
juAlce. But, deprecating fnch a dreadfu 
event, he hoped the noble iabne of ihi 


Oft have I wondered that on IriAi ground 
No poisonous reptiles ever yet were found ; 
PoYeaPd the feerte Hands of Nacure*s work. 
She fsv'd her venom, to cteate a BshkE. 
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iponffitiitton woulH tong ftand tmlmpvrfd 
pn reputation as wetl as in ihength ; and . 
at the fame time that it operated as a ter-| 
rot to Tyrants, it would always afford 1 
pirbte^tion to injured and oppicfTcd Na-' 
lions. 

Mr. Buike then concluded his elabo- 
raie fperch. “ My Loids, it is not the 
criminality of the piifoncr — it is net 
•* . the claims of the Commons to demand 
H judgment to be paffed upon him--it is 
■ not the honour and dignity^ of this 
P Court, and the welfare of millions of 
thchunian lace, that alone call upon 

« you When the devouring flames lhall 

have, deftroyed this peiifhable globe. 


and fmics into the abyfs of hJatiirfi 
from whence it was commanded into 
cxiltence by the great Author of it—* 
then, mv I^ords, when all Nature, 
Kings and Judges themfelves, fnuft an- 
1‘wcr for their aftions, there will be 
found what fuperfedes creation iifelf, 
namely, ETfsltNAL JUSTICE. It was 
tlie attribute of the Great God of Na- 
tuie befpie worlds werej it will rcfide 
with him when they perifh ; and the 
eai ihly portion of it commitied to your 
care, is now folcmnly depafitcd in your 
hands by the Commons England.— 
1 have done 


* As Mr. Bulks quitted Parliament in the coiirfe oflh’sSeflton, wc /ball give the de- 
base that took place oil the motion of Thanks to the Managers, when it was brought forward 
by Mr. Pitt, 

On Frioav, June 20 , Mr. Pitt, (landing in his place in the Houfe of Commons, faid, 
be rofe to m.ikc his promiftd Motion, for the Thanks of that Houfe to the Managtis 
their conduct in the Impeachment againft Warren Haftings, Efq. When flrft 
p intended taking this flep, he had confidertd it as a matter of conife, to which he thoughc 
p poffible ohjedlion could have been offered from any quarter of the Houfe j but when he 
Ed poflponed his motion, upon intimation that it was intended to be oppofed, he had fet 
iiinielf to confider what obj;.6lions could he mide to Inch a meafure generally, or to this one 
in particular. The Impeachment Itlelf had been voted, rot only from a convidion tliai there 

( as fufllcient ground to put the party accufed upon his trial, but as a terror cothofe placed in 
flmilar fituationin the government of our diflant provinces ; nor was there any exercife of 
icir power in which (he Houfe (hewed themfelves more majeflic than in that prote^ion 
hlch they thus (hewed themfelves determined to afford thofepiirts of the Britilh empirei 
which, by being thus far removed from their immcdi<«te infpcdlion, might be (uppofed moll 
iable to (.i{>pre(non and plunder. When he hx'kcd »t the magnitude of the talk which they 
lad thus impnfed upon their Managers, he could not avoid feeling every thing in their favour, 
md that abufincWof fuch extent, and executed fo ably, covered every error they might have 
apfed in*o, if fuch could be really imputed to them. Where, he alked, could fuch a charge be 
lated } Perhaps the length to which the 'J'lial had been protrafted might be objefted } this 
vas a prefumption naturally to be looked for, if we looked either at (he nature of the 
ranfa^ion itfelf, the Clprgrs exhibited upnrf the occafion, or the evidence nccelTarily 
iroduced in fupport of thcic Cnargcs. Was there any thing in all thefe which could be fairly 
mputed to their Managers ? On the contrary, it formed the peculiar privilege and advantage 
>r trial by impeachment over the ordinary proceedings in the courts vf juflice, that delinquen- 
les beyond their ie.ich were to be brought, if defcrvmg, to puni(bmcnc without the mter- 
ention of thofe legal (hackles which frequently arrefted the avenging hand of the law in the 
idiuary forms. This, liowever, which, inflead of an objeilion, was an argument in favour 
f impeachmtnis generally, was unnecelTary to be urged in the prefent inftance, if Gentlemen, 
.iftead of computing the years, took the trouble of analyzing the Trial by the number of days, 
nd the few hours occupied in each day which it had taken up. The next point to be 
iMifidcrt'd was, that of this time, whether more or Jefs, how much of it had been occupied 
y the M.mageis, and how much by the Befeodant in the /event replies, and dill further, 
/hat addiiional delay given by the latter, by unceafli'g and unwearied obje£^ions taken on 
IS pitrl to iUriod eveiy thing offered on the part of the profecution. To prove this dtfpofl- 
on to objediog to evidence, Gentlemen had but to look to the Report m^e by their Com- 
littee on the enufes of del<«y, and they would find it fully proved. It Was »n the next phee 
> he recollected, that their Managers had to difcufs queflions in the courfe of Mr. Haflings* 
Vlaf, which they could not tamely rdinquifh without ahaudoning the' privileges of the 
ommons, as coniradlfiinguifhed fiom the ordinary courts of law. U^n all thelb grounds 
. and he ciufled the H'lofe wiih him, would by no means be inclinehft admit, either th^c 
ere weic any grour.ds Tor imputing any dehy whatever, or even if tBre weie, that tlie.r 
enagers we:c tu be cenfured for it. Butthe/e objedlions, true or falfjfcjme in the prefer, t 

flag* 
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ilage too bte. If they were well founded, better they had been made in time, when tho 
torreAion of them as they arofe might have prevented two aQs of injuaice ; rendering the I 
3^fendant an object of perlecation, anil their Nteagen of delttfion^ in going on with meafuret ' 
in themfelves wrong, but which the fitence of tflt Houfe feemcd to fanftion. Under all cbefe 
.circomftanfies, he could fee no polTible ground Jf obje^ion to the prefent motion ; ihofe who 
were of opinion from the beginning, that the pffecution was a juft and necoflary one, (hould 
not now objedt to its conclufion j thofe who wetp originally of a contrary opinion, and adveffe 
to the inftitutingany proceedings whatever, hea^aled to their candour, whether, being in a 
minority throughout, they ought to expedt the Houfe to adt in the fequel, as they wiftied in 
Vvain to perfuadethem to a A at the commencement ; but rather allow the Houfe toadlas was 
ufual in all fimilar cafes. Bid tliey wilh for the acquittal of Mr. Haitings f That was an event * 
no longer in their hands, but tefted in another place. How then could that wifti operate, eithe^ 
as a motive or reafon for yvithholdiog the ufual thanlcs f Any thing now done in the Houfe ^ 
of Comraoni could have noeffedl upon the l^ords— Mr. Haflings muft be acquitted or condemned 
upon legal evidenc?, and legal evidence alone. It was not a queftion now, what the'Houfa^ 
would do if the Impeachment was now to be voted. The whole buftnefs was concluded as fa£ 
35 depended upon the Houfe ; and not to thank the Managers, would be to depart frodi ufuai 
praflice on fimilar occafions. It was certainly true, that fuch Gentlemen as had uniformly, 
throughout the eourfe of the Trial, fiiewn themfelves adverfe to the Managers, could not add 
any thing to the eclat oi tlie Managers, by joining in the Vote of Thahks t on the contrary, their 
diflent would prove it not a bufinefs of eourfe, but rather of diferimination ; ftill, however, he 
could not help exprefling a wifti that on this occafton the vote of tliat Houfe might be unani* 
mous. He concluded with moving, << That the Thanks of that Houfe be given to the Ma« 
nagers appointed by them to condu6t the profecution againft Warren Haftings, £(^. % 
their faithful management in the difeharge of the important cruft repofed in them.** 

Mr, Dutidas feconded the Motion. ^ 

Mr, Sumner faid, he could not avoid exprefttng his furprifei that ^ Motion fuch as that he ^ 
had juft heard read, ihould be confidered as a matter of eourfe. He faid, that he rofe with ' 
confiderable diffidence to oppofe a Motion which had been made by the Right Honourable 
Gentleman, with whom it was generally his good fortune to agree. The Right Honourable 
Oeutleman had fupported the Motion with all his C lients and with all his influence, but he muft ' 
#dd, he hid not difplayed any great degree of candour in the eourfe of his fpeech, when he i 
prefuppofed the objeAions which would be made from a ceitain defeription of Gentlemen in \ 
that Houfe, one of whom he had infinite pride and pleafure in declaring himfelf to be. Mr. 
Sumner faid, he was happy to avow himfelf a very great admirer of Mr. Haftings; that he 
looked up to him with every fentimem of regard and aifeftion ; but his ohjsflions to the 
prefent Motion arofe from circumftances utterly independent of Mr. Haftings. The Right 
Honourable Gentleman had faid, that Mr. Haftings could not in any ftiape be aflfedled now by 
any Motion that could be made in this Houfe that Che decifion was before a competent 
Court, which could only determine by evidence. Admitting this to be tho fa^, as he did, 
ftill a Vote of Thanks was, in a certain degree, a vote of approbation of the Managers* 
conduff. Surely the period was coo Ihort for the Houfe to determine upon the conduA of their 
Managers. Seven years had the Trial lalted,and it had been attended with circumftances nevp 
and moft extraordinary. It was true that on former occafions thanks had been voted, and, as the 
Speaker had informed him from the chair, before the judgment was pronounced, but certainly 
not until the verdia was known. In this inftance the thank’s would be voted m oiy months 
before the judgment ; and tho' any thing that could be conftrued into an approhdtion of tho 
Commons would not affia the judgment, there was en inijecency in the proceedings which Ud 
him to oppofe It in the firft inftance by the previous queftion. 

Ml . Sumner faid, that if the time were not improper, ho certainly would not oppofe a Voff 
of Thanks to the Managers, one eMcefied, who Iiad faithfully difehayged the troft impofed pa 
them, by fupporting the fpecific Charges voted by the laft Houfe of Commons. Mr. Sumner 
laid, Chat he reuined the fame opinion which he had fo often profefled of tlie Charges^ 
which he thought to be ill founded j but it was the c|uty of the Managers to fupport tbemf 
and he never would be fo illiberal as to objea to their receiving the Thanks of that Houfe at a 
proper time, provide they could be given without their beftowing their Thanks at the famp 
time Oft the leading Manager, who, he contended, bad by his conduA difgraced and degraded 
the Ho^ of Commons, and had dared, in their name, to vilify every Gentleman who had 
thb honbur and good fortune to ferve his country in India s including in liis abufe, all their 
coiweAionsof every defeription, and applying the odious epithet goNg to this body of meo.-!P 
‘llie Speaker calling oi^ Older. Mr. Sumner faid, chat if he ceuldflnd mora xqaaftired expref* 

vn. I V ■ ^,01 



[ m6 1 

fions to convey to ihe IJoufc his fcnfeof the mifcondoft of Mr. Burkt, and of the di/jsrace 
had breu^hi upon the Houfc, he would ufe them ; but lie would proceed lo explain of what 
Mature the Manacer's condudl had been, in the hope that it would bo as much reprobated by 
the Houfe, as he kn^'w it wps Ly all dtfitiptions e/ ferfms out of The fa^s that he 

fliooVd drtail, the Members m j^creval wcic ignorant of, for very fow indeed had attended j 
dnd of all Members of u.e Heuie the Right Mon. Gentleman below him was the laft mm 
who was competent to drcid<" -iO the condud of the Managers, his various avocations making 
bis abfcnce from the Trijl a *, .^it of neceffity.-^He had too high an opinion of the Minifter 
to think it pokble for him to have made the Motion before them, had he ever heard the lead, , / 
*ine Manager in Weftminiter Hall. Mr. Somner faid,intbe light he viewed a Voteof Thanks 
he could norpofTibly alTent i<» it. 'Did the Houfc know that Mr. Burke had folemnly affirmed, 
that Captain Williams had murdered Raja MuftaphaCawn with hr- own hands? He would 
-ifk what authoniy I’.ad the Honlc fiven to Mr. Burke lo make fuch a charge ? Was it 
decent or honourable in the Houfc to (uffer fuch language to be luiertd ag unH any Gentleman, 
and yet deny to him ir.s m.-rins of defending iiirafeli > All that man could do was done by 
Capfiiln William^ to bring tins ouirageous calumny to a fair Trial j — he petitioned the Houfe 
Upon it five years ago ; the Houfe would not bring a charge th^t he could reply to j and it 
the Manager to receive Thanks for d.in.igto charge an Er.gliiii GeiiLiema!* with murder in a 
fnsech, aud ihefc to leave it ?— Is llll^ Britiffi Juftice I 

The lafl Houfe voted twenty Articles of litirs.iehment agamR Mr. Haftings ; three were 
gone Ihrough in the l/.l Parliament— B Glares, the Begum, and thr ’ 'i eleuts. This 1 loufe, hy 
4 formal vote, prccKidcd the Managers from :roi!ig into any other si tides eXcepr thcConrradls ; 
and the profccution was finally doled in the firft fdTionof this Parliament. Poes the Houfe 
know, that in contempt and defiance of t...s R-folution, the Manager infut^id on his right to go 
into the other Articles, and exprefsly told the Lords, that tlie Commons had not abandoned 
ffiem, nor ever would abandon any one of Ih-m ? Will the Houfe thank the Manager 
for this contempt of their amhoruy ? Does the Houfe know, that the language ufed by (hQ 
leadim* Manager to the Court was In tlie higheft degree difgraceful ? that he had theprefump* 

• i*ion to*feU the Coirt, whether with a view to inciniidatiou, or from the wildnefs of the mo- 
fneiit ihatthe Commons Ind notonlyprofecuted, but they had found Mr, Haftingsgirlly when 
fiicy impeached him > that the Lords could net acquit him wit!lo^t proving the legiflaturs ^ 
/irt»7— Is fuch language to be borne > Is this Bntilh juftice? Will an Enghih Houfe of 
Commons approve of fuch fentirnents ? What is a folemn Trial by Impeachment but 9 
mock-ry, a farce, if fuch language is not fcouicd by every mon who hears it? Jhp leading 
‘Manager finding the general fcntiments of GciiUemsn who have fervpd m Ipdia to he (irongly 
in fjvour of Mr. Haltings, in order to invalidate the telbrnony of the witnsflTes, has 
Attempted to bl.icken and to blaft the charaacr of every Gentleman who has breathed the air 
of Afia. • Was this univerfal abufc ntcefTary in order to convift Mr. Haftings > Is the cha- 
radler and fame bf every man to be torn in pieces without a hearing ? Is this to be done by 
the aothor.ty of the Houfe of Commons ? Arc they prepared to adopt at once the exirava- 
irant and indecorous fiibffitulioh of the flang of Billingfgate for the ftrong energerip language of 
irutb and ruftice ? VVillthey confer on Mr. HaftingS, by this vote, the minor titles of fwindler, 
thief rogue, dial per, cheat, or the more dating deferiptions, tyrant, oppreffor, and murderer } 

I Charge him,’'' f.ii J the Manager, « as a tyrant^ oppreJfor^^ViA murdertr in tbt hrgefifuift of 
th« wW.” ■ Doe' the Houfe know, that though Mr.. Burke was reprirqaudcd for accufing 
Mr, Hafimgs of rou-d-t-, he repeated the Charge on the very next day, and again repeated it a 
lewdavs ago.ashe fays himfcB, tht targtfi finfc of tiezaordf In Bead of Thanks, docs he not 
def^ii vi the rcfcnimem and the reprobation of the Houfe? Ha, the Houfe ever charged Mr, 
HaiViiigs with murder !• On the contr.wy, has it not reprimanded the Manager for ufitig fuch 
foul language ? In uS laft and clofing fpeech he h <s dared tofay, that he charged Mr. H-ftv 
ngs with murder in the Urgeft fehfc of the word, and this at a period when he could make tip 
new Charge of any kind without* a pofitive difobedience of the orders of the Houfe, ‘ Shall 
ynt return him Thanks for abufihg fo grofsly the confidence which the Houfe repofed in him ? 

» Did the Houfc mean to impeach every mafn who had ferved his country in India when they 
put Mr. Haftings on h?n Trial ?— The violence of the Minager had fpared neither the dca^ 
lior the living. Hear.'ftld Mr. Sumner, what he fays in hia clofing fpecclu 

* ‘This cruel tyrant, Harinay, a fubftituie for A ftill more cruel and bloody tyrant. Warred 
Haftlngs-^Haftings fayi to Hannay, You have fucked blood enoirgh for yourfclf,now'(i^ 

•*« Wood for your neighbours.'* ‘ * 

• poes xhH Houfe audibriae fuch language ? Colone) Haunpy is dead. No part of his COQ. 
"dio€i H implicated in the Articles on which fbe caufe refts. 

t SaeakiuK of another Gentleman, tlie Manager fays, << This Balfour, the writer of this 

‘ ' €t egtra- 
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extraordiniry letter^ dne of the milifaiy farmers- t,ener3l employed under Hannay in defo* 
latingche country/* Is fuch to be countenanced prendiircd ? VVhac is ther« in 

Che Charge that applies in the frhallefl tlcgree to Major Balfour ? 

Speaking of Major Ofborne, the Manager faid, “ Major Ofljorne had been dirmilTe I. A 
court-partial ^r^t^oV'^d him, jullly or mijnflly I care nor, from h s lituation. There he fiu 
•• in that box. Who lent him to Oude^ lufuck the Mood Mie military had fpared ?** 

What is there, faid Mr. Sumner, in the Article 5 .on which the Commons i eft their cafe that 
ap|>lies to Major Ofburne ? The Hoofe iii degraded and difgraced by the mlfcondudl of'tiic 
Manager. , . ^ 

f His (upple, worn-dovrn, beaten, cowed, and— I am afraid^ bribed colleague, 'Mr« 
Whelcr.** Is this juftih ible I'loginge to be applied to a man who is no more, whenthera 
is no evidence thit can warrant fuch an infmaacion f It) any ftage of the Tnal^' faid Mr. 
Sumner, fuch language would be highly improper} but in the laft ftage of ii, after evidence 
wascinfed on both fldes, to make fuch remarks tvai in fa£t to betray the caufe entrufted (o 
him ; for he excited no fentiments but thofe of iiuUgnation and contempt, either in the Court 
or in the audience, by fuch general and illibetal abufe. 

In the fame indecent terms* that the Manager had mentioned aim'oft every Gentleman who 
had given evidence on the Trial, did he ad>lief& the C urt. Does the Houfe know, that in 
offering a piece of evidence whicli the Court nnaiumoufly r.^jc£\ed, the TvToi.iger told them that 
he was addrefting an affembly of nohies; Chat tliey would not do fo iuul a thing as to reje^l 
Che evidence he offered ; for if they did, they would like thiev^ ^ inn night cellar ! 

Mr. Sumner faid, he could continue to quote palfjgcs horn iiic I ft fpeech of the Manager 
to very offenfive to decency, fo degrading t. ihe ch ir.iiter of the Hou-.c cf Commons, as would 
ihock the ears of every Gentleman who rcflecftcd, that as a Memixi he tbartd in the difgrace 
brought upon them all by the Mat.af>,er ; but he trulted he had loid Uuffcienc grounds fur the 
Motion which he meant to condiidc with, ood would therefote move the orevious queftion- 
Mr. H'gley faid, he rofe to fecond the Motion, and very fully concniTed in all iir: obferva- 
Cions of his Honourable Friend. lUit there was another i eafon which alfo weighed moft 
forcibly with him $ the Moufe was fenilble of the clamour which had be^tn rairt.d out of doorfp 
and juftly raifed, on account of the unprecedented duration of tins Trial, ‘j'he Hoofe felt it, 
and had ordered a Committee to report the caufes of the duration of it, 'I he Houfe i>ad good 
v^reafons, he prefnmed, titough they did not occur to him, for appointing the Manages to be 
^ the Members of that Commiitee. Ic flrutk him, that they were mule judges in their own 
caufe, for the fault muft be with the Managers, the Counfel of Mr. Hjftmgs, or the Lords. 

111 theclofe of Chat Report another was promifed : Was it decent to thank ti'.e Managers before 
any Motion was even mad's upon the lirft, or before the fecond Report, though promifed (o 
long ago, was delivered ? No precedent of former thanks applied in any d:rgrcc to this cafe. 
The Trial had hfted feven years, and would not be finally terminated until the next feflTion. 
Ifec Gentlemen confider the natuic of their Managers* condudl before they came forward with 
a Vole of Approbation. If the Trial had been huifhed in the fn ft ye:ir, the Houfc would have 
been competent to form an opinion, but the Members had deferted the Hall, and even of ihs 
Managers very few had lately attended. At all events, Mr. Wigley coiKcivcd Che prefent Co 
bo a very improper time to vote Thanks to the Managers. 

Mk Rohinfon faid, he had been prefentin Weftminfter Hall when the lending Manager lnd« 
in his opinion, treated the Court with very great indecency. The fecuiity of the conftituyon 
depended upon each branch of tlie legiflature being kept peife£tly diftukft, and on its being 
Created with every degree of rerpeift. As the leading Man.iger had not adted towards the 
Court in a manner that became him to adl, hsfhould certainly offpofehis receiving theThanks 
df the Houfo. 

Mf, H^indbamf^xdy that although at firft intending not to fpeak, as being in fome degree a 
party in thequeftion, yet he felt himfclf rdieved from this, by the diftinflion taken between 
Burke and tbe other Managers ; although he was convinced there was not one of them 
but would be proud to l>e conne^d with him m the fame and honour of the tranfa£lion.— 
Declariilg himfelf as competent to decide upon what liad pulled at the Trial as any other perfon 
whateveri from his conftant attendance! he afti'medj; that in every inft.ince qu‘)ted by the 
Member who oppofed the Motion, he had been completely miltaken ;; in many inftancea 
attributing to Mr. Burke words never uttered by him, and in ocheis the expieifions were fo. 
garbled as not to be underftood. He, for one,' had never conceived, that in fpeaking upon 
what tbe Managers looked upon to be crimes of the deepeft dye, they were to obferve tiis 
Courtly language of a drawing-room. 

*A/r. Fruncis Gid, that his intention in addrefllng the Houfe on the prefent occafion, was to 
give his teftimony asVwUnefs to cercavor points of faft. That having attended the Trial with 
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the sniteft diligttice« and more connantly, he belteved, than any other Member of the HoufCg., 
he wai at leaf! a competent witnefs upon every thing that palTsd, and that he did not mean to 
aflome any other charader in this debate. That, without queClioning the Honourable Gen«* 
ttetoan's veracity i he did and muft difpute the exadnefs of his rccolle^ion on roaivy points | 
and that even tl>e Honourable Gentleman himfelf had not trufled entirely to iiis own memoiy» 
having been obliged to refrelh it by recurring to a newfpaper, to which Mr. Francis well knew 
Chat no confidence ought to be given. That he thought the Honourable Gentleman had greatly 
overrated, and given a very harlh and lliainedconfirufiion, in every inftance, to the language 
lifed'in the pleadings by his Right Honourable Friend ; — but that, in fome very material j 
particulars, he took upon him to affirm, that tho Honourable Gentleman had been grofsly 
mifiaken or mifmformed. For example, the exprefiion of Sftdtr of Hell was never applied 
by his Right Honourable Friend to Mr. Hafiings; it was a quotation from a fpeech of Sir 
Edward Coke againft Sir Walter Raleigh, and Mr. Burke, when he mentioned It, had fpoken 
of it as a weak and foolifh exprefiion ; that the words, a Judge of Htll^ we>o nothing but a 
quotation from Virgil, 

C^Jligatque auditque doloi^ fubigit^ue f uteri ^ 

which the Honourable Gentleman had thought fit to tranfiate into very vulgar Englifli, and 
then fixed his own Englilh words upon Mr. Burke. ' There was another infiance, and 
snore material than all the refi, on which he cnuld aver with pnfitive certainty, and 
would be ready to do fo in a Court of Jufiice, if it were neccfiary, on which the Honourable 
Gentleman was moft completely mifiakeii, namely, when he aflerted that his Right Hon. 
Friend had treated a vote of this Houfe (in which fome expreffionshe had ufed relative to Sir 
Elijah Impty had been difavowed and difapproved of ) with levity and difrefpeA. This 
Charge, Mr. Francis affirmed, was not true, and chat there was not the fmaltefi ground or 
pretence for it ; that, on the contrary, when his Right rion. Friend mentioned this vote in Wefi - 
minfier Hall, he did it in terms of the greatefi deference and refpedl, and with a mofi fingu- 
lar choice and propriety of language) for thetruthof which Mr. Francis appealed to Mr. Fox. 

Mr. Francis then obferved, that Gentlemen who laid fuch mighty firefs on cafual expref. 
Hons, or other little circumfianccs not efieutial to the conduA of fo heavy and fo laborious a 
bufinefsas the Impeachment, fluiuld have been particularly cautious in fiatingthe fadls with 
Che utmofi accuracy ; — and finally, that even if it had been true, that any inconfiderate or^ 
oven pafilonate exprefiion hadefcaped any of the Managers, which he was far from admitting, 
it would be no obje^ion to the Vote of Thanks now propofed. 'That this Vote exprefled 
nothing but to thank the Managers/or their faithful management in tbiir difebarge of the trujb 
repofed in them, and neither did nor could be fuppofed to biud the Houfe lo adopt every indi- 
vidual word uled by the Managers in their pluidings) and that therefore, unlefs it could be 
ilaceil and proved, that their management had been unfaithful, which had not been attempied, 
nor even pretended, the Houfe could not juAly refufe their afl'ent to the refolution as it fiood 
piopofed. 

Mr, FeXf contrary to his intention, found himfelf obliged to fay a few words. He difclaimed 
all feparaii'on between the refi of the Managers and the Riglic Honcurable Member, fo 
eminently qualified, not only by nature, but bkcwife by his particular fiudy and attention to 
be, as he was termed, their leader in this bufinefs, and with whonf it was their boafiand glory 
•o be iUeotified. As to the imputation of ufing harfh terms, he did not conceive, that the 
Managers were chofen for their capabilities in courtly phrafes ; and as to perfifiing to think the 
fate of Nundcomar a murder, if there was any blame in it, it was his, for it was he and not 
Mr. Burke who had fo exprefied himfelf before the Lords, fubfequeni to the cenfure paflbd 
upon Mr. Burke by tlie Houfe, and he was yet to learn, how any vote of that, or any other 
Houfe, however it might controul his words or adlions, was tofbacklc his thoughts or opinions. 

Mr, Law rofe after Mr. Fox and (aid, that it was unneceflary for him to fay much more 
than to confirm thefiatement of his two Honourable Friends, Mr. Sumner and Mr. Wigley, 
which he did mofi completely \ nur could lie fupprefs his furprizc and afioniihmenc at the 
condudk of gentlemen of charufter, whofe talents he revered, in attempting to excufe the 
leading Manager, by aflerting that, in fome inftances, his expreffions had been mifreprefented. 
Mr. Law folemnly affirmed that ihey were not j that the Fnglifh language did not afford 
. exprefflons more grofi, violent, abufivd, and indeceet than thofe which the Manager had 
iifed. If any pafiage in his fpeeeh could be called fublime aud beauMful, it was at beft but 
fiiUtme and beautiful noqfenfe; at other times his expreffions were fo vulgar and illiberal^ 
Chat the lowefi blackguard in a bear- garden would have been afiiamed to utter them. He 
waSj^ n^e ed furprifed chat a Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Fox) fhould condefeend to mix his 
t^araS^ with that of the leading Manager. Mr. Law faid, he had been a very confianc 
' ajiienjafit upon t!ic Tiial, and he had often foen the Right Hon* Gcutleniiiu eceit his great 
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ftiibUities in rnpport of cho jsaufe afSgned to him, and at often exettM in order fb corred tht 
follies and the intemperance of the leading Manager# Whatever his abilities mighe be, he 
was totally unfit to condufl a public Trial. His violence, his pafilon, and his obfiitiacy wera 
nnconqumble; and as for his fappofed information, Ifwas really afionifhed that a man who 
bad been* twenty*two years employed in Indian inquiries Ihould iliU be fo very ignorant of 
India. His prejudices had totally warped his judgment. The feeling of the public^ Mr« 
Law raid, would not, and could not be changed by a vote of that Houfe. Many thoufandl 
perfons of both fexes had heard the clofing fpeech of the Hon. Manager, which had lafled nine 
slays. His expreflions could not be mifiaken | and he was confident that if the minotes of 
the ftinrc-hand writers were called for, it would appear chat the terms he ufed, infiead of 
being lefs, were more illiberal, outrageous, and oftenfive than his Honourable Friends hail 
feprefented them to be. They were univerfally reprobated, from tlie firll characters amongfl 
the numerous audience chat had heard them, down to the meirengers, door-keepers, and guards. 
In that Houfe, Mr. Law faid. Gentlemen would not fpeak out ; bat he knew that they cofi« 
dcmnedlhe condudof the leading Manager as much as he did ; but obfeived that he was not 
to be controuled, and that oppofition only made him the more violent. Mr. Law faid^tbe Ma- 
tiagerhad treated the Court as ill as he had done Mr. Hafiings. To the truth of the various quo- 
tations, one excepted,which was of an old date, he bore the fulled tefiiinaiiy. The expreflionn 
were ufed in this year, and all of them within a month. The context in no inilance couM 
take away from the grolTnefs or illiberality of the exprelTions. It was difg'aceful to the Houfov 
and fcandalous to tlie caufe of judice, that the mod atrocious libels fhould be uttered againft 
Gentlemen whofe conduCl; was not in quedion, and who, confequently, could not defend 
themfelves. Amongd the Gentlemen with whofe characters the Manager had made fo free, 
there was one very old and intimate friend of his own, Major Ofborne, a Gentleman of as fair 
and honourable a character as any in England, and a man who knew how to defend himfetf* 
It was highly unjud in Che Houfe, and liighly impolitic, to afford theirfanCtion in the (lighted 
degree to any of the abominable calumnies that were uttered. It involved them in injndice, 
inconfillency, and abfurdity. It degraded the national character mod unjudly throughout; 
Europe. Barrere m the National Convention had the other da/ derailed, as fadt, an infamous 
faKhood which party malice hud invented many years ago ; — lie meant the accufation, thac 
, the Englifh were the authors of the dreadful famine that raged fo fatally in Bengal in the year 
1770. At thac time, Mr. Law faid, he was in Bengal, and he affirmed rood falemnly thac 
every exertion was made by the Oritilh government to lefTen the (hocking miferies which the 
people fudained, not from any mifmanagement of the government, whicli was then in the 
hands of Mahomed Reza Cawn, but from a failure in the periodical raius ; that every civil 
fervant of the Company, every BriiiQi officer at every military datioii, apj every EnglUh- 
man throughout Bengal, exerted himfelf to alleviate the didreffes of the people. The mod 
liberal fubferiptions were entered Into, and every perfonal exertion ufed, to procure grain 
wherever it could be found ; yet feme modern hidorians had leprefented the EnglKh as Cho 
caufe of chat famine, and as infenfible of the miferies it brought upon the people. 

In the fame dyle of mifreprefentation did the leading Manager, in the hid year of thie 
Trial, introduce a dory, which refounded through Europe, to the dlfgrace and fcandal of 
this nation: he meant the dor^ of Deby Sing. Mr. Law faid, that on its being told, he had 
affirmed that it could not be true. He knew that cruelty was no part of an £ngli(hmaa*a 
chara£ler in any country, and as little fo in India as any part of the world. ThU juflice he was 
fare the Noble Marquis would do to his countrymen ; for he was tuu high and too honourable 
a charaAer to conceal the truth, becaufe men of great confideration in this country had been 
milled. The Noble Marquis had fhewn himfelf Co be fuperior to Chofe follies and prejudices 
which had didinguifbed fo many perfons in England. 

The leading Manager had implicated a very intimate friend of his in the dory of Deby 
Sing ; he meant Sir John Shore, whom the Minlfter had felefted to govern Bengal. He had 
defcribed that Gentleman as an accomplice in the crimes of Mr. Hadings, and had gone fo far 
In folly as to remoollrate to the Directors on their appointing him Governor.General of 
Bengal. 

Mr. Law faid, that when he heard the Manager cell this dory with fo much confidence in 
Wedminfter-hail, he wasfure from his own knowledge of the country that the dory ceuld' 
not be true; but his regard for Sir John Shore, and his zeal for the honour of hU coiimif, 
induced him to fift the bufinefs to the bottom. He went mod carefully and attentivdiy 
through all chofe volumes which the Manager had in hit pofleflioo alfo, and he boldly chat* 
fenged the mud inventive malice of the mod malicious man thac ever exilted to affix blaefo 
either upon Mr. Hidings or Sir John Shore for any concern they had in thac tranfaff on.' 

* Thd fa£t was ihorciy this : Adi(lridf was rented for ewe years to a man of the obme of Dt 
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and let^oat again by him to \iaJcr-farmers. This man had been for ytfars employed Jn thtf 
revenue line, and was much efteemed both by Sir John Shore and Mr. Anderfon. < 

The firft year the rents were rw^-ilarly paid; in the fecond there were compiaints of great 
leverities having been ufed in the ct)lle»ai.»n of the revr-nne. The firft and the only ad! done by 
Mr. Haftings throughout the whole bafinefs, was to oidcr Dehy Sing to be removed, and that 
^ fo hafty a manner, as to expofe himfclf to the charge of having adtrd with too mucli 
uvi;rlty t6 him. A Gentleman was deputed to receive the complaints of the natives, Pvlr. 
Paterfon, of vvhom the world has heaid fo much, and who was f) little pleated with the 
Citravagant encomiums of the leading Manager, tliat he has publicly difavowed him, and as 
publicly exprelfed concern that his repoits (houtd have been tortured into evidence agaiott Mr. 
Haftings, who had no fort of concern in the buflnefs; but was moft anxious to detedt the 
Coormities of Dc-bv ^iog, and to pivnfh him. 

Mr. Paterfon iranfmiLicd to Calcutta all the complaints he had received, and amongft theiri 
were ftatements of cruelties pra£!ifed upon certain of the natives, tiM> fhocking to be repeated. 
Thefe complaints arrived when Mr. Haftings was abfent, and the Board appointed a Com- 
mitree of Company’s fervants (all fenior to Mr. Paterfon, and not junior, as the Manager 
flaced) to fift this bufinefs to the bottom. The Commiflioners were fworn, and the 
examinations were taken u|ion oaili. Their commifiion did not terminate until long after 
Mr. Haftings was in England j and the rcfult of the fulleft examination was, tliat the moll 
dreadful of the ci unities charged never were committed at all, and that for fuch feventics as 
were cxercifed, no pofliblc blame could attach upon any Englifii Gentleman. Sncli, Mr. 
Law affirmed, was the true ftate of the cafe; and it was a difgrnce to the Houfe <7f 
Commons that the leading Manager (hould have travelleti out of his indt dmeiit, in order to 
utter ids calumnies againft Sir John Sliore, and the public fervants employed in the levcnue 
lliie. 

Mr. Law lamcnteil exceedingly tint fofupcrior a man as Mr. Fox, fince he had accepted 
the officeof a Manager, had not condelcended to examine and to judge for lnmfelf before he 
fpoke. Had he ever himfclf looked into the hilluiy of Dcby Sing, he never could have 
juftified for a moment the condud of the leading Manager. 

Nor was thi$,raid Mr. Law, the only iiiftance in which th*; leading Manager haJ quitted 
the Articles entrufted to him, in order to indulge the malignity of his own dirpofiiion. If^ 
had lately deferihed Mr. Haftings as a man of low', vnlg.ir, and obfeure origin, whofe 
occupations had b<:en bafe, mean, and fordid. If it were of any conieqnence in this frtfe 
country, and at this period, for a m.in to value himfelf upon the accidentaf circiimft.inces of 
iamily, Mr. flafttiigs might have as fair grounds to boaft ot his family as any Gentleman in 
the Huufe. Such topics are ridiculous; but that from fuch a man as the Manager a' wal'd 
Ibould be utceied on the fubjeift of lo jv, mean, and obfeure origin, was indeed moft' extraor- 
dinary, the Manager of all men living ought to have avoided fuch a topic. Mi . Haftings, the 
Manager faid, hid been a fraudulent bullock concraf^or in the yeir i yor. This is downrigtiC 
calumny. Where is tlie Chaige voted by the lloufe, or w'h?rc me evidence that eniitlod him 
to make fuch an afTcrtion ? Indeed, fjid Mr. Law, the M inager, in his cIiMiog fpecch of 
nine days, wafted five of them upon points that had not the moft diitant relation to the caufe 
cotrufted to him by this Houfej and the more he confidcred his c«>ndu£!, the moie was he 
convinced, that from 1788 m this day, he had fyltematic illy, for fome purpofe ur other, 
delayed the clofe of tiie Trial to as late a period a> he polfi'ily could, to the abufe of public 
juftice, at a moft enormous expence to the nation, and to the mamfeft inconvenience of ail 
ranks of people. Every thing he had done was for the purpofe of delay. The Houfe 
Collectively had not attended, and therefore could not judge ; but fuch Genilecnen as 
^^Jreard the Manager examining witnefTcs, keeping fome of them four days together, aikirk 
^^ueitions that had no relation to ilie points in ilfue, or putting the fame queitions over and 
over again, muft be convinced th:)C delay, and delay alone, was hisuhjeCt. No words, Mr. 
Law faid, cvuld convey to Gentleman who had not heard his c'ofing fpeech an adequate idira of 
it— it hllcdnmc days— two were employed in going throu^Ji the Benares, and two in goinfg 
ever the Begum Article : a molt indecent proceeding, Mr. Law fuid, in his opinion, aud af 
TCry poor compliment to the Managers who had well and ably performed their duties; a 
|»roccediag that could have no other effect chan to weaken the force of their obfervaiions.— 
f^uch was the uiiiverfal remark. Anothci day was wafted in part by remarks on that Article 
dvhicly the R'ght Honourable Gentleman (Mr. Fox) had enforced by every argument that 
lahm^'cloquence, and ingenuity could bring forwaid, and which well merited the moft ferioUs 
•ttenuo^f every man. Mr. Law faid, chough he differed in opinion with Mr. Fox, yet he 
tbejuftice Co fay, chat all that man could do to fupport the caufe, he had donb. 
tudHr'iigaio the Jisading M^oiager muft mterferej he muft deftroy ael'ar w hb could ihe 
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produced bv Mr. Fox’s fpecch: he went over the ground ajrain, untilliftlcffneft, 
fatigue, and dif^ul^ were app^irent ni ev’cry countenance. 1 lie remaining four days wer# 
wafted by the Maii:»g<8r npon poinis that lud no fort of relation to theCharge, impiopcr at any 
6me to h:pre been agitated, Liuc when dwelt upon in a fpecch. in reply, which ought to bo 
^Confined toreniaiks upon evidence before the Court, in the higheft degiee indecent and 
^irregular. Part the time was wfted in reading papers that are not in evidence, and in 
blackening the clnriit^.rs of Geiitlenitu who cannot defend thcmfelves. What, then, could 
Uie Manager mean, but to fcitter his calumnies as wide as he could, and to continue the Tijal 
^toihelatcft poft'ihle moment iie could? Mi. Law f.ud, and it was well known, that lie had. 
’no fort of Connexion with Mr. Hillings, and that he hnd in India difapproved of fomc of his. 
political meafuico j bi:yond till's, be h:iu never gone, ab an Jfonourable Member (Mr. Francis} 
well knew. On political fubje^l-; lie had differed with Mr. Haftings, but never upon any ono 
of the four points on which th s Impeaciiinent refts. O.i tbofe points lie never had but one 
opinion; and he believed the mind of e.^ery fair and impinial man in the kingdom was 
made up ns to Mr. H.ittlngc. He was confident th.-it Mr. Haftings in no one adf of his 
public life, harl been w^nped by inteicfted or by malicious motives. One good effsff this 
Trial would have — it w. iild convince his countrymen iiow giofsly they had been ixnpofed 
upon, and tliey would be iefs liable toimpofitum in fuiuie. 

h?r. Law concluded by I'.iying, ilut as he ilicug'ii the condutft of the leading Manager 
throngliour the 1 li^L had entailed Hume and difgi.icc upon the Iloufeof Commons, he fhuuld 
vote iiitdt hi*.*rtily for thepirviou*. (|ueftion. 

JV/r. Fox, in explanation r.ud, ili.u what ha bad Lid on llie topic alluded to, was the refult 
Qf a full confidcration ot the Kiid not fiom the beiifay of any perfon whatever; an4 

wint, wee i he Lmc occafion ' to occur, hefhould not hefitaie to f ly again ; but if it was from 
he.irfjy only tnat he bad his information, he wondered how the H.inourable Member came to 
]^iK>w chat cucumftance ; but hecovild tell him, the Ld\ was ()uile the reverfe. 

Mr. ^'JnfirMher fupported the conduil of Mr. Burke, and faid, tliat though the leading 
Mui.'.o’jr i)ri;»iivdly h.id toM the ftory of Dsby Sing, yet it was another Right Honourable 
Gentleman ( .Mr. Kux) and liimfelf who pmpofed to give evidenc: upon it, thinking they 
ra’gi t ui.ike Ml, Hafting>refponfihle for theaffsof Deby Sing, It was true the Court had 
:p.imouny tiie evidence ; but he ftill retained his own opinion on that, and on other 

points of evidence which bad been rejected. 

Mt . Suin/icr fpoke in explanation ; he wifhed, if any one Gentleman doubted his veracity, 
to refer to lliu minutes of the Ihort^hand writer, as the only criterion by which they could 
determine who was i^ Che ftatemeiit of the language ufed by the Right Honourable 
Map;;ger f ) and upon this pnipt, he declared himfelf willing to meet any of thefe Oenilemfii 
who confidtrcd it In a different point of view from him. 

Mr. 


^ In juftlfica;ion of Mr. Sumner's animadverfions both in this and his former Speech, we 
pifertthe toj^lowing extrai^ts Uom Mr. Buaxe's Speeches in thefcvcral yeais. 

Mr. Buxxs in lySS. 

My Lords, 

** The Genilcmcn who have It In command to fupport the impeachment againft Mr. 
Haftings Htc Governor General of Bengal, have directed me to open a genrral view tUtt 
grounji upon whi(Jh the Commons have pioceeded in their charges againil him *. to opch a 
general view of the txunt, the magniindt, the naturt, the Undonty, avid the crims^l 

with which they have charged him. 

JVbat tic 'greaUfl inter fjii oj the natien have begun, its highefi tribunal will aecom^li/b, 
Jufiice will be done to^infH^. 

It is not Solely, whether the prlfoner at the bar be found innocent or guilty, but whether 
pillions of mankind (bonld be miferable or haf^y* 

My Lords, It is not only the ftibjefts ot this great empire who arc concerned, but ths 
credit and honour of the Britifb nafioa will itjclj be decided by fbit deeijion^ 

Vye know that as we are to be fefveo by men', that the perlons who ferve ns muf h* 
tried as mm, and that there is a very. largo allowance indeed due to human inftrmity and 
liumah error. This wc know« an^ havp weighed before we came to your Lord/hips bar^ 
But the crimes we charge are not the eaufei and efeils of common human frailty, fuch as 
wc know aud'/rs/f and can allow for 5 but they are crimes which have their rife in the wickef 
difpfjjtioni of jyrif— they are ciimei which have their rife in avarice, rapacity, peuU, cruelt'*^ 
^ocitp, malgnity of tettffer, baughtinefs, infoUnte ^ ip every ihing that maniftfts 



[ > 5 * ] 

14i^ 4 Skenian fapp^ited the condu6V of Mr. Burke ; be faid» tbax if the qiieftien was merely 
wheiber the Managers merited the Thanks of the Hotife or not, that he Ihould not vote on' 

the 


htart hiaektntd to the very blaelejl^a bcort dyed deep in blaeknefs-^a heart gangrened to the 
wry eore» 

** Wc have not chofen te bring before you a poor^ trembling delinquent, 

••• We have brought befoie you the head^ the chief , a captain general 9 / iniquity-^Olit In 
whom all the fraudi all the tyranny of India are embodied^ difeiplinedf and arrayed. 

•' *« You have now aboundlefs obje&’-^il is not from this county^ or that pori/b, but whole 
tlimes, and differing nations* 

^ Knowing your Lorcifhips to be podefTed) along with all other judicial virtues, of that 
' patience, I hope, and truft, you will nut grudge a few Jhort hours io the^explanatlon of 
ihat which has roit the Commons near fourteen years of afliduous application— -that you will 
not refufe a few hours to what has cod the people of India upwards of thirty years of their 
innate inveterate patience to tndure, 

Thef(rd of his adfs was the mod bold and extraordinary that I believe entered into 
the head cf any man, I will fay, of any tyrant, which was nothing lefs than a general est^ 
aeptionle/s cenff cation of the property of Bengal* He put it up to a pretended public, but in 
reality to a private and corrupt auflion. 

I (hall fay nothing either of ihe circumdances of the purchafe, or of the right of the 
gieople to their property, or to the nature and mode of detection, until that great quefiion, the 
gteatejl tf all whicli we (hall bring, (hall be brought before your Lordfhips partieularly as 
M article of charge, 

' ** And here 1 come to the beginning of a great notorious fydem of government, which 
conflds of many abufet, branched out into fuch a variety of ways, and has fo much affeOed 
she kingdom, that 1 may venture to fay, it will make one the greatejl and mofi weighty parts 
of the charges, 

1 charge him with having taken away the lands of orphans, with having alienated the 
fortunes of tvfdnvr— with having wajled the country and deftroyed the inhabitants, after 
crtieHy karrnffng and difreffing them. I ebar^ him with having tortured their perfons, and> 
diptos^urtd their religion, through bis wicked (fgents, who were at thff bottom aod root of his 
;tillaipy. 

1 charge him in the name of the Commons of England. 

Now, my Lords, what is it we want ? We want to have the caulb of opprejfed princes-^ 
of undone women of the fird lank,- redrclTcd — of deflated provinces and wajled kingdoms re- 
drcjfcd . — T)o you want a criminal, my Loids ? When was fo much iniquity charged againd 
any one r — No, my Iiords, you mud not look to India to furnilh one, for Mr* Hadings hat 
not lett in India JubJlance enough to furiiiib fuch ahother delinquent. 

' 1 impeach Warren Hadings in the name of the people of India, whofe laws, rights, 

ond liberties he has fibverted. I impeach him in the name of the people of India, whofe 
tountry he has dcjlroytd — I impeach him in the name of human nature, which be has eruellf 
injured and oppreJJ'cd in both fexes. 

Mr. Burke in 1789* 

Eminent for the pillage and deJlruUkn of provinces. 

Crimes o\ great enormity, the ruin and cxpulfion of illuflAous familiei, the total ruin of 
) villages, tlie total expulfion the frft boujes in AJia. 

** A man who, iii bis own perfon, has done more mifebief than all thofe perfons whofe cv|t 
praAices had proiittced all thofe laws, thofe regulations, and even his own appointment, 

* ' A coirupt, (hocking arrangement was made, and Bengal faw a dancing girl admiAftex 
' is laws* 

He has murdered that man by the hands of Sir Elijah Impey. 

ee He gorged his ravenous maw with an allowance of tool, a day.^ He is not (htisded 
. without fucking the blood ofst^oo nobles. He ^ never esrri/pi without he it cruel* He never 
^ dines without creating a famine. He feeds otl the indigent, the decaying, and the ruined, and 
them he deprelTes together 1 not like the generous eagle, who p^eys on a living, reltdiant, 
equal prey s No $ he is like the ravenous vulture, who feeds on the dead, and the enfeebled 
wh^dedroys and iucapacitates hu / ura in the dedrudlion of its objeS',wh\\9 devouring the car- 
«a(hs ofithedead, and then prides himfelf in his ignominious lecoi^y'^ aod hisarseelty is be- 
|j|h4 eorruptioH j at the fame time there is in his hyfoerffy fometbii^ more tyrril^e than 
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,lbe oceailion $ but the motion for the previous ()ueilion oft the groftnd on which it was movers 
tiz.jforthe purpose of throwing a reflexion on the conduct of one of the Cotnnnittee, changed 


j his cruelty. For at the fame time that he cxeicifes a profiription that fweeps off the bread of 
thoufnnds .of the nobility, he turns the precious balm that flows from wounded humanity 
into deadly, rancorous, and tnorldl poifoii to the human race, 

«< Mr. Haftings feaffs in the dark alone | like a wild btaft ke groans in d caratr 
9ver the dead and dying j and like the tyger of that country, he wilhes to withdraw in- 
to a cavern, to indulge with unobferved enjoyment in all the wanton caprices of his ap-, 
petite. 

He comes a heavy calamity to the nation, as We fay a couhtiy is' vifited by fdmine and 

peftilence, 

** His etimes are fo multiplied, that all the Contrivances of ingenuity to cover them ifo 

abortive, 

** If the language had furnifhed me, under the impreffion of thofe feelingii^ A word 
fufficient to convey the complicated atrocity of that a£f, as it flood in iny mind, f 
fliould certainly not have ufed the word murder*, but having no other, 1 was obliged to ufo 
thut word,” 

Mr. BuRkE in 

** One cannot conceive a crime that defames human nature, of which this mart Is not 
charged in tt.e articles of impeachment that are given before your Lordlhlps ; and with re- 
fpedt to the Commons of Greac Britain, when human nature is flirred with rage aga'mfl his 
crimes; when it is tlie fympathy which God has planted in us, and horror of thofe crimes* 
that has called the Commons to >our Lordfliips bar ; when they hear of wur</«rx-— when 
they hear of ufomen torn from their houfes — when they hear of the moft cruel racks and 
tortures that tan be inj/t^'hd, and all tliis from the avarice if the man who it at your Lord-s 
Jbrps bar. 

Every drop of blood that was fpilt in confequence of bis a£ls, was murder. Wo 
^Charge him toith robber ies-^we charge him with tortures-^wc charge him with cruelty, 

“ The unfortunate people of 'England for fourteen years have fuffered theft tkingt. It lo 
they that have had patience. 

The Commons with at this moment to clofc the chaige, and to proceed no further In 
any oF the articles now before you, than thofe on which they have already delivered their 
eviJence. My Loids, the Commons rejoice at the approach of a day, by them fo long %vijhed, 
a day which is to vindicate ^nd give glory, or to obfeure for ever, the juflice ot (his 
kingdom. 'I'he Commons have approached it with a manly confidence, but at the fame 
time with an anxious (olicitude for the greateit flake any nation ever did, or ever could 
have, namely, whether its highefl bodies on judicial proceedings, whether its higheft tri- 
bunals fhall vindicate chat juflice, without which no government can fland; whethe*' they 
fhall vindicate the difpenfations of l^rovidence, that has committed fo greac an empire in 
fo cliflant a country to Greiit Bi train ; whether this country has energy and ability to prote& 
"them s whether we fhould retain a country Co remote and diflant, notwithflandiiig all the 
difficulties th.ic nature has thrown in our way. My Lords, 1 venture to fay, this day is n 
day mofl juflly defired by the Houfe of Commons.'* 

Mr. Bur Its in 1794 . 

<< This fwindling Mjecxnas — fwindling of glory, and obtaining honour under falfo 
pretences bad fcrihbler of abfurd papers, who could never put two feniences of fenfe 
together. 

■< A fraudulent Bullock ContraAor— his examples are of perfons who have become rebels 
to their fovereigns. 

A traitorous and rebellious affiimption of the power which belongs only to the King, as 
Sovereign, with both Houfes of. Parliament. 

If you allow fuch dodlrines, your JLordihipi are as wild, favage, and unprincipled as the 
prifuner who flanda at your bar^ 

** His fuppie, worn- down, beaten, cowed, and I am afraid, bribed eoUeague, Mr* 
Wbeler. 

** Hear what Loixf Coke fays of a paflage in Virgil-** 

Gafiigatqtie auditive doles, fuhiiitfue fattrh 

Past Vll. X 
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its natareientSrilyy ind be therefore fboM feel it his duty tt> remain in the Hoitfe with 
Who oppofed it« 

The 


** Such are the damned and damnable proteedings of a judge in Helt» and fuch 4i jodge^ 
was Warren Haftiogs. 

.. We charge him as a tyrant, an oppreflbr, and murderer, in the largeft fenfe of the 
word. 

A man whofe origin was low, obfcure, and vulgar, and bred In vulgar and ignoble" 
'habits— more proud (ban peribns born under canopies of ftate, and fwaddled in purple. 

I ** The indecency, the rancour, the pride, and tho iufolence of the Dows, the Haftings's, 
and their adherents. 

c, ** Yon have Icen the atroelotfs infolence, the tyrannical pride with whtbh he reproaches 
us. 

'** Tl^ts cruel tyrant Hannay', a fuhditute to a i^ill more cruel and bloody tyrant, Wav- 
>aN Hastimos— Hastivos fays to Hank ay, You have fucked blood enough for yomlvlf, 
now fuck blood for your neighbours. 

Captain Williams murdered Rajah Muflapha Cawn with his own band. 

^ ^ Ho man if a tyrant, who is not, when he can be, a icbel. 

** Qod forbid that 1 fliould praife that Commiuee in any refpefl— 1 know It was a eem» 
mUl$i f§hbtr$* 

** A fpcctes of accodnti which. In a night cellar among thieves, could hardly be at- 
tempted. 

1 wore 0 full of fine deaths as Jew bail — they all will burn for your gang. 

<< Here is a watch— 1 wore it as long as 1 chofe, and now I give it up to ihe gang. 

As to honfe-rent for aid-de-camps, be may fay, I have found lodgings in Si. Gileses fwr 
'fm$ 4 ih§gang» 

** A fink not only of filth and excrement to fhock the natural fenfes, but of filth and 
excrement CO fhock the moral fenfe of every viiitnr. 

Vindf^tkig himfell by the founding of a college for thieves, pickpockets, felons, and^ 
houfe- breakers. 

In the fwindling account, fwlndlp, upon fwimlle— and Mr. Lark t no, keeping the 
private as he kept the public account, has fwindled a whole year in his account of this 
tranibdlioii. 

g, A eoiAinon-pface dog- trot fraud of the ineaneR of mankind. 

You nittft repeal the Ad of Parliament, if you acquit Mr. HAsriKes— you mofl pro- 
nounce the LcgiRatnre a liar. 

Majer Osbobkx had been dirmifTed. A court martial had removed him — I care 
not whether jofily or unjuRly; there be fits in that box. Who Tent him to Oude to fuck 
.'the blood the military had fpared } A wild beaft when his belly is full may be pleafed 
and lick your hand. You might liave a ferene day under fuch a beaft, but can you under 
that man Hastings f 

He isa Captain general of iniquity— thief— tyrant— robber— cheat — ftiarper— fwindler. 
We call him all thefe names, and are forty that the Englilh language does not afford terms 
adequate to the enormity of his offences. 

** Revenge is a fort of wild jnftice— it is the teft of heroic virtue — ^we will continue to 
the end to pcirfecute. 1 vow, that we bear immortal hatred againft this feum, filth, and 
poUntion of Indian guilt; if the Commons do not, I take it all to myfelf. 

Sir Walter RalrigH was cafled a fpider of hell. This was foolllh, indecent, in 
LordCoxR. Had he been a Manager on this trial, he would have been guilty of a neg- 
left of duty^. had he not called the prifoner a fpider of hell. 

** 1 tremble for the event, becaule, if the prifoner is innocent, the Commons are 
guilty. 

Nothing bat the malice of the Houfe of Commons conld have infti|ated them to in- 
. llitute this profecution, if they had not been fure of his guUt*— Nothing but a great party 
lormed by his wealth eoul^'Cuppoit him. 

« We reduced this caufe into a fmaller compafs, into four CbargtSp bccauTe of the long 
^protraftion of ic-^-Chofe we left being at bad as the reft. 

Wbatl compare this man, a bullock«driver, with Tames lane and thofis con- 
querors f— When Oonpunifhed Pnaraoii and Bgypt, he flid net fefid armies, hut lice and 
to h9 iho land wafte. 


f* This 
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The queftion was then put, when there appeared, 

* /or die previous queftion ai. Noes 55. Majority 2 A* 

The queftion of Thanks was then put, when there appeared, 

Ayes 50t Noes 21. Majority 29. 

The ufual motion, that the Speaker do give the Thanks of the Houfe to the Managers in 
their tdaces, was then put and carried j and the Speaker addreffed the Managers in the fpi* 
lowing fpcMh: 

^ GhNTLKMIH, '* 

** IT is my duty to communicate to you the Thanks of this Houfe, for the manner in 
which you have difcharged a mod arduous truft, on an occafioo higidy imereding to die 
honour and judice of the nation. 

The fubjeA to which your attention has been diredled was intricaie and eattenlivi 
beyond example : You have proved chat it was well fuited to your indudry and doqnencai 
' Che exertloid of which have conferred honour, not on yourfeives only, but on this HooC^ 
whofe credit is intimately connected with your own. • A forcible admonition has beea giveiit 
on this occafion, to all perfons in Ittuations of high and important national crud, that they can 
neither be removed by didance, or iheltered by power, from the vigilance and auc&ricy oit 
this Houfe j which Is poflefledof no privilege more imporunt, than that by wfaicb it is enabled 
to bring public delinquents to the bar of public judice, and ibus to preferve or refcue frone 
dilhonour the Britifh name and charadfer. 

But in addreiung you on this occafion, and in confidering the beneheial conreqiaences CO* 
be expe^ed from this proceeding, it is impoflible not to advert to theincreafed lecurity which 
the conftiCution has derived in the courfe of it, from the recognition and full coofirmatioo of 
Che principle, that an impeachment is not difcontinued by a diflfolation of Parliament } t 
principle elTtincIal ro the privileges of this Houfe, and to the iodependent and ededtiin 
adroinidracion of public judice. | 

Under thefe imprcflions, fuggeded by the nature and importance of your truft, and by 
the manner in which you liave difcharged it, 1 obey, with the utmoft fatisfaAuMif the 
commands of this Houfe, by dating to you their Rcfolution, 

^ That the Thanks of this Houfe be given to the Members who were appointed the 
** Managers of the Impeachment againd Warren Haftiogs, Efq, for their faichful manage* 
menc in their difeharge of the trufl repofed in them.’* 

Mr, Pitt moved, that the Speaker do print his fpeech. 

Mr, But kt (aid, that by the orders of the Houfe, when the Thanks were given, be and his 
Brother* Managers were tongue* tied, and had no means whereby to exprefs their gratitude 
but by their fubmilHon to thofe orders. But he thought he Ihould be wanting in gratitude if 
he did not, the moment the penalty of filence was removed, feize the fird opportunity to 
exprefs his own facisfadtion, and chat of his Fellow- Managers, on the occafion. They had 
laboured to difdiarge their duty, they had completed the tafit, and they were paid hf tho 
Thanks of that Houfe, Che firft reward men could receive. Next to the Thanks he mail 
notice the very dignified and elegant manner in which the Speaker had difcharged that ufic, 
in which he eonfulted not only the grandeur and dign<ty of that Houfe, hut at die fame timo 
politenefs and attention to them. He then entered into a Ihort defence of the conduct of tho 
Impeachment. He afiUred the Houfe chat no afperity of remark fiionld provoke him ta 
fay a word ( that prejudices arifing from perfonal friendihip, or from a fenfe of j^rfonal 
obligations, were coo laudable for him to be difeompofed at : he would only afliire the Houfe, 
that he had thrown no genera) refledlions on the Company's fervancs, having merely repeated 
what Mr. Haftingsbiififelf had faid of the troops ferving in Oode j and it would be fbaad by 


This erWirerjrcrwfiirfr— ifeoreei-T/fepiV— froma blindprefomption, overturned the 
whole fyflem, and ruined the trade of the country. By hit own condufl. he fet all 
vigilance afieep : by his bullock contrafls he corrupted his coadjutor. 

When becomes before you, you Ijnd him poised of no one quality fitfor any bufloeft 
whatever. ... 

<< Sometimes Gop has made wickednefs mad. 

1 a(k and ferutinige what was latent in a tygeris hearb<-*what wai in a iyger*f bieaft ta 
do— and chat he did. 

He formed all thefe infernal plots ip hk mind, uncertain which he would exceme. 

At the fame time that he had thf giqpaeity of a vuiturei be had no| the talons or the 
beak of 9 vulturcwd* fell hit prey.’* 


referring 



rtferrmgtp the i ith and 1 3tli Articles, that the Houfe had marked their opinion oF the 0%ert 
ferving in Oude, in the very terms that he had ufed ; and as for the other expreHions, they 
had been very much mlfreprefented. 

Mr, Laiu ill reply to Mr. Burke faid, that he deflred not to be included amongfl thofe 
Gentlemen^ if any fiich there were, which he did not believe, who a£ted either horn early 
prejudices, or from a fenfe of favours received ; he was as Independent of Mr. Hayings as of 
thC'two Right Honourable Gentlemen who were united upon the prefent queflion ; and he 
gave his vote from the Armed convi^ion that he was right, and that, Indedd of Thanks, the 
t^ing Manager merited the reprobation of every man Who had the honour of the Houfe and 
«>rtbe country at heart; he was, indeed, forry to fee the Right Honourable Gentleman (Mr. Y 
Yox), whom he much refpeOed, a£ling in the prefent indance under fuch a leader. He 
ItMiW ^ba\ the fenfe; of the country was ; and no vote of that Houfe, though fupported by all 
Ike influence both of the Minider and of the Oppnfition, could change the public mind, of 
convince the people of the propriety of the condiiA of the leading Manager. '‘'With regard to 
bis having mifreprefented any one expredion ufed by the leading Manager in Weftminder- 
liaili h^ was confident he had not, and that if the minutes of the (hort-hand writer were 
referred to, it would be found, that he had been infinitely more abufive and violent than he 
liad been reprefented in the quotations that were made. Mr. Law repeated^ that no contra- 
diction, let itconne from what quarter it would, could have the flighted effeA in this cafe ; it 
was impodible to midate what fo many thoufands had heard, what fo many thoufands had 
reprobated, and which, as he faid before, excited no otlier fentiments than thofe of contempt 
hnd indignation in the minds of the auditors, from perfons of the highed rank down to the 
door* keepers, guards, and porters, attending in and about Wedminder-hall. 
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SUPPLEMENT 


REPORT FROM THE COMMITTEF. OF THF HOUSE OF 
COMMONS APPOINTED TO INSPECT THE LORDS* 
JOURNALS IN REI^ATION TO THEIR PROCEEDINGS 
ON I HE TRIAL OF WARREN HASTINGS, ESQ^^ND 
TO REPORT WHAT THEY FIND THEREIN TO I'HE 
HOUSE iWHICH COMiVHTTEE WERE THE MANAGERS 
APPOINTED TO MAKE GOOD THE ARTICLES OF 
IMPEACHMENT AGAINST THE SAID WARREN 
HASTINGS, ESQ. AND WHO WERE AFTERWARDS 
INSTRUCTED TO REPORT THE SEVERAL MAT- 
TERS WHICH HAVE OCCURRED SINCE THE COM- 
MENCEMENT OF THE SAID PROSECUTION, AND 
WHICH HAVE, IN THEIR OPINION, CONTRIBUTED 
TO THE DURATION THEREOF TO THE PRESEN T 
TIME, WITH THEIR OBSERVATIONS THEREUPON. 


Y our Committee has received two 
powers from the Houfc — the firft 
on the ^th of March 1794, to infpc^l; 
the Lords Journals in relation to their 
Proceedings on the Trial of Warren 
Haftings, El'q. and to report what they 
find therein to the Houle. 

The fecond is an inllru^^ion given on 
the 17th day of the fame month of 
March, to this effect : That your Com- 
mittee do report to this Houfe the fe- 
vcral matters which have occurred fiiice 
the commencement of the faid profccu- 
tion, and which have, in their opinion, 
contributed to the Duration thereof to 
the prefent time, with their obfervations 
•thereupon. 

• Your Committee is fcnfible, that the 
Duration of the faid Trial, and the 
Caufes of that Duration, as well as the 
-matters which have therein occurred, 
do well merit the attentive conildcration 
• of this Houle ; we have therefore en- 
deavoured, with all diligence, to em- 
•ploy the powers that have been granted, 
.and to execute the orders that have bec|v 
gij/cn to us, and to report thereon as 
fpeeddy as poUibl^ and as fu)ly the 
tune wuuU adinlu 


Your Committee has conlidcred, 
the mere faft of the Duration of the 
Trial, which they find to have com- 
menced on the 13th day of February 
1788, and to have continued by various 
adjournments to the laid 1 7th of March. 

During that period, the Sittings of 
the Court have occupied one hundred 
and eighteen days, or about ono third 
of a year. 

The difiribution of the Sitting-days 
in each year is as follows : 

In the year 1788, the Court fat 35 

,^89, 

1790, 14 

1791, 5 

179*, 

^ 793 p — afx. 

1794, to the ifi of 7 

March, inclufive 1 ^ 
Total 1x8 

Your Committee then proceeded to 
confidcr theCaufes of this Durarion with 
regard to Time, as mcafured bv the Ca- 
lendar, and alio as meafured by the 
Number of Days occupied io a^ual 8ic« 
ting, 

CAJ Tiuy 
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They fin< 3 , on examining the Dura- 
tion of the Trial, with reference to the 
Number of Tmrs which it has lafted, 
that it has been owing to leveral pro- 
rogations, and to one diftblution of tar- 
liament ; to difcuilions which arc fup- 
pofed to have arifen in the Houle of 
Teers on the legality of the continu- 
ance of Impeachments from ParJiament 
to Parliament ; that it has been owing 
•to the number and length of the ad- 
journments of the Court, particularly 
.tile adjournments on account of the 
Circuity which adjournments were in- 
terpofed’ in the middle of the Scifion, 
and the moft proper time for bulincfs ; 
that it has been owing to one adjourn- 
ment made in confequcnce of a com- 
plaint of the Prifoner againft one of 
your Managers, which took up a fpace 
of ten days ; that two days adjourn- 
ment \Vcrc made on account of the ilU 
nefs of certain of t;he Managers ; and, 
as far as your Committee can judge, 
two Sitting-days were prevented by the 
fudden and unexpected dereliction of 
the defence of the Prifoner at tlic clofe 
of the laft Sellion, your Managers not 
having been then ready to produce their 
evidence in reply, nor to make their 
dbfervations on the evidence produced 
by the Prifoner'b Couniel, as they ex- 
peCted the whvjle to have been gone 
through before they were called on for 
their reply. In this Selhon your Com- 
mittee computes that the Trial was de- 
cayed about a week or ten days. The 
Lords waited for the recovery of the 
Marquis Cornwallis, the Prifoner wiili- 
ing to avail himfelf of the teiliniony of 
that Noble Perlbn. 

With regard to the one hundred and 
eighteen days employed in aCtuul Sit- 
ting, the dillributioii of the buiincls 
was in the maiiucr following : there 
were Ijpcnt, 

Days 

In reading the Articles of Impeach- 
ment and the Defendant's Aniwer, 
and in Debate on the Mode of Pro- 
ceeding - - - 3 

Opening Speeches and Summing-up 
' by the Managers - - 19 

Documentary and oral Evidence by 
* the Managers - - 51 

■ Opening Speeches and Summing-up 
, Dy the Defendant’s Counfel, and 
Defendant’s Addreifes to thcCoiirt 22 
Dbeumenrary and oral Evidence on 
the part 01 the Defendant - 23 

1 iS 
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The other head, namely, that jhc 
Trial has occupied one hundred aV/.i 
eighteen Days, or nearly one third of 
a-ycar, — this your Committee conceive 
to arife from the following immediate 
caufes : 

Firll, The nature and extent of the 
matter to be tried. 

Secondly, The general nature and 
quality of the evidence produced. It 
was principally documentary evidence ■ 
contained in papers of great length, the 
whole of which was often required to 
be read, when brought to proj’c a finglc 
fhort fa6\. Under the head of evidence 
mud be taken into confideration ’ the 
number and defeription of the witnelTes 
examined and crofs-examined. 

Thirdly, and principally, the Dura- 
tion of the Trial is to be attributed to 
objeftions taken by the Prifoner’s Coiin- 
fel to the admifllibihty of fevcral docu- 
ments and pcrlbns offered as evidence 
on the part of the Profccution. Thcfc 
objc£lions amounted to fixty-two : they 
gave rile to fcveral debates, and to 
twelve references from the Court to the 
Judges. 

On the part of the Managers the 
number of objeftions was fmall ; the 
debates upon them were ihort ; there 
was not upon them any reference to' 
the J udges ; and the Lords did not even 
retire upon any of them to the Chamber 
of Parliament. 

This Jaft Caufc cf the Number of 
Sitting-days your Committee confidcrs 
as far more important tlian all the ro(l, 
The quellions upon the admiilibility cf 
evidence; the manner in which thcfc 
quellions were dated and were decided; 
the modes of proceeding ; the great 
unccnainty of the principle upon which 
evidence in that Court is to be admitted 
or rcje6lcd ; all thcfc appear to your 
Committee materially to affedt the con- 
ditution of the Houfe of Peers as a 
court of judicature, as well as its pow- 
er>, and ihe purpofes it was intended 
to anfwer in the State. The Peers 
have a valuable intcred in the conlcr- 
vation of thtir own lawful privileges ; 
but this intered is not confined tathe 
Lords. The Commons ouglit to par- 
take in the advantage of the judicial 
rights and privileges ©f that high Court. 
Courts are made for the fuitors, and 
not the fuitors h'r the court. Tlie con- 
Icrvation of all cihir parts of the law, 
the whole indeed of the rights and Ji- 
benics of the fubje^V, iilnmatcly de- 
pends upon the prefer vatiun of the law 
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of Parlisment in irs original force* and 
^^horiry. 

Your Committee had reafon.to en- 
tertain apprehenfions, that certain 
proceciijiigs in this Trial may pof- 
fibly limit and 'veaken the means of 
carrying on any future Impeachment of 
the Commons. As your Committee 
fell thefe apprrUenlions ftrongly, they 
^ tliought it iheir duty to begin with 
humbly fubmitting fa61s and obferva- 
tions on the proceedings concerning 
evidence to the confidcration of this 
Houfe, before they proceed to (late the 
other matters which come within the 
fcope of tl\c diredlions which they have 
received. 

To enable your Committee the better 
to execute the talk impofed updh them in 
carrying on the Impeachment of this 
Houfe, and to find Ibme principle on 
which they were to order and regulate 
their conduft therein, they found it ne- 
ceffary to look attentively to the jurif- 
didlion of the Court in which they 
were to a61 for this Houfe, and into its 
laws and rules of proceeding, as well 
as into the rights and powers of the 
Houfe of Commons in their impeach- 
me ms, 

RELATION OF THE JUDGES, &C. TO 
^ THE COUK r OF PARLIAMEN r. 

Upon examining into the courfe of 
proceeding in the iloufc of Lords •'*, and 
into the relation which cxifts between 
the Peers on the one hand, and their 
attendants and affiftants, the J uciges of 
the Realm, Barons of the Exchequer 
of the Coif, the King’s learned Coun- 
fcl, and the Civilians Mailers of the 
Chancerv, on the other ; it appears to 
your Committee, that tlufe Judges, and 
other perfons learned in the common 
and civil Iiws, are no integrant and 
ncceffarv part of that Court. Their 
writs of fummons are eflentially differ- 
ent ; and it docs not appear, that they 
or any of them have, or of right ought 
to have, a deliberate voice, either ac- 
tually or virtually, in the judgments 
given in the High Court of Parliament. 
Tneir attendance in that Court is folcly 
miuillerial} and their anfwcrs to quel- 
tioMS put to them arc not to be regarded 
as declaratory of the law of Parliament, 
but are merely confultory refponfes, in 
order to furnilh fneh matter (to be fub- 
micfcd to the judgment of the Peers) 
as, may be ufcful m reafoning by ana- 
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logy, fo far as the nature of the rulea 
in the refpc6tivc Courts of the learned 
perfons confulted, ihali appear to the 
Houfe to be applicable to the nature 
and circumffanccs of the cafe before 
them, and no ocher wife. 

JURISDICTION OF THE LOROS.' 

Your Committee finds, that iit all 
Impeachments of the Commons of 
Great Britain for High Crimes anj 
Mifdcmeanors before the Peers in the 
High Court of Parliament, the Peers 
are not T riers or J urors only, bit by the 
ancient laws an.l cimditution of this 
Kingdom, known by confiant .ufigc, 
are Judges both of law and facSl ; and 
we conceive that the Lords are bound 
not to a£t in fuch a manner as to give 
rife to an opinion that they have virtu.- 
ally fubmitted to adivifion of their legal 
powers ; or that, putting themfclvcs in- 
to the fituacion of mere Triers or Ju- 
rors,- they may fulfer the evidence in 
the caufc to be produced or not pro- 
duced before them according to the dif- 
cretion of the Judges of the inferior 
Courts. 

LAW OF PARLIAMENT. 

YoiirComniittcc finds, that the Lords, 
ill matter of Appeal or impeachment in 
Parliament, arc not of right obliged to 
proceed according to the courfe or rulea 
of the Roman civil law, or by thofe of 
the law or ufage of any of the inferior 
Courts in Weftminftcr Hall, but by the 
law and ufage of Parliament. An^ 
our Committee finds, that this has 
cen declared in the mod clear and ex- 
plicit manner by the Houfe of Lords in 
the year of 6ur Lord 1387 and 1388, iii 
the eleventh year of King Richard the 
Second. 

Upon an Appeal in Parliament then 
depending againft certain g^’cat perfons. 
Peers* and Commoners, the faid Ap- 
peal was referred to the Jullices and 
other learned perfons of the law : at 
“ which time,** (it is fiid in the re- 
cord’*) “that the Jufticcs and Scr- 
“jeants, and others the learned in 
“ the law civil, were charged,- by or- 
“ der of the King our Sovereign 
“ aforefaid, to give their faithful coun- 
“ fel to the Lords of the Parliament 
“ concerning the due proceedings in 
“ the caufe of the Appeal aforefaid, 
“The which Juftices, Serjeants, and 
•• the learned in the hw of the king- 
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** shd alfo the learned in the law 
** have taken the fame into dcli- 
beration j and have anfwcrccl to the 
faid Lords of Parliament* that they 
had fecn and well conlidercd the 
*• tenour of the faid Appeal ; and 
** they fay^ that the fan.e Appeal was 
“ neither made nor pleaded according 
** tq the order which the one law or the 
other requires. Upon which the laid 
•** Lords of Parliament" have taken the 
•* fame into their deliberation, and con- 
fultation, ahd by the alfcnt of our 
faid Lord the king, and of their 
** common agretment, it wrs declared, 
that in fo high a crime as that which 
** is diarged in this Appeal, which 
touches the perfon of our Lord the 
King and the (late of the whole 
Kingdom, perpetrated by perfons 
“ who arc Peers of the Kingdom along 
** with others, the caufe ihall not be 
“ tried in any other place but in P.tr- 
** liament, nor by any other 1 iw than 
the law and courfc of Parliament ; 

** and that it bclongcth to the Lords of 
** Parliament, and to their franchife 
•* and liberty, by the ancient culiom of 
the Parliament, to be judges in fuch 
** cafes, aud in thefe cafes to judge by 
the alTcnt of the King } and thu^ it 
lhall be done in thiscale by the award 
of Parliament : bccaufc the realm of 
England has not been heretofore, nor 
** is it the intention of our faid Lord 
^'th^King and the Lords of Parlia- 
“ ment that it ever IJioiild be, governed 
** by the law civil : and alfo it is their 
refolution not to rule or govern lb 
high a caufe ss this Appeal is, which 
“ cannot be tried anywhere but in Par- 
liament, as hath been faid ‘■eforc, by 
the courfe, procefs, and order ufed in 
“ any Courts or places inferior in the 
“ fame kingdom ; which Courts and 
** places arc not more than theexccutops 
“ of the ancient laws and culioms of 
*' the Kingdom, and of the ordinances 
and efrabhihments of Parli^mcnt-r- 
'* ]t was determined by the Ljd Lords 
of P.ir liament, by the alTcnt of our 
“ faid Lord the King, that this Appeal 
was made and pleaded- wcM and fuffi- 
*• ciciuly, and thvit ihp procefs upon it 
*• is good and cfl'c£taat, according to 
M the law and conrfe of Parliament, and 
ff for fuch tjicy decree and adjudge 
“ it.” 

And your Commiitcp finds, that, to- 
(he c|ofc ,of the (ame Parliament,' 


the fame right was again claimed and 
admitted as the fpecial privilege 
Peers, in the following manner : — “ Jii 
“ this Parliament, all the Lords then 
“ prefent, Spiritual as well aijj Tem- 
“ porai^ claimed as their franchife, that 
‘‘ the weighty matters moved in this 
** Parliament, and which lhall be moved 
in other Parliaments in future times, 

** touching the Peers of the Land, lhall « 
be managed, adjudged, and dilcuircd 
by the courl'e or Parliament, aud in 
no fvjrt by the law civil, or by the 
‘‘ common law of the land, ufed in the 
“ other lower Courts of the kingdom ; 

“ which claim, liberyr, and franchife, 

“ the King gracioully allowed, and 
‘‘ granted to them in full Parlia- 
** ment 

Your Committee finds, that the 
Commons, having at that time confi* 
dered tlie Appeal above mentioned, ap- 
proved the proceedings in it, and, as 
far a:, in them lay, added the fiiiidfioii 
of their accufation againft the perfons 
who were the objc6t$ of the Appeal. 
They alfo, immediately afterwards, im- 
peached all the Judges of the Common 
Pleas, the Chief Uaron of the Exche- 
quer, and other learned and eminent 
perfons, both Peers and Commoners, 
upon the concluflon of which Impeach- 1 
ments It was that the fccontl claim was 
entered. Jn all the tranfadfions afore- 
laid the Commons were adking parties j 
yet neither then, nor ever fincc, hive 
they made any ohjedkion or proteftation, 
that the rule laid down by the Lords in 
the beginning of the Selfjon of 1388, 
ought not to be applied to the Impeach- 
ments of Commoners as Wvll as Peers, 
Jn many cafes they have claimed the 
benctir of this rule ; and in all cafes 
they have adted, and the Peers have 
determi'sed, upon the fame general 
principles, The Peers have always 
fiipported the fame franchifes j nor arc 
there any precedents upon the records 
of Parliament fubverting either the gc. 
ncral rule or the particular privilege, 
fo far as the fame relates either to the 
courfc of proceeding or to the rule nf 
law by which the Lords are to judge. 

Your Committee obfervos alfo, that 
in the comniillhms to the Icvcral Lords 
High Stewards who have been appoint- 
ed on the Trials of Peers impeached 
by the Commons,^ the proceedings are 
dnpdfed to be had according 10 the law 
and cudom of the Kingdom (itid the 
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tufim of Parliament ; which words are 
4^ to be found in the commiilions for 
trying upon indiftments. 

“ As every Court of Juftice” (fays 
J-ord Coke) “ hath laws and cuftoms 
for its direction, fomc by the coni- 
“ mon law, fome by the civil and ca- 
“ non law, fomc by peculiar laws and 
“ cuHoms, &c. fo the High Court of 
‘Y“ Parliament fais proprtis Ugibus ft con^ 
* * fuetucii nibn r fubJijUt, 1 1 is by t h c Ux 
“ et confneludo Parliamenti that all 
weighty matters, in any Parliament 
moved, concerning the Petrs of the 
“ Realm, or Commons in Parli-UBcnt 
“ affembled, ought to be determined, 
“ adjudged, and difculfed by the courfc 
“ of the Parliament, and not by the 
“ civil law, nor yet by the common 
laws of this realm ufed in more in- 
“ ferior Courts — And after found- 
ing himfelf on this very precedent of 
the nth of Richard II. he adds,“ 7 ^ 5 A 
“ is the reafon that fmhjes ou^ht not to 
“ ;^i'V€ any opinion of a mailer of Par* 
“ li ament y becaufe it is not to be decided 
“ by the common lawsy but fecund urn Ic- 
“ gem et confuetudinem Parliamenti : 
** And fo the J’ld^e^ in divers Pariia* 
“ ments have confejJedA* 

^ HULK OF FLEADINO, 

Your Committee do not find, that 
any Rules of Pleading, as obferved in 
the inferior Courts, ha\ c ever obtained 
in the proceedings of the High Court 
of Pfirliaiiicnt, in a caufe or matter in 
which tile whole procedure has been 
wirhin their original jurifdidtion. Nor 
docs your Committee find, that any de- 
murrer or exception, <is of falfc or er- 
roneous pleading, hath been ever ad- 
mitted to any Impeachment in Parlia- 
ment, as not coming within the form of 
the pleading; and although a referva- 
tion or proteft is made by the defend- 
ant (matter of form, as we conceive) 
“ to the generality, uncertainty, and 
“ infufficiency of the Articles of Iiii- 
pcachment," yet no objedfions have 
in fadf been ever made in any part of 
the record ; and wlicn verbally they 
have been made ('until this Trial), they 
’have* conllantly been over-ruled. 

The Trial of Lord Stralforde is one 
of the mofi: important caras in the Hif- 
tory of Pariiamentary J udicatiirc f . f u 
that Trial, and the difpofitions made 
preparatory to it, the piocefs on Jm- 
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ptachmcBts was, on great confidcratioii, 
rcfcarch, and Rledticn of prcccdcnu, 
brought very nearly to the form which 
it retains at this da\ ; and gri-at and 
important parts of Parliamentary law 
were tlicn laid down. Tuc Commons 
at that time nude new charges,^ or 
amended the old, as they faw occafion. 
Upon an application from the Commons 
to the Lords, tiuit the examinations 
taken by their HLoidlhips 4t their re-^ 
qucil, might he deJiv ereiir to tln-m, for 
the purpotc of a more cxadl fpccilicatioii 
of the charge they had made ; on de- 
livering tile ineflage of the Commons, 
Mr. Pim, amonglt other things, laid, 
as it is enrered in the . .ords’ JourpaU f, 

“ .According to the claufc of refervation 
“ in the cunclufioii of their charge, 

“ they (the Coinmt»ns) will add to the 
“ charges, not to the raaiter in refpec^t 
“ of comprehenfion, extent, or kind, l>ut 
“ only to reduce them to more particu- 
“ laritics, tliat the Earl of Strafibrdc 
“ might anl'vver w-ith the more clearnefs 
“ and expedition— 

“ bv this tvay of SPECIAL ibar^e ; aod 
there fou' they hav> taken ca\c m thnr 
“ ifoufe^ ffpon protefiatlon^ tbai thn Jhall 
be no prejudice t-t bind them fiovi prj» 
iced ng in^ GENERAL in oibtr tuf *, 

“ and that tbty arc not to be ml d by pm* 

“ teedings in other cc^-ur's, r.'iou'b pi old* 

“ tat ion tbrv have made Jot 10/. pi (ft* 
V'tiion of the po wer of Pailiamtn! •y 
“ and they de/ire that the like late //I'ly 
be had in your Lord/bipd Ihsf d* 

This Prorcltation is eiucTeii on the 
Lords’ Journals. Thus cartful wore 
the Commons that no exictncl's ufed by 
them for a temporary accommoJatioii, 
Ihoiild become an example deruguiory 
to the* larger rights of Parluiueiuary 
procefs.. 

At length the quefiion of their being 
obliged to conform to any of the rules 
bclciw came to a for mil judgment j|. hi 
the Trial of Dr. Sachcvcrelj, March 
loth, 1709, “the Lord Nottingham dc- 
“ fired their Lordihips’ opinion, Whe- 
“ thcr he might propofc a queftion to 
“ the Judges here ( in We ft mind tr 
“ Hall) ? Thereupon tb^e Lords, being 
“ moved to adjourn, adjourned 10 tr.c 
“ Houfc of Lords, and on debate* («s 
“appears by a note) it was agreed, 
“ that the <]iu*ft.ion lliould be propoled ^ 
** in Wcftmmftcr Hall.*' Accordingly, ’ 
when the Lords returned the fame day 

Lords* Journals, Vol. iv. p. 133. 
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into the HaH, the queffion wa? put by 
Lord Nottingham, and dated to the 
Judges by the Lord Chancellor ; 

Whether by the Law of England^ 
** and condant Practice in all Profecii- 
•* tions by Indi^meht and Information ^ 
" for crimes and mifdemeanors, by 
** Writing or Ipcaking, the particular 
words fuppoied to be* written or 
•* ipoken mud not becxprcfsly fpecified 
in the indiilment or information ? ** 
On this qiicfi ion the Judges^, 
and in open Court, delivered their 
opinion; tlie fuhfiance. of which was, 
•* Thar by the Laws of England, and 
the conUarit Praitice in Weftminfttr 
•* Haii, the words* might to be cxprcfsly 
rpecificd in the iiidi£imtnt or infor- 

•* niritioTi/* 

Then the Lords adjourned, and did 
not come into the Hall until the icth, 
In the inrermeclia'c time they came to 
P. ctVlutions on rhe matter of ihcqucf- 
tion pur to the Judges. Dr. Sacheve- 
Tcll, being found guilty, moved in ar- 
reft of judgment upon two points : the 
iirft, which he grounded on the opinion 
of the Judges, and which your Com- 
mittee thinks moft to the prefent pur- 
p*de, was, ** That no enure clauic, or 
“ fentence, or e>predion,^iii cither of 
his Sermons or Dedications, is parti- 
cularly let lorth in his Impeachment, 
“ wliich he has already heard the 
Judges derlarc to be iieccHary in all 
•* calcs of Indiftinents or inlorma- 
ticn.s 

Oil thiJi head of objo^ifion, the Lord 
Cliancfcilnr, on the 2 jd of March, 
agreeably to the Rcroiutions of the 
Lords of the i 4 ch and i6th of March, 
acquainted Dr. Saehevercll : 

That on occallon of the queftion 
** before put to the Judges /n U^ejhninjhr 
** HMly and their anfwer thereto, their 
•* Lordfhips had fully debated and con- 
lulered of that matter, and had come 
** t«) tlie following Rciblution : 

“ That this Houfe will proceed to 
the determiriation of the Impcach- 
' •* ment of Dr. Henry Sachevcrell ac- 
** ci>rdiug U) the L^iio oj the- Land and 
the Law and ILfage of Eurhament. 

And afterwards to this Rcfolu- 
lion : 

* That by the Law and Vfagt* of 
Parti ameut in prolcciitioiis for High 
Crimes and Mii'dcmcanors by writ- 
iug or Ipcaknig, the particular words 
^^Tj^pol'cd to be criminal arc not necef- 

* Lords' Journald, Vol. Kix. p.ii6. 


fury to be cxprcfsly fpechied in fucU 
*• Impeachment, \ * 

“ So that, in their Lordfhips’ opi- 
“ nion, the Law and Ufage of the High 
“ Court of Parliament being a part of 
the Law of the Land, and that Ufage 
“ not requiring that words fhould be 
exa£liy fpecified in Ipipcachnicnis, 

“ the anfwer of the Judges, wliich re- 
“ hted only to the coiirfe of ImUtinirnt^ ^ 
“ ana Info: maisons^ docs not in the Icaft 
“ affect your cafe +.'* 

On this (olemn judgment concerning 
the Law and Ufage of Pavllamen:, it is 
to be remarked, FirfijThai the Impeach- 
ment itfelf is not to be prefumed inar- 
lificially drawn. Tt appears to have 
been the work of fomt of the grcatcll 
lawyers of the time, who were per- 
fcdtly verfed in the manner of pleading 
in the Courts below, and would natu- 
turally have imitated their courfc, if 
they had not been jufily fearful of Get- 
ting an example which might hereafter 
lucject the plainuefs and limpliciiy of 
a Parliamentary proceeding to the tech- 
nical fubtleries of the inferior Courts ; 
Secondly, That the queftion put to the 
Judges, and rheir anfwer, were ftri^Vly 
confined to the law and pra6iicc below ; 
and that nothing in cither had a ten- 
dency to their delivering an opinion^ 
concerning Parliament, its laws, its 
uiages, its courfc of proceeding, or its 
powers : Thirdly, That the motion in 
arreft of judgment, grounded on the 
opinion of the Judges, was nnde only 
by Dr. Sachevcrell himfclf, and not by 
his CounicI, men of great Ikill and 
learning, who, if they thought the ob- 
jedlions had any weight, would iia- 
doiditcdly have made and argued them. 

Here, as in the cafe of rhe nth King 
Richard the Second, the Judges de- 
clared unanimoufly, that fiich §n ob- 
jfdhon would be fatal to fuch a 
pleading in any Inditlment or Infor- 
mation ; but the Lords, as on the former 
occafion, over-ruled this objection, and 
held the Article to be good and valid, 
notwithfianding the report of the 
Judges concerning the mode of pro- 
ceeding in the Courts below. 

Your Committee finds, that a Proteft, 
with rcafons at large, was entered by 
fevcral Lords againft thip dctcrminaiicii 
of their Court J, It is alwavs an ad- 
vantage to thole who proteft, "that their 
rcafons appear upon record, whilft the 
reafons of the majority who determine 
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Oi^qucflion do not appear. This would 

a difadvantage of fuch importance 
as greatly to impair, if not totally de- 
ftroy, the effeft of precedent as autho- 
rity, if the rcdfons which prevailed were 
not juftly prefumed to be more valid 
than thofe which have been obliged to 
give way, the fonher having governed 
the, final and conclufive decilion of a 
" competent Court, But your Commit- 
tee, combining the fail of this decifion 
with the early dccifion jirfl quoted, and 
with the total abfence of any precedent 
of an objeition, before that time or 
fince, allowed to pleading, or what has 
any relation to the rules and principles 
of pleading as ufed in Wcllminllcr 
Vlalf, has no doubt that the Houfc rif 
Lords was governed in the 9th of Anne 
hy the very fame principles which it had 
■foleninly declared in the 1 ithof Richard 
the Second. 

But befidcs the prcfnmprion in favour 
or the reafons wh.ich muft be fupppfcd 
to have produced this folcmn judgment 
of the Peers, contrary to the pradljcc 
of the Courts below as declared by all 
the Judges, It is probable, that the L'n ds 
were unwilling to take a llcp which 
might admit that any thing in that 
Dradlice Ihould be received as their 
^rule. 

It Tniifl: be obferved, however, that 
the reafons againll the Article allcdged 
in the Proteli were by no means folely 
bottomed in the practice of the Couiis 
below, as if the main reliance of the 
Protellcrs was upon that ufage. The 
protefting minority maintained, that it 
was not agreeable to precedetus 

in Pari/ament, of which they cited ma- 
ny in favour of their opinion. It ap- 
pears by the Journals, that the ClcrKs 
were ordered to fcarch for precedents, 
and a Committee of Peers was appoint- 
ed to infpe£l the faid precedenu, and to 
report upon them ; and that they did 
infpe£l and report accordingly. But 
the report is not entered on the Jour- 
nals. It is, however, to be prt fumed, 
that the greater number and the better 
precedents fupported the judgment. 

Allowing, however, their utmoft force 
to the precedents there cited, they could 
lerve pnly to prove, that in the ca/e of 
tvordi (to which alone, and not the cafe 
of a ivrittfn libel, tiic precedents ex- 
tended) fuch a fpccial averment, ac- 
cording to the tenor of the words, had 


been ufed ; but not that it was necef- 
fary, or that ever any plea had been 
rejefted upon fuch an Objection . 

As to the courfe of Parliament, re- 
forted to for authority in this part of 
the Prorefi, the argument feems rather 
to affirm than to deny the general pfo- 
pofition, that its own courfe, and not 
that of the inferior Courts, had been 
the rule and law of Parliament. 

As to the objc£lion taken in the Pro- 
tcll, dra\Vn from natural right, the 
Lords knew, and it appears in the 
courfe of the proceeding *, that the 
whole of the libel had been read at 
length, as appears from p. 6 5 ^ to p. 666. 
fo thit Dr. SaLheverell fnbji uni iaU^ 

the fame benefit of any thing which 
could be allcdged in extenuation or ex- 
culpation, as if his liliellous Sern^ons 
hari been entered ^verbati??! upon the re- 
corded Impeachment. It was adjudged 
fufficient to ftate the crime gf^n'a!iy\\\ 
the Impeachment. 1 he libels were 
given in r^vidcnt'e^ and it was not then 
thought of, that nothing fliould be given 
in evidence which was not fpcciaily 
cimrg. d in i!is Impeachment. 

But whatever their reafons were 
(great and grave they were, no doubt), 
luch, as your Committee has ftated^jt, 
is the judg?ncht of the Peers on 
of Parliament as a part of the oRrof 
the I.and. It is tlie more forcible as 
concuriing with the judgment of the 
nth of Richard the Second, and with 
the total filencc of the Rolls and Jour- 
nals concerning any objeiSlicn toplead- 
ing ever being fiilFcred to viiiatc an Im- 
peachment, or to prevent evidence being 
given upon it on account of its gene- 
rality or any other fai'urc. 

Your Committee do not chink it pro- 
bable, that, even before this adjudica- 
tion, the rules of pleading below couM 
c/er have been adopted in a Pariia- 
menrary proceeding, whci^ it is confi- 
dered, that the fevcral ftatutes of jeo- 
fdiU, n<*t Icfs than tuelvc in qumber, 
)iavc been made for the corrc£li(?n of 
an over-firiftrefs in pleading, to the 
prejudice of fubfraniial juftice f : yet 
in no one of thofe is to be difcovertd 
the lead mention of any proceeding in 
Parliament. There is no doubt tint 
the Lcgiliaturc would have applied its 
remedy to that grievance in Parl a- 
mentary proceedings, if it h:id foi' nd 
thofe proceedings embarrafied with \s hat 
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Mansfield, from tlie Bench, ^nd 
ipeakine uf the matter of ihtle llatutes, 
very jofily calls dilgracctul fubilcties.’* 
What is fiilj more itrang to the point, 
vour Coinmiticc fimls, that, in the 7th of 
Wiiliaiii the Thiid an aft was made 
folr the regulating of Tiia s for Treafon 
and Milprifioa of Trealon, containing 
fcveral regulatrons * ior itformation of 
proceediJigs at law, both as to matters ot 
form and liihilanc.', as well as relative to 
evidence. Ii is an aci ihouglit moft ef- 
fential to the libeiiy ot' the Iwbjeit , yet 
in this high and ciitical matter, lb deeply 
aifefljng ihe live*', pioperties, honovir», 
and e?^en the inheiitablc blood of the iub- 
jeft^ 'he Legifi^hire wis lb tender of tlie 
high pt>wer8 ot 'ijis^liga C<:urt, deemed 
Ibneceflary for the aiu 'inent of the great 
objtfts of its juibce, io *^031101 of ener- 
vating any ot Its means, < clicaMl'ciib- 
jng any of its capncnics, even by vules 
and leihaints the moll: neccUary to* 'he 
infci ior Com is, ih tc i hey gii u ded ag linll 
it by an cxprcls piovilb, “ That neither 
this aft, nor .<ny thing tlioiein con- 
tair.ed, (hall any wayt' extend to any 
bnpeachmiHU or other proceedings m 
VarttMtuent in any kind ^uviatfoe-ver^^' 

CONDUCT OF THE COMMONS IN 

pleading. 

s point being thus folemnly ad- 
judged in the cale of Di. Sachevcrell, and 
she principles o't the judgrnenc being in 
isgiecmcnt with the whole cauiie of Par- 
)iAincui..ry proceedings, the Managers for 
this Houfe have ever liiict confidered it ns 
an iudifpcnlable duty to aiTeit the iame 
l^rmcij.ie in ail its htitude u^xm all occa.. 
lions on which it could come in cpieliion ; 
and to afieit it with an energy, zeal, and 
eainettncfs, pioportioeed to the magni- 
tude and importance of tiie intereft of the 
Commons of Qrpat Biitain in the reii* 
gious obfervatiun of the iiile, that the 
Lanv of Parliament, and the Lu'uo of 
Parliament only, ficuld prevail in the 
^rial of their Irnyuuknunts. 

In the )c:u' 1/15 Geo. j.), the 
Commons thought pioper to nr.peach of 
high ueaibii the JL^pidi vho had entered 
into the rebellion ot tliat period f. This 
was alHiiit fix veins afur tlie decilion in 
the cale of b'lcnevtVt lh On the Trial of 
one ot ihefe Lords (the Loixl Wintoun), 
after verdift, the Puh>ner moved in ar- 
leU id judgmenr, and (.xcvprcd againlf 
the ImpeacUmenv f r ei i(a‘, on account of 
MM ceaion theiem laid “ not b'wing de- 

^ y.'W. 3. Ch. 3, Ssft. u. 


** feribed with fiifficicnt certainty, thtjd^ 
on which tlie trealon was coinmihCii 
“ npt having been allcdged.” Hrs Coun- 
fel was heard to this point. They con- 
tended, ‘ that the forleituies in calcs of 

* Treafon arc very great; and iheicfore 

* they humbly conceived, that the acctila- 
' tion ought to contain all the certainty it 

* is capable of, that the Piilbner may not 

* by general allegations be rendered inca-'* 

* pable to det’enU hiinleif m a cafe which 
‘may prove fatal to him: — that they 

* would r.ot trouble their Lprdlhips with 
‘ Citing authoiities, (or they believed theie 
‘ is not one Gentleman of the Long Kobe 
‘ but will agree that an indiftment for 

any capital' Hence 10 be erroneous, if the 
‘ otfeiicc be not allcdged to be committed 

* on a certain day — * ih \t tiiis liii|)each- 
‘ inent IV foriii only, that in or about the 
‘ months of September, 06 b her, or No* 

* vember, 1715 ’ — ‘ the offence charged in 
‘ the Impeachment had been committed, 

* The Ccuufe) argUvd, that a proceeding 
‘ by Impeachment is proceeding at the 
‘ common law, for lex Parliament aria is 
‘ a part of common law ; and they lub- 
‘ iiiiUed wht - her there i» not the lame cer- 
‘ tainry -rquired in one method of pro- 
‘ cec(Ju>g at co.nnion law as in another/ 

The matter was a. j:;‘icd elaborately anjl 
learnedly, not only 0.1 the general prin* 
cip'.es of the proceedings below, but on 
the inconvenience and pulHble liardlliips 
attending tliis uncertainty. They quoted 
Sachcvcielfs cafe, in whole Impeachment 
** the piecile days wcie laid when the 
Doftor preached cadi of thefc two Ser- 
♦* mons \ anj that by a like realbn a cei- 
“ tain day ought to be laid in the lm« 
peachment when this Treafon wascom- 
mined ; and that the authority of Dr. 
SachevereU's cafe feemed lo much 
“ llionger than the cafe in quefiion, as 
“ the crime of Treafon is higher than 
“ that of a Mifdemeanor/* 

Here the Managers for the Commons 
brought the point a fecond time to an 
iffue, and that on the highell of capital 
calcs ; an iffiie, the, event of which was 
to detci mine for evei, whether their Im* 
peachmenis were to be regulaitd by the 
Law, as underllood and obferved in the 
inferior Courts. Upon the ufage below 
there was no doul>t ; the Indiftment 
would tiiiquelHonably liave been qualhed f 
but the Managers for the Commons Hood 
foith upon this occafion with a deter- 
mined lefolutian, and no lefs than four 
of them feriatiftt rcjtftcd the doftiine con* 

t State Trials, VoL vi. p. 17. 
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’ tended for by Lord Wintoim’s Counfel. 
/They were all eminent Members of Par- 
nSment, and thiee of them great and emi- 
nent lawyers, namely, the then Attorney 
.General, Sir William Thompfon, and Mr. 
Cowpei*. 

Mr. Walpole faid, ** Thofe learned 
** Gentlemen** (Lord Wintoun’s Counfel) 
firm to forget in ivhat Court they are* 
They have taken up fo much of your 
** Lord/hips’ lime in quoting Authorities, 
and uling arguments to Ihew your Lord- 
Ihips what would qualli an Indl6lment 
** in the Courts belowy *that they feem to 
forget they are now in a Court of Par^ 
iiameutf and on an Impeachment of 
the Commons of Great Britain, For, 
flioidil the Commons admit all that they 
** have offered, it will not follow that the 
Impeachment of the Commons is in- 
fufficient ; and I muft obferve to your 
** Loidfliips, that neither of the learned 
Gentlemen have offered to produce one 
inftance relative to an Impeachment. 

** I mean to fliew, that the fufflciency of 
an Iiiqicachmcnt was never called in 
qvieltion for the generality of the charge, 
or that any inftance of that nature was 
offered at before. The Commons don't 
conceive, that if this exception would 
qualh an Indiflmcnt, it would therc- 
^ •* loic make the Impeachment infufticient. 
** I hope it never will be allowed here as 
“a reafon, that what quaflies an Indifl- 
‘‘ iTient in the Courts below, will make 
infufficient an Impeachment brought by 
•* the Commons of Great Britain,*' 

Tlie Attorney Geneiai lupported Mr. 
Walpole in affirmance of this piincip'e. 
He faid, “ I wmild follow the fteps of 
the learned Gentleman who fpoke be- 
fore me, and I think he has given a 
good anfwer to thefc objections. I 
** would take notice that we are upon an 
Impeachment, not upon an Indi6tmCnt. 
•* The Courts below have fet forms to 
“ themfclvcs, which have prevailed for a 
long couife of time, and thereby are 
become the forms by which thofe Courts 
“ are to govern themielves ; but it never 
was thoiuxht that the forms of thole 
Com ts had any influence on the pro- 
ceedings of Parliament, In Richard 
the Second’s time, it is faid in the Rc- 
cords of Parliament, that proceedings in 
Parliament are not to be governed by 
the forms of Weftminfter Hall. We 
** are in the cafe of an Impeachment, and 
«« in the Court of Parliament. Your 
•* Lordihips have already given judgment 
againft fix upon this Impeachment, and 
<< it is warranted by the precedents in 
[SVPFLEMEMT.] 
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** Parliament ; therefore we In lift that thd 
•* Articles are good in fubftance." 

Mr. Cowper, — ** They" (the Counfel) 
cannot but know that the Ufages of 
“ Parliament are part of the Laws of the 
Land, although they differ in many in- 
ftances from the Common Law, as 
pra^lifed in the inferior Courts, in point 
** of form. 

“ My Lords, If the Commons, in pre- 
paring Articles of Impeachment, fhoulct 
govern thcmfelves by precedents of In- 
dl 61 mdht, in my humble opinion they 
** would depart from the ancient, nay, the 
‘f conftant Ufage and Pra6lice of Parlia- 
** ment. It is well known, that the form ■ 
of an Impeachment has very Kttle fe- 
“ femblance to that of an Indidlment ; 

and I believe the Commons will en- 
“ deavour to prelcrve the difference by 
** atiheiing to their own precedents.** 

Sir William Thompfon.— “ We miift 
refer to the Forms and Proceedings in 
the Court of Parlijn?cnt, and which 
muft be owned to be part of the Law of 
the Land, It has been mentioned al- 
“ ready to your Lordflups, that the pre- 
** cedents in Impeachments are not fo nice 
and precife in form as in the inferior 
‘*Couits; and we piefume your Lord- 
(hips will be governed by the forms of 
“ your own Couit (cipecially forms that 
“ are not cffential to juibce) as the Couits 
below are by llieirs ; which Courts dif- 
fer one from the other in many relpeils 
as to their Forms of Proceedings, and 
the Praftice of each Court is ellecmed 
as the Law of that Court." 

The Attorney General in reply main- 
tained his (lift do 61 rine — “ There is no 
uncertainty in it that can be to the pre^ 
judice of the Piifoner ; we infill it is 
according to the Forms of Parliament-^ 
<< he has pleaded to it, and your LordOiips 
•• have found him gmlty." 

The opinions ot the Judges were taken 
in the HuulL' of Louis on the i9tli of 
March 1715, upon two queftions, which 
had been argued in arreft of judgment, 
grounded chiefly on the Practice of the 
Courts below. 

To the lirft the Judges anfwered : ** p 
“ IS nccejfivy that there be a certain day 
laid in fuch Indidlments on which the 
fa6l is aliedged to be committed ; and 
** that allcdging in fuch indiilments that 
the faft was committed at or about 
ceitain day* would not be fufficient." 
To the fccond they anfwered j “ That 
although a day certain, when the faft is 
fuppofed to be done, be aliedged in fucli 
Tndi^ments, yet it is notncceffary upon 
t B ] » the 
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** the Trial to prove the fa£l to he com- 
** initted on ihal tiny ; but il is riifticient, 
•• it proved to be done atjy other tiiy 
he fore the Indi£\mcnt found.'* 

Then it was “ agreed by the Honfe, 
** and ordere<h that the Lord High Sfew- 
hid be dii e6ied to acquaint the Prilbner 
ai the Bar in Wcftniiidtu- Hdl, 

That the Loids have confidcred of 
, ** the malteis moved in airelt ot judgment, 
• ‘ an<! are of opinion that they arc not 
** ftjfficitnr to an eft the famd, but that 
** the Ltil>tnrb?)ir 7 it is fufiicieiitly certain 
** in point of lime naording to the Form 
of Lnlienibnf iU* in Furliatnent. 

Onr this final adjudication (given after 
folemn argument, and after taking the 
opinion of the Judges) in affiimance of 
the Law of PailKunent aguinft' the unillf- 
pufed Ufage of the Couiis below, your 
Committee has to remaih, ift, the Pie- 
fcrcnce of the Cuftom of Pailiainent to 
the Ufage below. By the very latitude of 
the Charge, the Paihamentmy accuf.ition 
gives the Piifoner fair notice to picpare 
himffclf upon all points ; wheieas there 
feems fomvthir.g enfnaring in the pio- 
ceedings tipon Ind'cb.nent, which fixing ilie 
fpccification of adaycciialn foi the tica- 
fon or felony as ahlblutely nvcclVaiy in the 
charge, gives notice for prepar.atiiin only 
on that ciaVi whilft the Piofccutor has the 
whole range of time anteccdiuir to the In- 
di^lment to allcdge and give evidence of 
faffs agau^ft the Piifonei, It Ins lH:eii 
iifiial, paiiiculaily in later Indiidment?, 
to add “ at fever:d other tilings j” hut the 
ftiicfnefs of naming one day is ft ill uccef- 
fary, and the wajit of the larger words 

would not qua 111 the indiefirent. 

ftdlv, A cotr.paiifon of the extreme ligoiir 
and exaefnefh lequircd in the more forviol 
pait of the proceeding (the Indlffmeui) 
with the tx'rcmc l.’.xiiy ufed in K\\ii 
tial part (th ‘t is io lay, the Evidence re- 
ceived to prove the f.cl), fully demon- 
ftrates that the paitizans of thofe forms 
would put Ihacklcs on the H’gh Court of 
Pdiliament, with which they are not will- 
injr, or find *‘t wholly impiafficable, to 
bind ihemfelvcs. Tliat the latitude 

of departure from the letter of the Indifl- 
ment (which holds in otiicr maitei s bcfulcs 
this) is in appearance much more con- 
trary to nunial juitice than any thing 
which has breii objefted a';".inft the evi- 
dence offtred by your Muiagers, under a 
ptetence that it exceeded t!ie limits of 
pleading : for in th^; cafe of Indiflments 

, • I<ords* Journals, Vol. xx. p. jiC. 

{ Pail. RcMs. Vol. ii. p. 37. 


below. If miift be admitted, that the W* 
foner may be unprovided with proof 
alibis and oiIili- material means of de- 
fence, or may find foine matters unluoked 
for produced againft him by wiCiieft'es ut- 
terly unknown to him ; whereas nothing 
W'as cffeied to be given in evidence under 
any of the Ai tides of this Impeachment, 
except Inch as the Prilbner muft have had 
pertcfl knowledge of, the whole confifting"' 
of matters fent over by himlclf to the^ 
Court of Direffors, and aiithcntRated ' 
under his own hand. No fubftantial in- 
juft ice or hardfliip of any kind could aiifc 
fioni out evidvmce under our pleading; 
whereas in theiis very great and fcrioiis 
inconveniencies miglu well happen. 

Your Committee lias further to obferve, 
that in the cafe of Lord VVintoun, as in 
the cafe ot Dr. S.ichevcrell, the Commons 
had in their Manageis perfons abunJaritly 
pradlfed in the Lxw as nfed in ilic infe- 
lior juiifd.dflion'*!, who could tafily have 
followed the ))rccedep.ts of indidinents, 
it they liad not purpofely, and for the belt 
rtafons, avoided I'urli piectdents. 

A gmt Wiitcr on the Ciimmal Law, 
F.'ftcr, in one of hii^ Dilcourfes f, 
tullv ri.'Cogni7^'S thofc princiydes for which 
yosn M.magets h ive conleiuled,and which 
have to this tnriC heen uniformly oblcivtd 
in PaillaircnT. In a very elaboiatc rea- 
foning vm th.e cale of .a Trial in Parlia- 
ment ('he Trial of thole who had mur- 
dcied Edw ird the Sicond), he obleives 
thus; •* Jt is \icil k'luivn^ that in Par-^ 

“ litunintay uiocudings of ihis kind it 
“ 'Hid rvirwnf, Iblliritnt that matters 
“ .ipptar wiiii proper liglii and ceriainty 
to a common "nc/n/tundinj ^ , wlih»ut that 
“ minute ex.uHnels which is required in 
“ rriminal pioceedings in VVcIiminfter 
Hall. In ihcll cafes the rule has alw'ays 
b.en loouendn/ji in And in a 

note be fays, “ I;i the proceeding againfl: 

“ Mvriimer in this Pailiainent, fo itliU 
resil'd zuas had to ibs Forms iiftd in 
'* Legal Pro'er dings, that he who had 
“ been fiequently fnmmoned to Parlla- 
ment ns ii ILnon, and had lately been 
“ cieated Eat I of Maicii, is Itilcd, through 
“ the whole rccoul, mciely Koger de Moi- 
“ timer.” 

The departure from the common foims 
in the firft cafe alluded to by Fofter J, V17. 
the Trial of Bei kloy, Maui ravers, &c. for 
tieaibn, in the minder of Edwanl the Se- 
cond, might be more plaufibly attacked# 
btcaufe they vveie tried, though in Pailu- 

f Difeourfe iv.„p. 3S9, 
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tnenty hy st jury of frech ^KIers ; which 
^rcumftauce might have given ocenfion to 
jufiify a nearer approach to the forms of 
iiuliilnicnts below — But no fuch forms 
weie o!) 4 t:i ved, nor in the opinion of this 
able judge ought they to have been ob- 
ferved. 

PUBLICITY OF THE JUDGES’ OPINION. 

It appears to your Committee, that fioni 
the 3 th year of Chules the Second un- 
til the 'Frial of Waiien Il.diirij^s, hfq. in 
aJj trials in Paiiiament, ns well upon im- 
peachments of the Commons as on in- 
dictments brought up hy ceitiorui, wlien 
any mutter of law h.ith been agitated at 
the bar, or in tlie couiie of tii.il hath 
been Itartd by any Loid in the Court, it 
hath been the picvalcnt cuiiom tofl-tc the 
fame in open Com t. Yum Committee has 
been able to find, liiicc that peiiod,no iiioie 
than one precedi iit (ami that a precedent 
rather in form than in fubflauce) of the 
opinions of the Jmlges being taken pii- 
vutely, exetpt when the calc on both 
ildes hasbten clofed, and the Lords have 
retired to confidci* of ilieir veididf, or of 
tliex jiidgmeiii theieon. Upon the foiind- 
t*lf and beff pieccdenls, the Loids have 
improved on the piincplfs of publicity 
and equality, and have called upon the 
polities fevcrally to aigue the mat er of 
Jaw, pievioufly to a rcfcicnce to the 
Judges j who, on their parts, have afici- 
wards, in opin Courts ilcl’.vcred their opi- 
nions, ofien by the mouih of one of the 
Judges, (peaking for himfclf and the reff, 
and in their pteieiice : And Ibmetiiius all 
the Judges have deliveied ihcii opinion 
fttiuthn, (even when iliey have been 
unanimous m it) togetlier with their le* - 
Ions upon which their opinion had been 
founded. This, from the moft eai ly limes, 
lias been the courfe in all jndginents in the 
Hoiife of Peeis. Formerlyeven the lecoid 
contained the* ualbns of ihedccifion. “The 
“ reafon wheietore,” fud Coke*, “ the re. 

cords of Pai liamenis have* bi en fo highly 
“ extolled is, llntiheicin is fa down, in 
“ cafes of diltkuity, not only the judg- 
ment and irioluiion, but tht! rtGfons 
“ and caujes oj tbe^ fame by fo gicut 
advice ‘ . ’ 

In the 30th of Charles the Second, 
dining the Inal ot Lord Cornwallis, on 
tlie liJggcftion of a queltion in law to the 
Judges, Lord Danby demanded of the 
Lord High Steward, the Eail of Not- 
unghani, ‘‘ Whether it would be proper 


here (In open Court) to afk the queC. 
** tion of yinn Giace, 01 to prepofe it to- 
“ the Judges f?” 

7 'ho L«n\l High Steward anfwLred, 
“ If your Lordfhips doubt of any thing 
whereon a qucftion in law arileth, the 
“ iattT opinion, and the better for the 
** piiibnei is — that it mufl be fiated in the 
pre fence of the prijoner, that be may 
“ hio^Af ether ike qiitfinn be fru!y 
put. It hath fn/t times been praclileti 
“ orherwili- j and the Peers liavt lent for* 
“ the Judges, and have afked their opi. 
“ nion in pi ivatc , and have come back 
“ and have given their veuliil according 
“ to that opinion, and there is fcarcely 
“ a precedent of its being otherwifii done. 

“ There is a later authority in piintthat 
“ doth feiile the point fo as I tell you— 
and I no coiK'-ive it ou^bt to he frdlo^m 
“ Ca ; and it being liifcrforthe pritbner, 

“ my huml)le opinion to your Lordfhip 
is — that lie ought to be prefent at the 
“ fating of the qttefion. Call the P/7- 
fonery — The priiouer, who had with* 
diavvM, again appealing, he fa id, 

“ My Lord Cornwallis, and my Lords 
and Peeis, fmee they have withdrawn, 

“ have conceived a doubt in fomc matter 
“ ofja^e in your cafe j and they have 
“ iliat tender legard of a piifoner at the 
bar, that they ^uiU not fu/f 'er a cafe 
“ to be put up tn hts ahfnce, lelt it Ihould 
“ chance to picimiice him hy being 
“ fivrong fated."' Acconlingly the 
quedi- 41 was both pvt,and the Judges* 

“ anlwci* given publicly and in his pre- 
“ fence/’ 

Very foon after the trial of Lord Corn* 
wallis, the impeachment aguinft Loid 
StafFoid was brought to a hearing, that is, 
in the 3 2d of Charles the Second. In 
that cafe ihc Lord at tlie bar having fiated 
a point of law, “ touching the neceffity 
“ of two witii'-fles to an oveit a6l in cafe 
“ of treafon the Lord High Steward 
told Loid SiafToid, that ** all the Judges 
“ that afllil them, and are here in your 
‘ ‘ Lordjhip's prefence and bearings Ihould 
“ deliver their opinions, whether it be 
“ dcMibifnl and difpuiable, or not/'— 
Accoidmgly the Judges delivered their 
opinion, and each argued it (though they 
wei c all agi eed ) feriattm and in open Courts 
Another ubftrait point of law was alio pro- 
poled from the bur on the fame trial, con- 
cerning the legal fcmence in high tre.dbn ; 
and in the fame manner the Judges on' 
reference delivered their opinion in open 
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Bautt s and no objeflion was taken to it, 
as any thing new or inegiilar ^ . 

In the ift of James the Second, came 
on a vemaikable trial of a Peer; the trial 
of Lord Delamcre. On that occafion a 
queftion of law was ftated. There allb, 
\n conformity to the piecedents and prin- 
ciples given on the trial of Lord Corn. 
walKs, and the picccdent in ihe impeach - 
inent of Lord Stafford, the then Lord 
"High Steward took caie that the opinion 
of the Judges fhould be giver in open 
Court. 

Precedents grounded on principles fo 
favourable to tiie fairnefs and equity of 
judicia^l proceedings, given in the reigns 
of Charles the Second and James the Se- 
cond, were not likely to be abandoned 
;iftcr the Revolution. The firft trial of a 
Pcei'j which we find after the Revolution, 
was that of the Enrl of Warwick. 

In the cafe of the Earl of Warwick f, 

1 1. Will. III. a quellion in law upon evi- 
dence was put to the J udges : the ftate- 
ment of the queftion was made in open 
Court by the Lord High Steward, Loid 
Somers s “ If there be fix in company, 
and one of them is killed, the other 
** five are afterwaids indiiled, and three 
are tried and found guilty of man- 
** flaiighter, and upon then prayers have 
their cleigy allowc I, and the burning 
** in the hand is refpiieJ, but net pardon- 
** ed ; whether any of the three can be a 
« witnels on the trial of the other two ?’* 
X-oid Halifax — I firppcfe your Lord- 
** (hips will have tlie opinion of the 
** Judges upon this point ; and iha/ mujl 
be in tbeprefe7iceofthc prijof!a-,**l^Q\.d 
High Steward (Lord ^ome)i) ** Ji muft 
“ certaiuiy be in the prefince of the pri~ 
/oner, if you afk the Judges opinions.” 
In the fame year Lord Mohun was 
brought to tilal upon an indiolrjicnt for 
murder. In this Jingle tiial a greater 
riunib-jrof queftioiis was put to the Judges 
in matter ot ^law, than probably was ever 
referred to the Judges in all the collc6lIve 
body of trials before or lince that period. 
That tiial, thtrefore, i'urn i flics the largeft 
body of avithentic precedents in this 
point, to be found in the records of par- 
liament J. The number of itiieftions 
put to the Judges In this trial was Cwcnty- 
thi'ce. They aft oiiginated from the 
Pccis theinfelves ; yet the Court called 
• upo;i the paity’o Couniel, as often as quef- 
iions were propofed to b^ referied to the 


Judges, as well as on the Counft.} for 
Crown, to argue every one of them btfore 
they went to thofe learned peribn s . Many 
of the queftions accordingly were argued 
at the bar at great length. The bpimons 
were given and argued in open Courts 
Peers frequently inhfted that the Judges 
flioiild give their opinion feriuiivi, which 
they did always publicly in the Couit, 
with great gravity and dignity, and great- ' 
ly to the illuftration of the Jaw, as they 
held and aft ed upon it in their own Courts. 

Ill SachevereU’s cafe (juft cited for 
another purpofe) the Earl of Nottingham 
demanded whether he might not propofe a 
queftion of law to the Judges in open 
Comi, It was agreed to ; and the Judges 
gave their anfwer in open Courts though 
this was after verdift given i And in con- 
fequence of the advantage afforded to the 
prilbncr in hearing the opinion of the 
Jiidgt s, he was thereupon enabled to movp 
in arreft of judgment. 

The next precedent which your Com- 
mittee finds of a queftion put by the Lords, 
lilting as a court of judicature, to the 
Judges pending the trial, was in the zoih 
of George the Second ; when Lords 3 .il- 
mcrino, who was tried on an indiftment 
of h»g!i treafon §, having r.iiled a doubt, 
wlieiher the evidence proved him to be at ^ 
the place alfigned for the overt aft of 
trcalon on the day laid in the indiftment, 
Tiie point was argued at the bar by the; 
Counfel for ihe Crown In the prifoncr’s 
prefence, and for his Jatlsfaftion. The 
prifoner, on liearing the argument, waived 
his objeftion, but ihc then Lord Pielident 
moving their Lordlhips to adjourn to the 
Chamber of Parliament, the Lords ad- 
journed accordingly ; and after fbme time, 
returning into Weftminfter Hall — the 
Lord High Steward (Lord Hat diuicke) 
fald, “ Your Lordlhips were plealed, in 
the Chamber of Parliament, to come 
to a refolution, that the opinion of the 
learned and reverend Judges ftiuuld bo 
“ taken on the following queftion, name- 
ly. Whether it is ncceffary, that an 
overt aft of high treafon ^uuld be 
** proved to have been committed on the 
particular day laid in the Indiftment ? 
Is it your Lordfliips* plcaiure, that the 
“ Judges^ do now give their Qpinion oq 
that queftion ? 

“ Loids. — Aye, aye. 

** Lord High Steward— My Lor 4 
Chief Juftice I 


^ State Trials, Vol. HI. p, ziz, 

+ SiateTrials, Vol. IV. from p, 5^8^ to SSI* 
|y 606. Die Lur.s zZih J[aly 1 746, 


J State Trials, Vol. V. p. 169. 
^ Lurds« Journals^ Vob IX, 

Lor^ 



f xia 1 

r 1 r-u- » (vrhatwef var;at5on«i from it Arr* miglit 

^ o ^ ^ f,.Atnvo... LorJ. be in praaice) to l.ave been fo clearlp 

“ _1 he P™?-' that eftablilheil at a more early pti'io<\, that all 

*« fltips IS, Whether it ae ug the Judges of England relolved, in Lord 

» an overt aft ot high treaton Ihou Id be J , .S 

.. proyfU to be committed on hc paiticu- before theobllrvatio.t of Lord 

'» lar day laid in the mdiftiiKitt Noltinghaml,«» a fuppGjltm. lhatthe trial 

.. We are all of opinion ,a . s tto ,>:J the Lord. 

«« iteceffaryto '“Jj {etireU to ibe Chamber of Parlh, meat t» 

r. M on amr vcrMcl, that fveii in that_ 

cale (much Wronger tlnn the obleivaiioa 
of your Qjmmittcs requires for its fupport) 
if their opinion ihoultl tlien be dcm.mJejl 
by the Peers, tor the infonmtion of their 
piivate coni'cieiicc, yet they deterinined that 
they iliuulii be given in public. 1 his^refoluw 
tion is in itfeU I’ofolemn, tnii is fo bottomed 
on conllilutional principle, and legal poli^ 
cy, that your Committee iiave ihou-rht lit to 


«JiS 1' 

in the indlicment— but as evidence may 
** be given of an ovcit art before ilie day, 
fo it may be alter the day fpecilied in 
the indiflmcnt— for the day laid is cu- 
cumftance and form only, and not ma- 
** terial in point ot proof, this is the 
«* known conllant couifeof proceedings 
in trials." i i j 

c f MieVeers ^fter L.ommiut:c lutvc .... 

for the fatisladionof one of .I t ^ Verbatim, in their Repm t, as they 

the piiloncr bail „.Jatterof leliedupon it atthc b.trof tlieCourt. vvhe« 

Vet It was thought pi op > “ oiucihImI fur the fame oiihiicitv. 


s thought proper, — 
couil'e and of right, that ihc Judges 
(lioiild ftate the queftion put to themm 
the open Court, and in prefence ot the 
piifoncr— and that in the fame open man- 
ner, and in the fame prefence, their an- 
f.vcr fhould be delivered. , 

Your Committee concludes their prece- 
dents begun under Lord Nottwgham and 
ended undei Lord }icirdrj:tcke. 1 hey are 
of opinion, that a body of precedents fo 
imitorm, lb accordant with principle, made 
in furh times under the authority ot 
a fucccllion of liich great men, ought not 
to have been departed horn. 1 he Imgle 
i^rccedent to the contrary, to which your 

t . 11 I - I _l ...OQ nin th.> 


they cunicnded for the fame pubiicity. 

‘‘ It was refolved, tl.at in c iie the Peer* 

** who are triers , after the e vidence gi ve/tp 
and the prifoner ^vithdrawn, and tbef 
gone to eonfnlt of the ^erdirl^ ihould 
“ dehre to Ipeak wiib any of the Judges, 
** to have their opinion upon any point of 
“ law, that if the l-ord Stewaid Ipoketo 
us to go, we ihould go to them. 

** when the Lords aiked us any queftion, 
we fliould nni deliver any private opi- 
** nion ; but kt ihisn know, ‘were not 
“ to deli'ver any pri vate opinion ^without 
conference nvith the reft oj the Judge Sf 
“ and that to be done openly in Court ; and 

.1 >' _n tLn . > A ^-1 


A/hich your y - 

:: £4ry»,r<?5SS.“ 

tii.il ot the Duchcls ot K.mglt T , 4 , «.,y,r ttonunhr hruJd’jit. tfi re\tard ot our^n 

vcigii of his pivfc.it Msjelty. Butm that 
iiftance, the rc.ilbns of tl;c Judges were, 
by order of the Houfe, delivered in writing, 
and enured at length on the Journals ; lo 
that the legal pnncip'f, fe 


tut. o.re.jr, ..... -j ' 

“ <wa 5 thought prudent t m regard oJ our^ 
•< febvei, as <well asjor the avoiding fuf- 
“ picmi nwhich might grow hy private 
“ opinions — ALL rcfolutions oJ Judges 
“ being always done m public 

mar uic ^ Judgesin this iclblution over-ruled 

equally to be tonne. , w n •• , . tJ^e authoi ity of the precedent, which inili- 

in any one inllaiice ot the pielent Impeach- 

and piofeflion. 'I'heir declaration was 
without releive or exception, that “ 

«« rcfolutions of the Judges are always 
tt .lean ... .MiMIr Tiidp-es fas 


^ 'rhe Eail of Nottingham, m Lord 
Cornwallis’s cafe, conceived, 
was proper and agreeable to jii tice. that 
.. • * mipihnns totheTiidtrtSt 


was proper and to J - ^ public."— rhele Judges (as 

this mode of putting queilions to thejulgt^^ Ix-meinbered to their lafting 

and receiving .‘he" honour) did not thinlc.it derogatory from 

their dignity, nor from, their duty to the 
Houfe of Lords, to take fuch mcafurcs con- 
cerning the publicity o* their rcfolutions. 


anu resieivu‘B ^ -r, 

notfuppoitedbytormer preceuents; But, 
hetliought, a book of authority had de- 
flared in favour of this courle. 

Your Committee is very lenfible, that 
antecedent to the great period to winch 
they refer, there are inft.mces of queftions 


as fliould ucure thcni fnm fulpiclon. 
They knew that the mert cii cumftance 
privacy in a Judicature where any publi- 




Lord Chief JoRIce Lee. t State Trials, VoL II, p. afia 

^ I J^elynge'i Reports, p. 


jealoufjr,— 



|iikf6^i(y<»r*V<n]r Committee js of opinion, 
,||»t the honourable policy of avoiding 
|h%ickln by avoiding privacy, is not Icf- 
. med by any thing which exi&s In the pre- 
Iblt time » amt in the prerent ti i tl. 

Your Committee has here to remark, 
lliattthis learned Judge feemed to think the 
calk of Lord Audley [Caftlehaven] to be 
naoM againli him than in truth it was. 
The precedents were as follow : the opi- 

* of the Judge? were taken three times^ 

“The fiift Attorney ^jtneral at 

$erjeants Inn antecedent to the ttial.— 
The laii time, alter the Peers had retired to 
fronl'iilt on their verdi 6 l — The middle time 
iwasdur 'Mf: tbe trial itfel/^ i and here the 
opinion was taken in open Coint, agreea- 
bly to what your Committee contends to 
have been the ul'ige ever i'lnce this refolu- 
lion ol tiic Judges. What was done be- 
fore feemed to t avc palTed fubjilemto^ and 
jKifnblv through nieie inadvenence. 

Yotjr Comiiiiitte obfci vcs,lliat the pre- 
cedents by them relied on, were furnilhei 
from times in which the judicial proceed- 
ings* in Parliament, and in all out Courts, 
bad obtained a very icgular form. They 
yiere iurnilhed at a period in which, 
Juftice Blackftunc remarks, tint more law^ 
Vere palled, ol import.mce to the lights 
and libel nes of the I'uhjeil, than in imy 
(Mk-r. J hel'e precaknis lean nil one way, 
and call’) nomaiKS ot acc^Mumotlation lo 

* tiie variable fpint ot the tinief , and of po- 
' Ikical oi’cayons. They aic i he fame bclore 

and alter the Revolution. I'Jiey are the 
l^me through tive reigns. The gieatmen, 
whopie|u!iu in lilt Li ibuiials which fiir- 
nir»kd ti.tlc extmipits, wcie in oppofne 
political iiiurehs, but all diHinguilhed 
Lr lUiv ability, inugnty, and leam- 
ing. 

The Earl of Noitinghnm, who was the 
firft on me Bench to pioiiuilgtre this pub- 
Ikiiv as a lule, has not left us ro feek ihe 
r.r.ciple in the cak ; that vciy learned 
lau c.y;;lidcrsiht' puldiciy of the qin-itions 
a,nd aiii^eisas a niaitci ot jiitt'Ce, oj 
jtz'vciivcbie to ihr pFifoMur, In the 
"c '.t oi Ms. Haliings, tlw pi!joner*bCoun- 
icl divi Dot jom yoiii Coiumtitee in Ihtir 
fiiOt.^vonis lo obtain ibc publicity we de- 
m-.nde<l. Tkir rc.Uons we cun only Con- 
jettuic But your ^3Jnagtl6, acting tor 
, thus lionic, v*i ie net the leis bound lu iee 
that me fine P uiMmcmaiy comic ihould 
” f>r puiiuedf c\en wlven it i$ moll favoiira* 

‘ 10 thoiC whom they impeach. It it 
anlwcr tk. pinpofts of ope p-iloncr 
u»c lights which be;oug to all/ 

$ Rgiihwoi^Ui;^ Vp), 


pridmers, It wa^s the duly of your Matia- 
gers bo prore^ thole general righta againlk 
that particular prifoner.. It was (lill inora 
their duty to endeavour, tliat their owjf 
qutftions flioiild not be erroneoulZy ftated. 
Of cafes put which varied from thofe which 
they .irgued, or opinions given in a iiian<- 
ner not fiipported by the fplrit of our law| 
and inftkutions, or by analogy with the 
pra6)ice ot all our Courts. 

Your Committee, much in the darb 
about a matter in which it was fo nece/Hiry 
that I hey fliould receive evgy light, have 
heard, that in debating this matter abroadj 
it has been objected, that many of tiie pre* 
cedeius on which we molt relied were fiir- 
niihed in the Courts of the Lord High 
Stewpid, and not ip trials where the Peers 
were judges; and that the Lord High 
Steward not having It in his power to 
retire with the Juror Peers, the Judges 
opinions, from necelfit), not from equity 
to the parlies, wci c given before Ibat ma- 
gi lira te. 

Your Committee thinks it fcarcely pof- 
fihle, that the Lordscould be influenced by 
/ucli a feeble argument. For, admitting 
the laCf to have been as fuppofed, there is 
no fut ol reafon why fo uniform a coiirfe 
of pnctdtnts, in a legal Court, compofed 
of a Peer foi judge, anti Peers for triers— 
a courfe lo favouiable to all parties and to ^ 
equal juilice — a courfe in concuiiencc with 
the procedure of ail our other Courts, 
ihonid not have the gieateft authority over 
tiieii practice m every trial beiore the ift/bolf 
body of the Peerfige, 

The £ail of Nottingham, who a£fed as 
Pligh Steward in oneot thefe commilfions, 
ceitainlykncw what he was faying. He 
gave no frqh lealbn. His aignment for 
tJic publicity of the Judges* opinions did 
not tuin at all on the nature of his Court, 
or of kis oftice in that Court. It rclfed qn 
the equity of the principle, and on the fair 
dealing due to the priloner. 

Loid Somers was in no.fuch Court 
yet his declaration is full as itrong. He 
does not indeed aigue the point, as the 
Earl of Nottingham did when ne confulefed 
it <ts a new c.tle. L rd Somers conflderf 
it as a point quite iettled — and no longer 
flaiidiiig in iieed of being fiippoited by 
1 Colon or precedent, 

Blit It is a milhikr, that the precedents 
flated in this Report ai c wholly drawn from 
proceedings in that kiqd of Courin Only 
two are cit^id, which arc furnilhed from a 
Court conllituted iq the manner fuppo(ed. 
The red we^e in tikis by all tl^e Pv^9| 

• P- S3^ 9^1 95» 
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Mid tiot by ai Juiy of Peers with an High , Courts in Weftmirifter-T\a!i publicly f# 
Seward. . give arpafoned opinion from the Bench, i« 

After long difenfldons with the Peers oh fupport of their judgment u^h>ii mauero 
Ihis/uhjea, “ the Lords Commlitcw in a that are ftatcil before them. But thsi 
conference told them [the Committee courfe hath prevailed from ihe oMdl times, 

** of this Houfe, appointed to a conference It hath been fo general and lb ttnifortn, that 
«« on the matter], that the H^gh Steward it inult be confidered as the law of the lalid^ 
is but Speaker /ra tempore f and giveth It has prevailed fo far as we can diicovery 
“ his vote as well as the other Lords: not only in all the Courts wlticli now 
this jehangeth not the nature of the cxift, whether of Jaw or tq-Jity, but in . 

•* Court. And the Lords del tied, that thofe which have been in pprslled or difufed, 
they have power enough to proceed to fuch as Court ot Wa»ds and the Star*' 

•* trial, though the King diould not name Chamber. An author, quoted by RuOw 
an.High StewanI*.” On the fame day, worth, fpeaking of the conaitiition of that 
** It is declared and ordered, by the Lords Chamber, « And fo it was rcfoivcd, by tbf 
« Soiritiial and Temporal in Parliament “ Judges^ on reference made to them j and 
« afrembled,thaitheogiceofH‘ghSteward ** their opinion^ after deliberate kearh^^ 
on trials of Pcei 8 upon impeachments is “ and<view oj former precedents, wea 
** not neceffary to the Hoiifc of Peers— but “ pMiJbeU tn open Court J.’* It appears 
«« that the Lords may proceed in fuch trials, elfcwhere in the fame compiler, that all 
«* if au High Steward is not appointed, ac- their proceedings were piihlic,^ even iit 
«* cording to their 1 ».iii!jle defiie." delibeiating prtvioiis to judgment. 

To put the matter out of all doubt, and The Judges in their reafoning? havff 
to remove all jealoufy on the pru t of the always been ufed to obierva on file argii^ 

Commons, the coinmiflion ot the Lord inents employed by the Counfcl on either 

Hi?rh Steward was then altered. fide j and on the authorities cited by (htm, 

Thefc rights contended for by the Com- alfigning the grounds Ibi rcjc<Sling the au- 
inons in their impeachments, and admitted thoiitics which they lejtft, or for ad^mting 
by the Peers, were afferted in the pioceed- thole to which they adhere, or for a different 
ings preparatoiy to the trial of 1. id Staf- conftru^ion of law, kccording to the 05- 
^ord, in which that long chain of uniform calion. This publicity, not only ofdcci- 
^precedents, with regard to the publicity of fion but ot deliberation, isi not confined tq 
the Judges opinions in trials, begins. their fev.cral Couits, whether of hvsr or 

For ihefc laft citations, and fome of the equity, whether abov ', or at Niii PrJus, 
remaiks, your Committee are indebted to bui it prnvaiL where they arc alfcinbled in 
the learned and upright Juftice Fofter. the Excncqncr Cli.unber, or at Sn.jeaiit8 
They have compaied ihem with the Jour- Inn, or whuever matfeis come befoie the 
nals, and find them correal. The fame Judges collcftively for confiiltation and 
excellent author proceeds to demonllratc, revilion.— -It feeir.s to your Com mi* tee to 
that whatever he lays of trials by impeach- he moulded in the cflcntial frame and con.f 
ment, is equally applicable to trials before ftiiution of Britifli Judicatvjre,’ 
the High Steward on indiffment; and Your CominiiieR conceives, that the 
confeqviently that there is no ground for a Englifh jurifprudeoce has not any other 
difiination, with regard to the public dc- fme foundation, nor conlequcntly thcliveni 
claration of the Judges opinions, fuunde I and properties of ihe fubjetf any fure hold, 
ontheiiiapplicabiliiyofeiiherof tlicfe cafes but in the maxims, rules, and principles, ' 
to the otlier. The argument on this and juridical tradirioiury line of decifionei 
wliole matter is fo fatisfafloiy, that your contained in the notes taken, and frdin 
Committee has annexed it at large, to their time to time publilhed (moffly under th^ 
Report f . As tliere is no difference i n fa€l fai>^l ion of the J udges ) . called Reporu. 
between thele trials ( efpecially fince the A£l In the early periods of the law it appear* 

which pr-ovides that .all the Peers fliall be to your Committee, that a couefe It'll better 
fumiTioned to the trial of a Pcei), fo there had been purfued, but grounded oii the 
18 no difference in the reafon ami principle fame principles j and that no other caufe 
. of the publicity, let the matter of the Stew- than the multiplicity of bulmefs prevented 
ard’s jurifdiftion be as it may. its continuance. Of ancient time (fay* . 

** Lord Coke) in cafe* of difficulties, 
PUBLICITY GENERAL. •€ either criminal or civjl, the ha/ons and 

Your Committee dp not fi^nd any pofi- . of the judgment were let dowp ' 

law which binds the Judges of the ** upon the Record, and fo continued m 

f FoilerVcrowo Law, p.. i 4 ' 5 . , t See the Appendix, No. i. 
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•• the retgiit of Ed. 1. and Ed. 11. and 
•* then there was no need of Reports ; 
** but in the reign of £d; III. (when the 
** law was in his height) the canfes and 
** reafons of judgments, in refpeSt of the 
*• multitude of them, arc not let down in 
.the Record,- but then the cafuifls 
and reporters of cafes ( cei lai n grave and 
** fad men) publlftied the calcs, and the 
•* reafons and caufts of the judgments or 
refoltttions, whi'cli, from the beginning 
•* of the leign of Ed. III. and fince, we 
** have in print. But tli fe afsb, though 
•• of great credit and excellent uie in their 
kin‘i, yet far loiderncatb the authority 
•• of the Parliament Rcils^ reporting the 
«* judgments ^ and ref Aid ions oj that 

•* bigkeji Court‘d 

Reports, though of a kind lefs authentic 
than the I'ear Book^ to which Coke alludts, 
have continued wiihout inicuuption t< the 
time in which we live. It is well known, 
that the elementary treatiles of hw, and the 
dogmatical treatiles of Engiifh jurifpni. 
dence, whether they appe.u* under the 
names of Inftitutes, Digefls, or Comment 
taries, do not reft or. the authority cf the 
fnpreme power, like the book called the 
Inftitute, Digeft, Code, andaudieniic CoU 
lations in the Roman law. W:ih us, 
do£^rinal books of that defeription have 
little or no authority, other than as they arc 
iupported by the adjudged caies and reafons 
given at one time or other ficni the Bench ; 
and to ihefe they conftanriy lefer. This 
appears in Coke’s Inftitutes, in Corny ns's 
Pigeil, and in all books of that nature. 
To give judgment privately is to put an 
end to Reports ; and to put an end to Re- 
ports, is to put an end to the law of 
England. It was foitunatc for the Con- 
Riiution cf this kingdom, that in thejudi. 
cial proceedingsdn tlie cafe of lliip- money, 
the Judges did not then venture to depart 
fiom the ancient couifc. They gave and 
they ai gutd their judgment in open Court -f-. 
Their reafons were publicly given, and the 
arafons alTigned for their judgment took 
away all its autiioiity. 

The great hiftorian. Lord Clarendon, at 
that pel lod a young lawyer, has told us, 
that the Judges gave as law fjom the 
Bench what every man in the Hall knew 
not to be law. 

This publicity, and this mode of attend- 
ing the decilion with its grounds, is not 
obferved only in the tribunals where the 
Judges pi elide in a judicMl capacity indi- 
vidually or collcdlively, but wheie they are 
confulted by the Peers, on the law in all 


to ‘its of error brought from bcIoHii^. fii 
the opinion they give of the matter afligrieti 
as error, one at leaft of die Judges argites 
the ^ueftions at large. He argues them 
publicly, though in the Chamb^ of Par- 
liament ; and in fuch a manner that every 
profeftbr, practitioner^ or ftudent of the law, 
as well as the parties to the fuit, may learn 
the opinions of all the Judges of all the 
Courts upon thofe points, in which the. 
Judges in one Court might be miftaken. ‘ 

Your Committee is of opinion, that no- 
thing better could be devifed by human 
wifdoni than argued judgments publicly 
delivered, for preftTvingiinbi*oken the great 
traditionary body of the law, and for 
marking, whilft that great body remained 
iinaltcied, every variation in the applica- 
tion and the conftiuSlion of particular 
parts ; for pointing out the ground of each 
vaiiaiion ; and for enabling l!»e learned of 
the bar and .ill intclhcjent laymen to diftin- 
guifli thofe changes «.ade for the advance- 
ment of a more foTid, tquitabJpj and liibilan- 
tiul jnftice, .accoidlng to the vai iable nature 
of human affairs, a progieftlve txpeilence, 
and the improvement of moral phiiolbphy, 
from thofe hnzaidous changes in any of the 
anrient opinions and dccifions, which may 
arile from ignorance, from hvity, from 
falfe riftnemcm, fiom a fpirit of innova- 
tion, or from oiIiL'r motives, of a natuie noSj 
more juftifiabic. 

Your Comnilttee, linding this courfe of 
proceeding to be concoidant with the cha- 
lailer and fpirit of our judicial procced’ng, 
continued from time immemorial, fuppori- 
edby argumejUsof found theory, and con- 
firmed by eft'ei'ts highly beneHcial, could 
not fee without uncaftnefs, in this great trial 
for Indian offences, a marked innovation. 
Againft their reiterated requefts, remon- 
Itiances, and protcilations, the opinions of 
the Judges were always taken fccretly, 

Not only the conftitutional publicity, for 
which we contend, was lefuied to the re- 
queft and entreaty of your Committee 5 but 
when a noble Peer, on the u.iy of 
June 1 789, did in open Court declare, that 
he would then propofc fome qneftions to 
the Judges in that place, and hoped to' 
receive their anfwer openly, according to 
the approved gfood cuftoms of that and of 
other courts^the Lords Inftantly put a 
flop to the further proceeding by an im- 
mediate adjournment to tiie Chamber of 
Parli.ament. 

Upon this adjournment we find by the 
Lords' Journals, that the Houfeon being 
refumed, ordered, that it Ihould refolve 


• Coke, 4lnft, p. 5. 

I'his is conftued ro the judicial opinions in Hampden’s cafe^ It does not take in alt tbef 
Cttra-judiCUi onauenr. 

“ itfelf 
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into a Committee of the whole 
•* Hoiite on Monday next, to takeJnto 
confideration what is the proper manner 
” of putting oiieftlons by the Lords to the 
Judge*, and of their anfwering the fame, 

^ “ in judicial proceedings." 

. ^ The Hpufe did thereon refolve Itfelf 
into a Committee, from which the Earl of 
Galloway, on the 19th of the fame month, 
f reported as follows: “ That the Hbufe 
' “ has, in the Trial of Warren Haftings, 
Efquire, proceeded in a regulaj- courfe in 
the manner of propounding their quef- 
“ tions to the Judges in the Chamber of 
** Parliament, and in receiving their an- 
fwers to them in the fame place." 

The Kefolution was agi-eed to by the 
Lords ; but the Proteil (as below) was 
entered tliereupon, and fuppoited by ftrong 
arguments. 

Your Committee remark, that this Re- 
folniion (fates only, that the Houfe had 
proLCeded in this fecret manner ot pro- 
pounding quedions to the Judges, and of 
receiving their anfwers during the Trial, 
and on matters of debate between the par- 
ties, in a regular courfe.*’ It does not 
allert that another courfe would not have 
been as regular. It docs not (late cither 
judicial convenience, principle, or body of 
precedents for that regular courfe. No 
r liich body of precedents appear on the 
jmirnal that we could difeover. Seven- 
and twenty, at lead, in a regular feries, are 
dire^lly, conti-ary t6 this regular courie. 


Since theserp of the sQth of June 1 789, hb 
one quedion has been admitted to go pub- 
licly to the Judges. 

This determined and fyftematic privacy 
was the more alarming to your Committee, 
becattle the qi'tedioiit did not (except in 
that cafe) originate from the Lords for the 
dire6f ion of their own confcience. Thefe 
quedions, in fome material indances/were 
not made or allowed by the parties at the 
Bar, nor fettled In open Court, butdifferedT 
materially from what your Managers con- 
tended was the true date of the quedion, 
as put and argued by thenr. They weie 
fuch as the Lords thought proper to date 
for them. Strong remondrances produced 
ibme alteration in this particular ; but even 
after thefe remondrances, feveral quedions 
were made, on datements Vvhich the Ma- 
nagers never made nor admitted. 

Your Committee does not know of any 
precedent before this, in which the Peers, 
on a propofal of the Commons, or of a lefs 
weighty peiTon before their Court, to have 
the cafes publicly refefred to the Judges, 
and their arguments and refolutions deli- 
vered in their prefence, abfolutely refofed. 
The very few precedents of fuch private 
reference on Trials, have been made, as 
we have obferved already, fubJiUntio^ and 
withoqt any obfervatton from the parties. 

In the precedents we produce, the deter- 
mination is accompanied with its reafons', 
and the publicity is confidered as the clear 
undoubted i ight of the parties. 


* DiJfcntUntf 

id. BecauCe, by confulting the Judges out of Court In the abfenceof the parties, and with 
(but doors, we have deviated from the mod approved, and almolt uninterrupted, pra^ice of 
abtkve a century and a half, and edablidied a precedent r.ot only dedrudlive of the judice due 
to the panics at our bar, but mattn^Uy injurious to the rights of the community at large, 
who in cafes of impeachments are more peculiarly tntereded that all pioc^itigs of this High 
Court vof Parliament diould be open and expofed, like all other CourttW Judice, to public 
obfervatipn and commeat, iu order that no covert and private praftices (hould defeat the great 
ends of public judice. 

adly. Bscaufe, from private opinions of the Judges, upon private datements, which the 
parties have neither heard nor feen, grounds of a decifjon will be obtained, which muft ine- 
vitably atfedt thecaufe at iffue at ohr Bar ; this mode of proceeding feemi tobea violatiori of 
the fird principle of judree, inafmuch as we thereby force and confine the opinions of the Judges 
t6 our private datement ; and through the medium of our fubfequent decifioti wit^^r^nsfer 
the effedl of thofe opinions to the parties, who have been deprived of the right and advantage 
of being heard by fuch private, though unintended, tranfmutetion of the point at idiie. 

3dly. Becaufc the prifoner^ who may hereafter have the misfortune to Hand at nuf Bair will 
be deprived of that confelatioti which the Lord High Steward Nottingham conveyed to the 
prifoner. Lord Cornwallis, viz, ** That Uie Lords liave thn ceiider legard of a prifoner at the 

B3r,ihet they will not fufier a cafe to be put in bis abfence, leit it fbould prejudice him by 

being wrong dated." 

4thly. Became uoufual mydery and fecrecy in our judicial proceedings muft tend eirher to 
diferedit the acquittal of ibo^prUbner^ or render the juftice of his condemnation doubtful. 

PORCHEST^R. 

• SUFFOLKaad/BERKSHlRE. 

LOUGHBOROVGH, 

SVPPI-EMENTt ‘ [CJ . 
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Your Cojnn^ittee, ufing their bert dili- 
gence, have never hfeen able lofonu a clear 
opinioi^ upon ihe, gi’ound and principle of 
thefe decifions* The mere lei'ult upon 
^achfdate tiecidcd by the Lords, furnUhed 
them with no light from any piinciple, 
pretedont, or foregone auihoiity of law or 
. r^aibn, to guide ihent with rtgaidto the 
neVt inatter of evidence which they had to 
oifef, orto diferiminatewhat matter ought 
to be urged, or to be fet afide ; yoi'i* Com- 
*'litjittec not being able to divine, whether the 
particular evidence, which, iipcrlta conjec- 
tural yniiiciplc, they might choofcto abanv 
don, wonKI not appear to this Houfe, and 
fo the judging wot id at large., to be admii - 
. fible, ^'.d pcflibly dtcilivt* proof. In ihete 
Araigh's ihey had and have no choice, but 
either wholly to abanden the prolecillion, 
and of conlcquence to bciiay the truf: le- 
poied in ihom by this Houfe, or to hiing 
forward l\ich matter of evidence as thry are 
furnifhed with from fure iUuces of authen* 
ticiiy, and which in their judgment, aided' 
by the belt advice they cotild obtain, is 
poilelTed of a moral aptitude juiidically to 
prove cr to illutlrate the caie which the 
^llouie had given them in charge* 

MOU9 OF JPUTTINC THE QlILSTIONS. 

When your Committee came to examine 
into private opinions of the Judges, they 
found, to their no linalloorcern, that the 
mode both of putting the queAions to 
the Judges, and their ar.fwers, wa^ llill 
more unui'uhl and unprecedented tliau the 
privacy with which iholl* quellions wcic 
given and relblved. 

This mode ftnkcs, as we apprehend, at 
the vital piivjieges of the liouic. Fcr, 
with the Angle exception of the fn ft cpief- 
tioD put. to the Juogts m 17S8,- the cafe 
being tbt^d, tho^ueft^ons are ralcd di* 
icfilv, fjiccificall^and i)y nvnnc, on thole 
privileges, y ih it is, ^vjhat c*vidt 7 ice is it 
ccujpthvJ for the of the Utitfe 

*€if C^n:mo}iS'tct f ro'iifce f 

Wevonccivt, ih'il Jt wjs proper, 
jujliftd iy d Jingle prfCfdt'Yit^ 10 refei to 
' the Jnd^^;es of the infcror Com is any 
qutitini!, and dill lei's for them to decide 
in their anKvtr, of what is or is not com- 
petent Air ihe ILmte of Commons, or for 
any Ccmmittee auing under their aiubori- 
ly, to dp, or i.ot to do, in any inflance or 
i-elp£< 3 . wUiiMotvc). 'fl'Ls new and im- 
h«ard €4 CPU* ft- can have no other cffc*Sf 
tha.n to fimjci'f to the tlii'crcijoii of the 
.J^^gesthe law of Fariiamcni and the pri- 
. vUt?f5^d* the Houle of Commons, and in 
^ grai mwiiuo thi* judkial privileges of 


the Peers tfiemi^lves j any intermeddling 
in which on their part, we conceive to b& 
a dangerous and unwai ranudile affnmption 
of power. Jt'is contrary to what has bean 
declared by Lord Coke himfclf, in a paf- 
fai^e bfcfore quoted, to be the duty of the, 
Judges ; and <0 what the Judges of for- 
mer times have confelled to be ihc-n duty, 
on occufioiis to which he refers, in the 
time of Henry tlie Sixth. And we are of / 
opinion, that the cond\i6l of thole Ihges of ' 
the law, and others thtir fucceftbrs, who 
have been thus diftldent and cautious in 
giving their cpinions upon maticrs con- 
ceining Parlianunr, anil j^Jiucularly on 
the privileges of the Houle of Commons, 
was laiichible in the example, and ought to 
be followed i pauiculariy the - piinciplcs 
upon wh ch the Judges declined to give 
their opinions in ti>c yc-ar 1614. It ap- 
pears by the Journals or the Lords, that 
a qmllion cor.Cv.rning the l.w,; rebaive to 
impoliiions havii-.jy been pm to liie Judges, 
the proceeding was as loiiows ; 

“ Whether the Lordi, liic Judges, ftiall 
** be heard deliver their Opinion, touching 
“ the point of impofiiions, before further 
** conhderaiion be had of anfwer to be 
•• leiunud to the Lower Houle, coi-cein- 
** ing the mvlfage from them Jateiy ic- 
teivid. 

“ Whereupon the nmnlier of the Lords, V 
rcquiimg to hear the Judges opinions 
by laying “ ConUnlf exceeding the 
“ othci’a wiiich laid “ Lbw/c';//,” the 

“ Lords, the Judges, lo deliring were k 
perniilLcu to wiihdraw ilicinfc-lves into 
“ the Lord Chancellor's private rooms j 
♦* where hrtving uniaiiitd .ivvhilf, and ad- 
“ viled togcintr, they le.iur.ed into the 
Houle, and having taken ihtir places, 

“ and liuuling dilcovned, did by the 
“ mouth of ilie Lord Chief Jufiice of the 
“ King's liencii, humbly dclire to be for- 
** borne at this time, in this place, to de- 
“ liver any opinion in thi;s cafe, for many 
•* weighty and isr.poaani lealons, which 
his Loi<iliiip ^elivcicd VI ith great gia- 
“ vity ?iid dociufiiice ; cvnclucling, that, 
** hmilclt and his brethun aie upon pai- 
licnlais in judici.ii cjuife lo lj>eiik and 
** judgt bjiw cm the King's Majdty and 
“ his people, ami liktwile between hiS' 
•* Highncls's iubjj^hi, and in no cafe to 
“ be difpiuant^ on any fide." 

.Youi Comnjitiee do not And r.ny ihiiig 
which, through imulveiience cr dehgn, 
had a tendency fo the law and 

couilecf Parhaineiu 10 ihs opinions of the 
Judges of tlicr Inferior Ctjuiib, f om thit 
period until tlie. jll of James ihc Secontl.^ 

' The 



The Tml of Lord Delamere for high 
treafon was had by ipLcial cominiiilon be- 
fore the Lor(f High Steward ; it was be- 
fore the ad which diieds that ail Peers 
ihouid he fummoned to fiich Trials. This 
was not a Trial in full Parliament, in 
which cafe it was then contenefed for, that 
the Lord High S eward was the Judge of 
the Law, prefiding in the Court, but had 
no vote in the vsidid 5 and that the Lords 
were Triers only, and had no vote in the 
judgment of Law. This was looked on 
as tlie coiirfe, where the Trial was not in 
full Parliament, in which latter cafe theie 
was no doubt but that the Lord High 
Steward matle a part of the body of the 
Triers, and that the whole Houfe was the 
Judge ** 

In this caufe, after the evidence for the 
Crown had been clofed, the Prifoncr 
prayed the Court to adjourn. The Lord 
High Steward doubted his p<»vver to take 
that ftep in that ftage of the Trial; and 
the quellion w-as, “Whether, the Trial 

* not being in full Pailiament, when the 
Piifoner is upon his Trial, and Evi- 

' dence for the King is given, the Lords 
being (as it may be termed) charged 
‘ with the Prifoner, the Pccis may fepa- 

* rate for a time, which is the confequence 
‘ of an adjournment f ” 

The Lord High Steward doubted of his 
power to adjourn the Court. The cafe 
was evidently new, and his Giace pro- 
ipofed to have the opinion of the Judges 
upon it. The Judges, in conlequence, 
c;iVciing to withdraw into the Exchequer 
Chamber, Loid F.Alcoiibcrg “infitted that 

* the quLllion conccrnewl the Privilege of 

* the Peerage only, and conceived that the 

* Judges are not conterned to make any 
‘ deiermtnaiion in that matte\ 5 and betng 

* fiud-i a point of Pri'vtlegey certahtly the 

* inferior Courts ba%fe- no ri^bt to de^ 
‘ iermine it,'* It was infided, therefore, 

that the Lords I'ricrs fliould retire' with 
the Judges. , The Lord High Stewlird 
thought difierently, and oppufi^d this mo- 
tion ; but, finding the other opinion ge- 
nerally pifcvalent, he gave way, and the 
Lords Triers retired, taking the Judges 
to their coullilt. , 

When the Judges returned, they deli- 
vered their opinion in open Court* 

Lord Chief Juftire Hefbert fpoke for 
himfelf and the reft of the Judges. After 
obfervingon the noveity of the cafe, with 
a temj^erate and becoming referve with re- 
gard to. the R ghts of Parliaments, he 
ihaikcd out the limits of the qfBee of the 


inferior Jbdges on fu^h occafions, and de- ' 
clareil, “ Ail that, witMbe Judgrs^ can 
“ rib, is to acquaint, Grace and the 
** Nob/r Lords f zvbat the La*iv is in infe^ 
rior Courts in cafes of the hke nature^ 
and the feafon of the Law in thole 
points^ aim ijbi a leave the juri/diSiion 
of ibe Court to its proper judgmehid* 
The Chief Jultice Concluded his (tatement 
of the ufage below, and his obfervaiions 
on the difference of the cafes of a Peef 
tried in /ull Parliament and by a fueclal 
commi(non» in this manners 

** Upon the whole matter, myJLt'rds, 
“ whether the Pepr>*,^ being Judges in the 
** one and not in the other i n da nc^,, alters 
** the Cafe, or whctlwr the t:eafon of the 
“ Law in inferior Courts, why the Jury 
are not pcMiuitted to feparaie until they 
have dilchargecl themlldves of their ver-. 
** di£I, may have any influence on this 
cafe, ‘wbt re that reafon feetns to failf 
“ the Piifoner being to be tried by men 
of unqiicltionabb honour, we cannot 
“ prefame fo far as to make any determi- 
“ nation in a cafe which is both new to 
** us, and of great confequence in it f elf ; 

but think it the proper way for w, 
** having laid matters as we conceive 
** them before your Grace and my Lords, 
to fabmit the jurifdtHion of your own 
** Couit to your own determination^* 

It appears to your Committee, that the 
Loids, who ftood againft fubinitting the 
Courfe of their High Court to the inferior 
Judges, and that the Judges who, with a 
legal and conftitiuional diferetidn, dc- 
ciined giving any opinion in this matter, 
a^led as became tiicm ; and your Com- 
mittee fees no reafon w)jy the Peers at this 
day fhould be lefs attentive to ihe rights 
of their Court, with regard to ati exclufive 
jiidgintnt on their oiadfi proceedings, dr to 
the rights of the Commons ailing as ac- 
cufeis for the whole Commons of Great 
Britain in that Court, ,or why the Judges 
fliould be lefsTefljrved in deciding upon any 
of thefe..pointsof high Pariiamemtayy Privi- 
lege, than the judges of that and the pre- 
ceding periods. This prefent caYe is a 
proceeding in full Pafliameift, and not 
like the cafe u^der the Commlllion in the 
time of James the Second, and Hill mere 
evidently out of the province of the Judges 
in the inferior Courts. 

All the precedents previous to the Trial 
of Warren Efqutre^ feem to youF 

Committee to be uniform. The- Judges 
had cquitahtly refu(«d to give an opinion 
on any of the powers, privileges, or coos- 


^ Sec the Lord High Steward*! Speech on that Head, lA J. a. 
. ^ tC a J 


petenciss 



Mtenciety^f either Houfe. Bu^inthdpr^* They arc preie'nt in Court, not to .hear 
lent {nfmne yppr Committee has founds theTrlar, but Iblely to adviie in matter of 
'with great a further matter of Law-*they cannot take upon ihcmftlves 

’ ii^homfon; to any thing about the Bengal Con- ^ 

'Hitlicrto ibe^^nftant praftice has been fultattons, orto know any thing, of Rajah 
to pat miefttons to tlie Judges, but in the Nundcoinar, ofKelleram, or of Mr. Fran- ^ 
"' vthnee following ways ; as, cis, or Sijr John Clavering; 

- aft, A queftion of pure abftraft law, That the Houle may be the more fully 
without reference to any cafe, or .merely enabled to judge of the nature and ten- 
OpOti an A. B. cafe ftated to them. ^ dency of thus putting the queftioii 

<t adly. To the legal conftru£lion of fpmc Jtcally and on the grofs cafe^ your Com - .. 
of Parliament. i iniitee thinks fit here to iniert one of thofe 

3dly, I'o report the courfe of proceed- qucftions, reierving a dirciiilion of iis par- 
r ing in the Courts below upon in abftraff ticular merits to another place. It was 
cafe. ftated on the iid of April 1790. ”011 

Befides theft three, your Committee ” that day the Managers propoled to fttew, 
knqwft not of a fingle example of any that Kelleram fell into great balances 
fort, during the courfc of any judicial *• with the Baft. India Company in con- 
proceeding at the Bar of the Houfe of ” iequence of his appointment.**— lc" 1 s fo 
Lords, whether the profecutton has been ftated in the printed Minutes (p. 1206) $ 
by IndiClment, by JLnformaiiun from the but the real tendency and gift of the pro- 
Attorney General, or by Impeachment pofition is not Ihewn— However, the quef- 
of the Houfe of Commons. tion was put, ” Whether it be or be not 

In the prcfent Trial, the Judges appear ” competent to the Managers for the Com^ 
to youi Committee not to have given their ” mons to give evidence upon the change 
judgment on points of Law ftated as fuch, ** m the Sixth Article^ to prove that ilie 
but to have in effe6l: tiicd tb^catife, in the rental wiiichtiiedefendant, Warren Haf- 

whole coui ft of it, with one inftance to lings, Efquire, let the lands mentioned 

the Contrary. ^ in the laid fixth Article of Charge to 

The Lords have ftated no queftion of ” Kelleram, fell into arrear and was 
general Law $ no queftion on the con- ” deficient ? and, Whether, if proof were 
ftvuffion of an a£f of Pai lianieut 5 no offered that the rent fell into arrear im-"' 

2 ueftion concerning the prafiice of the mediately after the letting, the evidence 
^)urt9 below. They put the whote grofs in that cafe would be competent ? 

Cffet and shatter in ^teftion^ ^vitb all its •* The Judges anfwered, on the 27th of 

ciycrtmftancesy to the fudoes. They have, «< the laid month, as follows : // is not 
for the firft time, demanded of them what ” competent for the Managers for tbi Houfe 
particular peifon, p^per, or document, «< of Commons to give evidence upon the 
ought, or ought not, to be produced be- <« charge in the Sixth Article, to prove 
fore them by the Maiwgcis for the Com- « thtit the rent at which the defendant, 
ihons of Great Britain. For inftance, Wan-en Haffings, let the lands in the 
whether, under fitch an Article, the Bengal « faid Sixth Article of Charge to KeU 
Confiiitations of fuch a day, the exami- ** leram, fell into arrear and was defi- 
nation of Rajah Nundcomar, and 'the ”cient.** 

like. ^ ^ 7 'he Houfe will obftrve, that on the 

The operation of this method is, in Alb- queftion two cafes of competence were 
ftanev, not only to make the Judges maf- put : the firft on the competence of Ma- 
ters of the whole procefs and conduft of nagers for/the, Houft of Commons to give 
the Trial, but’ through that medium to the evidence fuppoftd to be offeied by 
transfer to them the ultimate judgment on them, but which we deny to have been 
ilie caufe iiftlf and its merits^^' offered in the manner and for'thc purpoft 

The Judges attendant on the Court of affumed in this queftbn : the fccot d is in 
, hitherto, have, not been iiippofed a fhape apparently moie abftra^d, and 

to Know the particulars and minute cir- more nearly approaching to Parliamentary 
^Mftances of thecauft, and niiift there- regulariy-— on the conq>ctence of theevi- 
fofe be ineompetertt to determine upon dence iiftlf, in the cafe of a fimpofed cir- 
thofe circiimftanc^. The evidence taken cumftance being fuperadded . The Judges 
* ^ not of cuurft, that we..ean find, deli- anfwered only the firft, denying ftaily the 
. voted to them I nor do, we find that, in competence of the Managers. As to the 
ony j«rder has been made for that ftcond, the competence of the fuppofrd 

evidence, .they arc profoundly filent, 
J^gulwly be put before Umhi* Having given this blew to our compe- 
tence, 
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tencet aboMt the other qiteftion (which 
was more within their province), namely^i 
the competence ot evidence on a cafe: hy- 
pothetically ftated, they give ihcmfelvet no 
trouble. %rrhe Lorda on that occafion re-^ 
je£ied the whole evidence. On the face 
^of the Judges* opinion, it is a determina- 
tion ofi a cafe, the trial of which was not 
with tiiem, but it contains no rule or priu^ 

' ciple of Lawt to which alone it was theii* 
duty to fpeak 

ThefecfTential innovations tend, as your 
Committee conceives, to make an entire 
alteration in the Conftitution and in the 
purpofe&of the High Court of Parliament, 
and even to reveile the ancient relations 
between the Lords and the Judges. 

It tends wholly to take away* from the 
Cunflnons the benefit of making good 
their cafe before the proper Judges, and 
fubmits this high Inquelt to the inferior 
Courts. 

Your Committee fees no rcafon why, 
on the fame principles snd precedents, the 
Lords may not terminate tiieir piocecdings 
in this and in all future trials, by fending 
the whole body of evidence taken before 
them, in the fhape of a fpecial veidiil, to 
the Judges, and may not demand of fhem, 
whether they ought, on the whole matier, 
to acquit or condemn the Prifoner ; nor 
^can we difeover any caufe that fhould hin- 
der them from deciding on the accumula- 
tive body of the evidence, as hithei to they 
have done in its parts, and from dilating 
the exiftcnce or non-exiflence of a mifdc. 
mc^anor or other ciime intlie Prifoner, as 
they think fit^— without any more refer- 
ence to principle or precedent of Law, 
than hitherto they have thought proper to 
apply in determining on the feveral par- 
'ctls of this cauie. 

Your Committee apprehends, that veiy 
* feriout inconveniencies and mifehiefs may 
hereafter ariie from a pra£>ice in the Hoiife 
•f Lords, of confidering itfelf as unable 
to a£l without the Judges of the inferior 
Courts, .of implicitly tollowing their dic- 
tates, of adhering with a literaJ preci/ion 
to the veiy words of their rcfponfts, and 
putting them to decide on the com^ietence 
of the Managers for the Commons, — the 
competence of the evidence to he produced^ 
•wwlio are to be permitted to appear,-^ 
what quelUons aie to be afkeil ol witnefTes , 
and indeed, pared by parcel, on the whole 
of tlie grofs cafe before them ; as well as 
to determine upon the order, method', and 
procefs of every part of their proceedings. 

* All the Rcfoltitjpns of the Judges, to tlie 
In the AeefJipix, No. II. V : 


i f 

The Jiitlges of the inferior Courts are by 
Law rendered indepemyi^t the CruWm 
But this, inftead of a to the fub-. 

would be a grievj^H^f no way was 
Itfr of producing a refponiibiHty. If the 
Lords cannot or will not aa without the 
Judges, and if (which God forbid!) ihe 
Commons Ihaiilil £nd it at any time here- 
after neceflary to inqicach them before the 
Lords } this Houfe would find the Lords 
difabled in their fun£lion 8 , fearful of giv- • 
ing<iny judgment' On matter of Law, or 
admittingyany proof of faft wi;liout them ; 
and having once alTutned the rulh of pit>- 
seeding and practice below as tlieir rule, 
they mud at every indant refort, for ihcif 
means of judging, to the authority of thole 
whom they are appointed to judge,^^ 

Your Commiitee mud always a£l witli 
regard to men as they are. TIkmo arc no 
privileges or exemptions from the infir- 
mities of our common natui'e. yVe are 
fenJible that all men, and without ‘any 
evil intentions, will naturally wifii to ex- 
tend their own juiil'di^ion, and to weaken 
all the povver by which they may be li- 
mited and controlled. It is the bufmel's 
of the Houle of Commons to counteraft 
this tendency. This Houfe had given to 
iis Managers no power to abandon its 
privileges and the rights of its Condituents.' 
They weie themfelvcs as little difpoied as 
authorized to make this ilirrender. They 
are Members of this Houle, not only 
charged with the management of this Im- 
peachment, but partaking of a general 
trud, infeparable from the Commons of 
Great Britain in Pailiament afl'embied, 
one of whofe principal fun^fions and du- 
ties it is, to be obiervant of the Courts of 
Judice, and to take due care that none of 
them, from the lowed to the liighed, fhall 
purfue new courfes unknown to the Laws 
^nd Condiiution of this Kingdom, or to 
Equity, found legal Policy, or fubdantiai 
Judice. 

Your Committee were not fent into 
Wedminder Hall for the purpofe of eon- 
tiiliutlng, in their perlbns, , aud ui^dei; the 
auihoriiy of the Houfe, to change' the 
Courie or Law of Parliauient, which had 
continued unquedioned for at leaft four 
fill luircd years , Nttlher was >t huy part 
of tlleir milTion to fufieV precedents 40 be 
edablifhed with iwtton to the Law and 
Rule of Evidence, which tyiided in their 
opinion to lhut,up for ever all tlte nyenues 
to Judice. were npt to cobfidei; a 

Rulbof Evidence as a means of ConceaU 

tlme of the Rtlerence' to the Cotnmittec, are 

jnenh. 
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y tiat, without a fttug- of them very eflehlially 5 ye* Ufage of 
t^Hi||||||b fubti^cs to prev}(i)a each Court is thel^aw of the Courr, and ^ 

a procefs in Parlta- it would he vain to object to any Rule in 

S but the prote6fiona any Couit that is not the Rule of anorlief 

|f.j{lfe«ll tbeTitiua find violence aiifiug from Court. For inftance, as a geficral Rule, 
:th« abuA; of British Power in the Fatf. the Court of Kihj*sBehch, on Trials bji» 
--^^f^oi-dingljv your M^magei's contended Jury, cannot receive depofitions, but nuiff 
With all dietr might, as their PredcceflUrs judge by tMmony vr^a voccr. The Rule 
in^b^dame pUce had contended with more of the Court of Chancery is not only nut 
^labithty and learnma, but not with niore the fame, but it is the reverie, and I.orJ 
Zeal and rtioi-e.iinniKls, againftthofe dan- Uar'dwicke ruL*d accordingly. , The 
gerotii innovations as they were fuceef- “ conttanl and eilabli.^ied Proceedings of 

fivyly iniroduced : they heldNithemfelves this Court," faid this great IVJEdgi Urate, 

bound conftaiitly to proted, and ru one or ** are on written Evidence^ like the Pro- 
two intbnees they did proteU, in difcourles “ ct-edings on the Civil iind Canon Lavy. 
of coivfulerable leog.h, againff thofe pri- This is tlie Courle of the C<mrt, an<l 
vspc,* ard, for vvhar they could rind, un- ** the CouVle of the Court' is the Law of 
.argued judicial upufions, which mult, as “ the Court."— —^Viky ns, Voi. d. p. 
they fear, introduce by drgiecs the iiifc- 416. 

ruble fervithde which cxids where the Law Your Mamgers were convinced, that 
as URicertain or tinkuowu. one of the piincipal lenfons for which this 

' ^ Caufe was brought into Parliament, was 

DEBATES OK EViliEKCE. ^{j^. that in isiferior Couits their 

The chief debates at the B'lr, and the Rule vvmild be formed naturally upon tlieir 
dccifious of the Judges (which wc find in ordinary experience and tlie exigencies of 
a*!i cafes implicitly adopted in all their ex- the cates which in ordinary couife came 
tent, 'i|ud without 'qualification, hy the before them. 'Phis experierce, and the 
> Lordsj, turned upon Enfid^ncf. Your exigencies of thele cates, extend little fnr- 
QNUFiuttee, before the Trial bej^an, were thci than Uk concerns ot a People conrpa- 
"apprizedjby dricourfes wluch pi udenco did ratively in a narrow vicinage — a People of 
iioi permit them to negh .t endea- the fame or nearly the lame langung^.., 
vours vi*ouW be ufed to embarrals th.m uligion, manners, laws, and habits,—* 

' their proceedihgs hy exceptunis jg.nr.rt with them an intercourle of every kind, 
Evidence j that the judgmeiits nnd opi- was eafv. 

tiiotts of the Com IS below vould be re- Tiie.t lliiLs of Law in moft cafes, and 
Ibrted to Of? this fiibjert 5 that thcie th.e the Praifice of the Courts in ail, ct uld 
Rnles <5f Evidence were prccilc, rigorous, not be eariiy applic ible to a People fepa- 
and inflexible} and that ilie Counfcl for rated ficm Gi.at Britain by a veiy great 
the -Criminal wfuild endeavour to intio- part of ihj Globe j fi paiated by manners, 
ducc the fame Rules, whh the fime ft- by principles of religion, and of invete- 
verity and rxa^lnefs, into this Trial. rate habits as itrulig as Nature itfeif, tfll 

Your Committee were fully aflfured, moie ihin hy the circuinftance of loial 
and were relblve'd Itienuoufly ito contend, dillance. Such confined and inapplicable 
that nerpoftrine or Rule of Law, much lUilcs vv.niid be convenient indeed to on- 
Icfs the Pra^fice of any Court, ought to preffion, to extortion, bribery, and cjr- 
have weigiit or authority in Parliament, ruption, but fuinaus to* the People whofe 
further than as fuch Do^rine, Rule, or prote^ion is the tiue ohje6l of all Tri- 
PraiSficcJ is agreeable to the Proceedings bunals, and of all ihcir RuLs. Even 
in Pjrl***menr, or hath received the fane- Kn&llfh Judges in India, who. have been 
ttofv of approved prtct dcut there, or is fumci^mtly tenacious c;f what they confi- 
founded OH the immutable principles of dcred as the Rules of KngliHi Couits, 

, Jultict[, without which, your were obliged in many points, and pirti- 

^ : Qommittee readily agrees «o Pid^ice In cularly with regard to Evidence, to relax 
g^'yC<iart, high ot luw, is proper pr fit very coniiderably, 'as the Civil ibd Polifc 
td hfjr itfatntihned; ^ ^ ^ GoyeVnment has been obliged to do in It*.' 

v' Tif'this pre^yjpericc of the Ru'res obferved verafo’her cdles, on account of iufup-r- 
the fi’gh Court Parliament, ,pre- able dlfH.'U hies .ai'Ifptg from a great diver- 
. to all ti^e reft, there is fity of manners, and from what /nay be 

/; which the inferior Aurts conlidcrcj as a diverfity cF^eii in the very 

regard to iifilf. conftUiiiiun of their minds; iutbucfS of 
that the Rules of Pro- which your Commititee will fubjoiii in a 
Ctttim vauy, and feme ^ future AppetjoistV 

Ancihir 




Another gr«nt why, ycipt Corti!- 
^jnce conceived ihis Houfe ha^ chofen to 
Ijp^pcced ii^, the Hlt^h Court of iWliament, 
xwas becaufe the inferior Coxirts were ha- 
bituated, ^iih very few ex.ceptions^ to tiy 
men for the abufe only of iheir individual 
^nd natural j^owers, whk^ car extend but 
a liitle way. Before them, offences, whe- 
ther of fraud or violence, or both, are^ 
S^r much the greater, part, charged upon 
perfons of mean and pbfeure condition, 
riiofe unhappy perfons aie fo far from, 
being fupported by men of rank and in. 
iluence, that the whole weight and force 
of the community is dire6led agaiiiil them. 
^In this cafe, they are in general obje6l8 of 
protefliou as well as of puniihinenr ; and 
the CouiTe perhaps ought, as it is com- 
movly faid to be, not to luffer any thing 
to be applied to their convi6lion beyond 
what the dri61cft Rules will permit 
But in the Caufe vvhich your Manngers 
have in chaige, the ciicumdances are the 
very reVerfe to wh:n,. happens in the cafes 
of nurc pcrfcmal L'elinquency which come' 
before the Courts. Thefo Courts have 
not before them perfons who aft, and who 
jollify their afts, by the nature of a d^- 
Jpotical and ai bin aiy power. Tlte abuies 
linted in our Impeaclunent, are not thofe 
of mere individual, natural faculties, but 
abufes of civil and political authority. 
The offence is that ot One who has carried 
with him, in the peipetration of his ci lines, 
wliether of violence or of fraud, the whole 
force of the State ; — who, in the perpetra- 
tion and concealment of offences, has jiad 
the .tdvanfag'e ot all the means and powers 
given to Government fer the deteftioii 
and punifnnient of giiilii and for the pro- 
teftion of the People. The People thera- 
felves, on whole behalf the Commons of 
Gieat Britain take up tin’s remedial and 
piQtefting profecution, are naturally li* 
mid. I'hcir fpirits are broken by the 
arbitrary power ufurped over them, and 
claimed by the Delinquent as his Law. 
They aie re^dy to flatter the power which 
they dread. They ate apt to look for fa- 
vour by covering thofe vices in the Prede- 
cefn>r which they fear the Succefibr may 
be difpofcd to iir.it ite. They hav^ reafon 
to confider complAmts as means not of 
red] els, but aggravation to. iheil* Aif- 
fei ?rgs 5 and when they fliall ultimately 
. herir that the natuie of the Britifh Laws; 
and the Rules of jis Ti ibunals, me fuch as 
by; no cai*e or fltidy eitlter thv-y, of eyen 
the Commons of Great Britain,.; vvbo take 
their caufe, can compichend, but winch 


in and unpro^; 

tefted, and 

fecure. in theii* 41^ 

trary power of 

whicli hath beeii.^x«r|p^S tmeU de- ' 
flruftion. ^ They u^ilt pe lor^evcr, wlm 
for the-, gmater. part ihi^r duve hitherto 
been, inclined, to compron^fe with tlie 
cormption of tVe Magiltrares. as a fereen 
againd that violence from which the Laws, 
afford them no rediefs. 

For ihc^ reafons, your Committee did, 
and do, ffrongly contend, that the CoufC 
of Parliatncnt ought tof be optn with gt^t 
facility to the produftion of all Evidence., 
except that which ilie Precedents of 
liament teacii them auihuriutively to re* 
jeft, or w'hich hath no fojt of natui'al ap- ' 
tiiude^dirtftiy or ciicumibniially to prove 
the cafe. They have been and arc inva* 
riably of opinion, that The Lords ought 
to enlarge^ tmd not to ccnlrati^ the Rufts 
of Evuin:c^^ accoi'Uiug to the nature and 
ditfitHlaes of the Ciije^ for redrefs to the 
injured, for the pumihnrrent of oppreflion, 
for the dc'cftion of fraud, and, above all, 
'to prevent what is the gi eatt it di (honour 
to all Lavys and to all Tribunals,— the 
failure of Jufficc., To prevent the laft of 
theie evils, sail Couits in tins and ail 
Countries have conffantly made all their 
maxims and principles concerning Teflt- 
mony to conform j althoupli» fuch Couita 
have been bound, undoubtedly, by ffrifter 
Rules, both of form and of piefcript caies, 
than the ibverc’gn jurlfdiftion excrciletl 
by the Lords on tlie Impeachment of tlrt> 
Commons ever has been or ever, ought to 
be. 'I'herefore your Commiltce doth to- 
tally rejeft any Rules by which the Pract 
tice of any inferior Court .is ^Ifirmeii laa 
a direftory guide to an higher, cl’pecblly 
where the Form’s and the PovverS’ of the 
judicature are different, and the Objipftil 
of judicial enquiry are not the ftme. 

Your Committee conceives, that«thtt 
trial cf a ^aule is not in the arguments 
difputaiions of the Proiecutois 
Counfel, hut in the E^idencty ajui-Um 
to refufe Evidence is to refiile tobaar the 
caufe} nothing, tlunefore, but 
clear and weighty reafons ought to pre- 
clude ita, produftion. Your Ciwnpntteer 
conceit^, that when Evidiei^e, on the 
face of it relevant, t)u\jt is connefted wltb 
the Party and th#>CKarg^^,Vfas.deil«8Gl lo 
be competent, ibe hmtbm t^fc 

tvbo Q/t^ofed >/, to let forth the audiorities, 
whether of politiv^ Statute, known lecog- 


» BUcla'lcae’s Commentaries, Bookrlv, p. ^58. 
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, iliftuM*)' ' *^kh ' we ■ ftiall heieefief 
^»eak}^wti?s Produced at the Bai*> nor (that 
wirkiiow of y produced by the Lords in 
Debates, or by the Judges in the 
' 0 |»t^ii(k>ns/by them delivered. Therefote, 
jfor any ibiug which as yet appears to 
*yoor Committee to the contrar^s 'hefe re- 
j^nfes and deciiiohs were, in many .of the 
points, not the deiermtnations of any L^w 
whatsoever, but mere arbitraiy decrees, 
CO which we eould not without Iblemn 


made^ nqr often allowed when mader %i 
the ikrtie cale ofi Lord StafForde, ,t«i^ ^ 
books produced by his Lord/liip, wiihofit “ 
proof by whom they were written, wetc 
reje£(ed (and on a clear principle) ** as 
being private books, and no records 
-—On both theie occasions, the queftiuns 
were determined by the Lords alone, with- 
out any refort to the opinions of the ^ 
Judges. In the Impeachments of LorcTi 
Stafforde, Dr. Sacbcverell^ and Lord Win •( 
toun, no objeflion to Evidence appears 
in the Lords' Jotirnals to have been pief* 
fed, and not above one tak^t, which was 
on the part of the Managers. 

Sfveral objeflions were indeed taken to 
evidence in Lord Miccles field’s Trial !{. 


pi'oteftation fiibmit. . , 

Your Comniitree, at an early period, 
and frequently fined the commencement 
of this Trial, have negle£led no nteans 
of rcfearch whkh might afford them in- 
fbimatfon concerning thefe ilippofed firi^f 
and injJiieaible Rules of l^iocc^ding and of 
Evidence, which appeared to them de- 
Uruflive of ail the means and ends of 
Jofiice. 

And, firfi, they examined carefully the 
Roils and Journals of the Hcule .ot Lords, 
as alfo tlie printed Trials of Calcs before 
that Covi^> 

Your Committee finds but one inftance, 
in the whole cottrie of Parii inientary Im- 
peachtnents, *in wSuch Evidence olfeied by 
jdie Comumns has been reje^ed on the 
plea of InadmilHbilicy or J ncosnpetence. 
This was in the caie of Lord SuSFurdc'.^ 


They were made on the part of the Mana- 
gers, except in two inlUiices, where the 
ohje^lions were made by the witnelles 
them (elves. Tliey were all determined 
(thole liarted by the Managers in their 
favour) hy the Lords themielves, without 
any reference to the Judges. In tiie dii- 
cuifion of one of them, a quellion was 
ftated for the Judges concerning the Law, 
ip a fimilar cafe upon an information in 
the Court below $ but it was let afule by 
the previous quefiion 

On tlie impeachment of Lord Lovat (ff , 
no more than one dbje 6 lion to Eviden^A 
was taken by the Managers, againit whiclt 
Lord Lovat's Counfel were not permitted 
to argue. Three objeffions on the part 
of the Prifoncr were made to the Evidence 
cfFercd by the Manager Ss >biit all without 
fiiccefs. The inftances of fimilar ob- 


Trial* i when the copy of a warrant (die 
&ine not having any atteifation to authen- 
. ticaie ii as a true copy] was, on deiihe- 
rdiion^ nor admitted, and, as your Com- 
mittee thinks, as the cafe (food, with rea- 
Ibn. But even 'in this one inttance tlie 
Lords feetned 0 (hew a maikcd anxiety 
not to narrow too much the Admifiibi.ity 
of Evidence, for they confined their de- 
tei'mination ** tO lbis individual cafe," as 
the Lord Sfewkrd reported tlietr Ueiblu- 
lion i and he< adds, ** they conceive this 
, could he’ no impediment of failure in 
the proceeding, becaufe the truth and 
verity^of it would depend on the fir If 
geturel power given to execute it, which 
' they who manage the Evidence for the 
•♦'Commons fay they could piove.’f.”-— 
.lieiiber liavc object ions lo Evidt nee of- 
, by thePilifbner been very frequently 


jeftions in Parliamentary Trials of Peers 
on Indiftmeiits, are too tew and too unim- 
portant to require being particularized 5 — 
one, that in the cafe of Lord Waiwick 
has been already ftated. 

The principles of thefe precedents do 
not in the lealf affe 6 f any cale of Evidence 
which your Managers had to fupport. 
The paucity anil inapplicability of intlan- 
ces or this kind, convince your Committee 
that the Lords have ever uted ibme latitude 
and liberality in all the means of hanging 
information before them^nor is it cal'y to 
conceive, that, as the Lords are, and of 
right ought to be, Judges of Law and Pa^f , 
many cafes (houTd occur (except tl)o(e 
where a perfonal •Ooce witnefs is 

denied to be competent) in which a Judge, 
poflfelTmg an ihtire judicial cafaci\yy can 
. oetermine by anticipation iVhat' is good 


> tiftf*' JeromaR. Vol. W. p. 204. An. 1641. f Trial of Lord Stafl&de, p, 410. . 
; ^ ttords' Journals, Vol. iv. p. zxo. . 

M ;Lhrda^ Jourh^s^ Vol. xxij. p. 536. to 546. An. 1725. 

P'54** ' V tords'/ooroals, Voi. »xva. ,. 63.65. Ann. 1746. 
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«vi(Ienee, aYtd whit not^ befora he has ifipline, they add to theeodinefs and Taga. 
heard jt. When'he has heard it, of courfe city of thofe who at*ej||H||tfo plead or to 
he will judge what weight it is to have judge. But as hutnt^^^K aod human 
upon his mind, or whether it ought not a^tuns ai'e not of a n|Hpyncal nature, 
entirely So be Itruch out of the proceed* but the fubjc^l is concre^ complex, and • 
ings. moral, they cannot be fubje^fed (^ithaut 

Your Committee, always protefting, as exceptions which reduce it aiiTioft t»» »o- 
befiii'e, againlf the admiflioii of any law, thing) to any certain rule. Their rules 
foreign or domeftic, as of authority in With regard to competence were many 
' parliament, further than as written rca- and our lawyers have mentioned it to 

foil, ajid the opinion of wife and inlorined their repi*oach« The civilians (it has been 

men, has examined into the writers on tlie oblcrvcd) differ in nothing mote than 
civil law, ancient and more recent, in order otitnitiing evidence ; for they reject 

to difeover what thofe rules of evidence, in Hifti ipnes, dfc. and whole tribes of 

any ibrt applicable tocrimuial cafes, were, ple^'^* But this extreme rigour as to 
which wete liippoled to Hand in the way competency, reje^led hy uur Jaw, ,is not 
of the trial of olfences committed in India, found to extend to the genus of evidence, 

7 ' hey find, that the term evidence, but only to a particular l'p.'cies>— Pcrfiinal 
evu! entitle fiom whence our’s is taken, witnefles. Indeed, after all their .tfForCs 
lias u fenfe different in the Homan law, to fix thefe things by pofitive and inflexible 
fiom what it is undeiffood to bear in the maxims,, the belt Homan lawyers in their 
Englrfli juiiiprudence. 1 ‘lie term moft beffages were obliged to con fefs, that cvtiy 
nearly anfwcring to it iii the Roman, being cafe of evidence rather formed its own rule, 
probation proof j which, like the term than that any rule could be a-^pted to 
tvidence^ is a geneiick term, including cveiycafe : The belt opinions, however, 
£very thing by which a doubtful matter feem to have reduced the admifflblJiry of 
may be lendered more certain to the Judge 5 witnefles to a few heads, — “ Foi if," 
or, as Gilbert exprefles it, every, matter is faid Calliftratus, in a paflage prcfeivcd to 
evidence which amounts to the proof of us in the Digelt, the icftimony is ti-ce 
the point in cpiellion *. ** from fufpicion, either on account of the 

X On the general head of evidence or proof, •< quality of \\\eipevfo 7 t^ namsiy, that be is 
^your Committee finds, that much has in a reputable liiuation; Qxiox caufei' 
been vvritten by perfons learned in the that is to fay, that the teftimony given is 
Homan law, particularly in modern times } not for reward, nor favour, nor for enmity, 

and that many attempts have been made to fuch a witnefs is admiirihle. The fiiil 
reduce to i*ul€64lw principles of evidence or defciiption goes to competence \ between 
proof, a matter which by its very nature which credit, Lord Hardwicke julfly 
feems’ incapable of that limphcity, preci* fiys, the difci imination is very nice : 7 'he 
fion, and generality, which ai e netcfuiy to other part of the text (hews tlieir anxiety to 
fupply the matter, or to give the form to a reduce credibility rtlllf to a fixed rule, ft 
rule of law. Much learning has been proceeds therefore, “ His fitcred Mayfly. 

^ employed on the do^lrine of indications Hadrian, iflued a icfcilpt to Fivius 
and in their bj^ ** Lieuienant of Cilicia, ta* this 

than is to be found in ^jjjrw.^-Vefy « effeft, that he who fits in judgment is 
fuhtiledilquifiiionswereinal|!w»ll»nat- ** the molt capable of determining what 
lers of jiirifpriidcnce in the times of the credit is to be given to wiineffes/* The 
claflical civil law, by the followers of the words of the letter of rclcript arc -is foliovv 
ffoic fchoolf. In the modern fbhool of You ought belt to know wharci-edit 
the fame law, the fame courfe was taken « is to be given to witneflcs,-^who, ami 
by Baitolus, Baldus. and ilic civilians «» of what dignity, and of vdm eftimatioa 
who followed them, Wore the complete «« they arc, whether* they feem to deliver 
revival of literature AH the difaiflions their evidence with fimplicity and can- 
to be found in thole voluminous writings ** dour-^whether they feem to bring a 
furnilh undoubtedly an uleful o«ercilb to formed and premeditated dlfcoarieT-ov 
the mind, by methodizing the various ^ wWtlier on tW fpot they gty,e- i>jobable 
forms in which one fctof facls, or coUcc- « matterin anlweriothequeitiqni thatare 
tion ot faas, or the nualitiet or demeanour «*. put to them.*' And there reniaitis a 
of'pcrlbris, reciprocally inffuence each rcfciipt of the fame pi*ince to f^tikaus 
Other j and, by this courfe of juridical dif- V^rns tm the bringing out the credit of 

•* Gilberc> faw of Evidence, p. 43. f G»^vina, 84, ,8$. / $ W, 90. ufque ad lOo, 

§ /tgyns, Rep. Vm'icbuod verfus Barker, Vpl. X,.p. 37. 
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^ttn^|f)W4;-.'Tbis aspeu^ to go mere to 
thiCi g^Her&i of evidence.' Ic is 
- wor.^^K,What evidence, and in 

degree, (li. ll amount 
'if* io pro >f iri encii cafe, can he deilried in 
' .♦V SH> fivaniier whatfoever th v is iiifHc.ently 
A.ceruio, For, though not alwr^vs, yet 
iiequerttly, the truth of the affair miy 
without any matter ot public 
111 foine cafes, the number of 
^♦'the witneftps, in others their dignity and 
“ authority, is to be weighed; in others, 
concurring public fame tendsto Confirm 
** the Cl edit ct the evidence in qqe^ion.— ^ 
Tilts alone I am able, and i(i a few 
wprds, to give you as my determination, 
t ** that you ought not too readily to bind 
•* yourielf lo try the caiife upon any one 
** defeription of e^dence ; but you are to 
** etfimate by youi* own diferetion what 
** you ought to credit, or what appears to 
** you not to be eftabliflied by proof fuf- 
♦« ficient*^/» 

Tiis^odern writers on the civil law 
have ti^wife much matter on this fubjei^l, 
and have inlrodtwed a ftriflnefs, with le- 
gard to pcrfonal teflimony, which our par- 
ticular jurirprudence has not thought it at all 
.proper to adopt. In othei s we have copied 
diem moic clofely. Tl>ey divide evidence 
Jnto two parts, in which they donotdifiTer 
from the ancients. What is evidence, 
.or proof by iiftlfl adly. What is />rc- 
JUmpUont vvhich is a pj^ibable conjee - 
•* tore from a reference to Ibmething 
which, coming from maifcs and tokens 
** afoertained, fh.dl be rakeii for truth, 
** until ibme other /hall be adduced ?'* 
^gain, they have laboured particularly to 
rules for prefumptiors, which they 
divide into, i. Violent and neceirnry.-— 
a. Probable.— 3. and laftly, Slight and 
raib. Cut, finding that this head of pre- 
fuitiptive evidence (which makes Iblargeu 
part with them and with us iu the trial of 
gil caufes> and particularly criminal caufes) 

• extremely difficult tp afeertain, either with 
regard to what ifiail beponfidered asexclu- 
fively creating any of thele three degrees of 
. pielumption, or wfiat fafls, and how 
‘^troved,^ — and what marks and tokens may 
jerve tp eftabliffi thjem*— even thole civi- 
, bans, whole cfiarai^er it is to be fubtle to 
a fault, bavef been obliged to abandop the 
(silk— and have fainly epnfeifed, that (he 
. labours of wiqtrs to fix rules for thele 
inattecs haye been vain and fniitkisf. 
One of the molt ablg of them has faid, 
>*, That the doftorsof the hw have written 
** nothing of* value concerning prelunip- 


** lions, nor is the fubje^l matter Aieh as 
‘•to be reduced within the piefciibed 
“ limit of any certain rules. In truth, it 
*• is from tbff a/fual exijlhg and 
“ from the circiimlbnces of the 'ptrfom^ 

“ and of the bufinefi^ that we ought (nh-^ 
“ der the guidance of an incorrupt judg- ' 
“ men; of the mind, which is cdltd an 
“ equitable <Ui’cretion) to determine what , 
“ prefumptions or con jefluial proofs areY 
“ to be admitted as rational, orreje^lcd as ^ 
** falfe, or on which the underitanding can 
“ pronounce nothing either the one way 
“ or the other J.” ' 

It iscertaii', that whatever over-ftrifl- 
nefs is to be found in the older writers on 
this law, with regal'd to evidtnee, it 
chiefly related to the mere competency of 
witnelfcs ; yet even here the rigour of the 
Roman lawyers relaxed on the neceffity of 
the cafe. Perfons who kept houfes of ill 
fame were with them incompetent. witncl- 
fes 5 yet among the maxims of that law, 
the rule is well kbown of “ Tf’fof LupH’- 
“ nares in re Lupanari»** 

In ordinary cafes, they require two wit- 
neffes to prove a faft ; and therefore they 
held, “ that If there be but one witnefs, and 
“ no probable grounds of prefmnption of 
“ f*>me kind (nulla argumenia) one 
“ witncfs is by no means to be heard j" ^ 
and it is not inelegantly faid in that cale^v 
“ the failure is not in the law but in the 
“ proof.’* Non jns tUfich fed probatto* 
But if ether grounds ot preiumpiion ap^* 
pear, one witnefs is to be beard ; “ fur it 
** is not neccflfai y that one crime fhoiiKl 
“ be eltablilhcd by one II -i t of proof only, 

“ as by wiintlfes, or bydociimenis, or by 
“ prcfiimprions ; all the modes of evi- 
** dence may be fo conjoined, that where 
“ none of them alone would afFeft the* 
“ piilos^^f'- ,fll the various concurrent 
** prooi&]i||fpM overpower him, like a 

*^his is held particularly true, in cafes 
where crimes arefecret, and dete£lion difii- 
cult. 

The neceffity of dete£ling and punifhing 
fuch crimes fiipcifeded, in the foundeit 
authors, this theoretic aim at perfeflion, 
and obliged technical fcience to fubmit to 
pra6lical expedience. “ In rr criminally** 
laid the rigomiftf, “ Probattones debent 
‘5 ejfe €Vi dentes et l^/ct mcridiana cla^ 
l‘ r4ores and fo undcHibteclly it is in 
offences which admit luch proof. Bui 
refie^ion taught them, that even their ta» 
voiirite rules qf incompetence mull give 
way to the exigencies of diltributlvcjultjce, 

:{. Bvirt(4us. 

Oce 
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Onej)t thd beit mod<^rn wHters on tlie 
Impeiialci iminal law, particulaily a$ prac- 
tiftd iri Saxony (Carpzovius) fays, ** This 
** alone I think it proper to lemark, that 
even ificompetent witnefles arefometimes 
admitted, if othcrwife the truth cannot 
** be got at; and. this particularly in 
“ fa£ts and crimes which are of dijffiruit 
proof and for this doftiine, hfe cites 
r Farinacius, Mafcardus, and other eminent 
civilians who had written on evidence.— 
He pioceedsafterwaids, “however, this is 
to be taken with a cami<in', that the im- 
** pnflibility of otherwiie difcoVtring thcL 
truth, is not conftrucdfiom hen^e, that 
^ other witnefl>s were not aftually con- 
cerned, but that from the nature of the 
“ crime, or from regard had to the place 
and time^ other wttnejfes could not be 
prcfent.** 

Many other paflages from the fame au- 
thority, and from others to a fnnilar efFeft, 
niight be added : We fhall only remark 
fhui'tly that Gaill, a writer on the pra 6 tice 
of that law the moll frequently cited in our 
own courts, gives the rule more in the form 
of a maxim ; ** That the law is contented 
** with llich proof as can be made, if the 
fubje^l in its nature is difficult of 
' proof And the fame writer, in 
^notber palTage, refers to another ftill more 
^general maxim (and a found maxim it is) 
that the power and means of i^rcKsf ought 
not to be narrowed bu’ inlatged^ that the 
truth may not be concealed. — Probationum 
facultus non angiiftari^ fed ampliari de^ 
beat, tie njeritas fjCcuUetur \ , 

On the whole, your Committee can 
find nothing in the writings of tlie learned 
in this law, any more than they could 
difeover any thing in the law of Par- 
liament, to fupport any one of the dew 
terminations given by the Judges, and 
adopted by the Lords, againil the evidence 
which your XUommittee offered, whether 
direct and ^lofitive, or merely (as for the 
greater part it was) ciicumfiantia]', and 
produced as a. ground to form legitimate 
prefumption againll the defendant : nor, if 
they were to admit (which they do jnoi) 
this Civil Law to be of aiithcrsty- in fur- 
niAiing any rule in an impeachment of the 
Commons, more than as it may occafion- 
ally fufnilh a principle of reafon on a new 
or undetermined point, do they find any 
rule or any principle, derived from that 
law, which could or ought to have made us 
keep back the evidence which wc offered. 
On ihc contrary, we rather think thefe 


rules and principles to be In 

with our condu 6 l. f ■ . 

As to the Canon LaMpfeur Cotnitlri^e^ 
finding it to have adopR the Civil 
with no very effential variat.on^ does not. 
feel it riecelTary to make any partitular 
fiatement on that fubjeft* 

Your Committee then came to eXamide 
into the authorities in the Englilh 4 awi 
both as it has prevailed Lr many yv^ars . 
back, and as it has been recently reecived * 
in our courts below. They found on the 
whole tte rules father Icfs firi^, 
ral, ai^ Id's loaded with pofictve rintita* 
tioiiSj/ian in the Roman law. 
gin cf this latitude may perhaps be jbtljlit 
in this circumftance, which we ktiow U» 
have relaxed the rigour of the Rornan }iw 
— Courts in England do not judge itpcd 
evidence ftcunJum allegata et proboiltf as^ 
in other countries, and under other la-drs’ 
they do, but upor. verdift. By a fi^ioii of 
Jaw, they confider the jury as fupplying 
in fome fenfe the pJ tce of teftijijony,— 
One witnefs (and for that rcafon) is 
allowed fufiicient to convlfl;. In cafes of 
felony, which in other laws is ncft per- 
niitted. 

In ancient times it has happened to the 
law of England (as in plcailing, fo in mat- 
ter cf vrvidcnce), that a rigid ftrit^nds in the 
application of technical rules, has been 
mdre obferved than at prefect it is. In the 
more early ages, as the minds of the Judges 
were in general lefs converfant in the 
affairs of ilie world, as the fphere of tlieir 
jurifdiclion was Jefs exrenfive, as the mat- 
ters which came before them were of Idk^ 
variety and complexity, the rule being in 
general right, not fo much inconvenience 
on the whole was found from a literal ad- 
herence to it, than from an end^vour 
towards a liberal and equitable depanure, 
for which further experience, and a more 
continued cu.tivatloh of equity as .ifcicnce, 
had not then fo fully prepared them;— In 
thofc times, that judicial policy was not tor 
be condemntd. We 'find too that, proba- 
bly from the lame caufe, mnlV of th«r doc- 
tiine leaned towirds the rdtri«5Iion and 
the old lawyers being bred, accoruiugtoihe 
then philofophy of the fchools, in liabits of 
great fuhlilty and refinement of diffinftion, 
and having once taken tliat beiitj ver)' great 
acutenefs of mind was dilpUyed in main- 
taining every rule, every maxim, every 
prefumption. of law c^reatioa, and cvciy 
fi^lion of law, with a ptm^ilTlous exa^*- 
nefs ; and^ this feems to have been the 
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tmtCt ^iujpli laws taken In every 
nation 

|;t wa$ probabilirrom tills rigouiv and 
6^ afenfeof ItS^eiTure, lliat at arrearly 
Jl^iod of our law« far more caules of cri- 
■minal jurifdi6)ion were carriwl into ihc 
fipute of Lords, and the Council Board, 
liybere laymen were Judges, than can or 
to be at prefent. 

As the bufiiicrs of Courts of Equity 
^tecamo more enlarged, and moie me* 
diodical i as magilbates, for a long feries 
of ycarsi prelided in the Court of Chan* 
eery, who were not bred to the ^minon 
law) as commerce, with its adv^tages 
aipd its neceflities, opened a comnumication 
ore li^rgely with other countries ; as the 
w of nature and nations (always a part 
of the law of England) came to be culu* 
vated i as an cncreafin^’ empire \ as new 
views and new combinaii<»ns of things 
wereoMn^, this antique rigour and over- 
done ieverity gave way to the accommo- 
dation of human concerns, for which rules 
Were made, and not human concerns to 
bepd to them* 

At length. Lord tlardiaickf f in one 
of the caies the molt Iblemnly argued that 
has bc^n in man's memory, with tlie aid of 
the greateft learning at the bar, and with the 
aid of all the learning on the Bench, both 
Bench and Bar being then fupplied with 
men of the lirft form, declared from the 
Bench, and in concuncr.ee with the red of 
tpe Judges, with the mod learned of 
the long rolie, the able Ccunl'el on the fide 
o1f the old redi i6live principles making no ’ 
reclamation— 

** 'i’hatihe Judges and fages of the hw 
have laid it down, that there is but 
ONE general rule of evidence— 

, “ tbcU the uaiure of the cafe will admit, 
This, then, the mader rule, that governs 
all the fiibordinate rules, dots in reality 
lbbje£l itfeif and its own virtue and a\i- 
tlvoiity to the nature of the cafe\ and 
leaves no rule at all of an independent, 
abdrafl, and fubdantive quality. 

Sir J^udley Ryder (then Attorney- Ge- 
neral, afieiwards Chiei Juftice) in his 
learned argument, obferved that— 

• “ It is extremely proper, that there 
**' (hould h^fome general rules in relation 
to evidence } but, if exee^tiom were not 


“ allowed to it would he better 14 
** demol/Jh alt the general utles, . 

Theie is no general rule without ek- 
cepiion that we know ol, but thi.*«, that 
the heft evidence Jhall hr admitted^ 

“ dvbich the nature oj the cafe will afford, 

“ I will diew, that rules,, as general as 
** this, aie broke in upon, for the fake of 
“ allowing evidence, 

“ There is no rule that feems more 
.** binding, than that a man (hall not be . 
•• admitted an evidence in hit own cafe^ ' 
“ and yet the datute of Hue and Cry is ' 
an exception. ^ 

** A man’s books arc allowed to be evl- 
“ dence, or, which is in fubdance the 
fame, his fervani’s books, Ot caufe the 
** nature of the cafe requires it ; as i|V the 
“ cafe of a brewer’s iervants. 

Another general rule, that a wife 
cannot be witnefs againd her hulbaiid, 

** has been broke in upon in cafes oi trea- 
“ fon. 

Another exception to the general rule, 

** that' a man may not be examined with* 

** out oath : the lad words cf a dying man 
are given in evidence, in the cafe of 
murder.”— Such are the doflrines of 
this great lawyer. 

Chief Judice Willes concuis with Lord 
Hardwicke as to difpenfing with (lri6l rules 
of evidence.— “ Such evidence is to 
admitted as the ntcefftiyof the cafe will 
allow of 5 as, forindance, a marriage at 
** Utrecht, ceriided under the feal ol the 
niinider there, and of the laid town, and 
that they cohabited together as man and 
<< wife, was held to be fulficient proof that 
they were mairied.” 

This learned Judge (commenting upon 
Lord Coke’s doih ine, and So jeani Haw- 
kins’s after him, that the oaths of Jews and 
Pagans were not to be taken) fays, that 
this notion, though advanced by Jb great 
a man, is contrary to religion, common 
fenfe and common hoinknity^ and I 
think the devils, to whom he has dcli- 
vered them, could not have fuggefted 
.. *• any thing woi-le.*' 

Chief Judice XVilles^ admitting Lord 
Coke CO be a great lawyer, then proceeds 
in very itrong terms, and with ntarks of 
contempt, to condemn *"• his narrow no* 
** tionsd* and he treats with as little 


^ Antique inTifprudentia arpera qoidem ilia, tenebricofa, et triftis, non tam in seqoitare, 
q^uam in verhjrdm fuperilicione fuudata, eaqae Ciceronls astatem fere attigic, manfiiqoe 
circitef ^50. Qu* banc excepir, v^gu’rqae aunoa fere 79, fuperiori Urge humaniur | 
.quipi^ .qusB niagis mUitaie conimuoi, quiim poteltate verboruni| negotia moderaretur. 
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lpefpe6V or Jccoriim tlic ancient authorities 
returred to in defcncc of Aicii notions. 

The principle of the. deparluie from 
thofe rules is dearly fixed by Lord Hard- 
nAfkke\%\\t lays it down as follows s— 
“ The firft ground J udges have gone upon 
^ in <lepai ting from firiA rules, uahfolute 
firla neceffity^ adly, A prefumed tit- 
ccifity.” Of the ferit he gives ihefe 
Y inftancesj ** in the cafe of writings fub- 
1 ** Icribcd by witnefles, if all are dead, the 
proof of one of their hands is fufficient 
to efiablifii the deed. Witere an origi- 
iial is ioA, a copy may be admitted ; if 
no copyt then a proof by witnefTcs who 
have heard the deed 5 and yet it is a 
“ tbitig the taw abhors^ to admit the 
memory of man for enndence*^' 

This enlargement through two fiages of 
proof, both of them contrary to the rule of 
law, and both abhorrent from its princi* 
pies, aie by this gre^t Judge accumulated 
upon one another, and aie admitted, from 
. neceffity^ to Accommodate human affairs, 
and to prevent that, which Courts are by 
every polTible means inftituted to prevent — 
A FAILURE OF JUSTICE. 

And this neceifityis not confined within 
the fit ift limits of ph^fical caufes, but is 
tnoie lox, and takes in morale and emn 
prefumed and argumentati ve neeejity, a 
^ neceifuy which is in fa6f nothing more than 
a great degree of expediency. The law 
creates a fiflitious nectflity agatnfi the rules 
of evidence in favour of the convenience 
of trade : an exception, which on a fimilar 
principle had before been admitted in the 
Civil Law,, as to mercantile cautes, in 
which (he books of tlie party were received 
to give full eflfe^ to an in fufficient degree 
of proof, called in the nicety »)f their dif. 
tinflions a femifUna probatio*. 

But to proceed with Lord Hardwtche\ 
—he oblervcs, tliai ** a tradefman's books 
(that is the a6ls of the paiiy iritsrelled 
himlclf) are admitted as" evidence, 
** though no but by rea- 

fon of a prefumpnon of neCeffiiy only 
inferred from the nature of com-' 
metce. 

No rule,” contiimed Lord Hard- 
nvuke^ ** can be more fettled, than that 
•* telfimony is not to be received buf upon 
oaihi'* but be days it down, that an 
oath itfelf may be difpenfed ,with.— 
There is another inftance,” fays he, 
where the lawful oath may be difpenfed 


^idi, .where our Coum^dihlt evtdetio^ "" 
for ihc Crmvn 

. In the faine^ifcuffidgt^fhe Chief Baron ^ 
f Parkyr) citefl cafes, in which ia*V the lulcb* 
of evidence had given way. ** There ”«'< 
not a more ^neral ruIe/V f*ys hfe, 

** than that heariby canfiot be admitted^ 

** nor ^ hulbaiid ’ and wife as , witjnhfTct 
agjinfi: each other j and yet it is irafe. 
rious that from neceffity thej^ have been 
allowed, not an adfidute but a* 

“ moral one.’* 

It is further remarkable, in this judlciar 
argumyt, that.exceptions are not 

only tjfrulcs of evidence; but that tlie rulea 
ofevldencethemfclves are not altoge^r the" 
fame, where the fubjeef miittervarics^ The 
Judges have, to facilitate jiifficc,' a’hU'le’ 
favour commerce, even adopted the rolev 
of foreign laws —They have taken for 
granted, and woulii not fuffer to be qtief- 
tioned, the legularity and juftice of the 
proceedings of foieign Courts, and tW 
have admitted them as evidence, not dnly 
of ilie faft of the decifion, but of tlw riglit 
as to Its legality— wheic there arc faresgtt 
parties uiieaejledt and in commercial 
matters, the rules of evidence ate not 
“ quite the fame as in other inftances in 
“ Courts of Jiidice. The cafe of Htife 
“ and Cry, Brownlow, 47, a feme covert 
“ is not a lawful witnefs ugAinlt herhuf- 
« baud, except in cafes of treafon, but has 
‘‘ been admitted in civil cafes f. The 
tclfimony of a Public Notary, is evi- 
** denes by the law 0/ France i ,contra^a 
are made Mbre a Public Notary, and no 
« other witnefs neceflary. I (houldthink 
•* it would be no doubt at all, if it came 
in quellion here, wh^cr this would be 
« a valid contraftj but a teftimony from 
“ perfons- of that credit and reoucation 
would be received as a very good "proof in 
“ fureipn tranfaffions, and would authen- 
“ ticate the contraft.’*— Cro. Chari, 365: 

Thefe caics ffiew, that Courts always 
govern thvmfelves by iheie rules in cafes 
of foreign tmnfaftrons. To this prin- 
ciple Lord Hoi^dwicke accords j and .en- 
larging the rule of evidence by the naturei 
of the fnbjca and the exigenctes of the 
cafe, he lays it down, “ tltat it is a com- 
mon and natural prefumptioh, that 
« perfons of the Genioo religion ffiould 
** be piincipally apprized of fails and 
tranfailiions in their own country. As 
” the Englilh have only a failory in this' 


# Cam. Lih. IT. Obf. ao. feil. 5. 
t N. B. In fome criminal Cafes alfo, though not of treafon, huffiand is admitted to prove 
At aflauUupon his wife, for the King, ruled by Raymond, Chief Juttice, Trio, nth Geo. 
King vsffus Azictr AnU.for various' oibar exceptions, fee BuUer's Nifi Prius, ii6, 287. 
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It H & Ae empire of the 
** Mt>^uU 'if w,e Ihoulii admit »his 

eyi&uee [Genixio evidence on a Gen- 
oaijih], it would-be agreeable to the 
V'l^iriMicS tlie'Law of En^d:ind.” Fc^r 
lliia.he cFtes the proceedings of onr Couit 
tpif Admiralty, and adopts ihe Author who 
'ftatea the precedents *• Thnt ibis Couit 
Wi4i give aeJjt to the I'entence of the 
•VCdW of Admiralty in France, and /air 
A ko he according to light, and will 
examine their proceed mgs 5 for.it 
•’ iwoliid be Ibund <vtry ifi^ounjin^etity if 
•^one kingdom flioidd, hy f>€Luin\ja^Mi^ 
•• Cprieft the jiuiginents and proceedings 
of another kingdom/' 

Siici! is the genius of the Laiv of E»g~ 
land^ that ihele two pnnciples of the ge- 
net ai moral nectfliiieb of things, and the 
nature of <he cale, overrule every other 
principle, even thole rules which item the 
\ery ItrongeH. ' - ' 

Chict Baron Parker^ in anfwer to an 
ebje6lion made agaiivit the inHcitl De- 
ponent, That ilie plaintiff ought to have 
ihewn that he could not have the'evi- 
deiicc vf Chiiltians }’* ** 1 anfwer,'* 
faid the Chief Baroif, tjial, re/>ugnav/ 
**'/e natural jujlhe^ in the Ifituic ok Hue 
** and Cr), tne fobbed' is admitted to be 
witnelfi of the^robbei y, as ,u moral or 
nectjliiy is fujfiaint»* 

"The iair.e ieained IviagiaVaie, purfuing 
bis arghiiieiu in fivour of iihciality in 
opening and cniuging the a^venues to jul- 
tice, does not admit, ‘‘ that the auihouty 
“ of ;Oiie or two cafes'* is valM againlt 
reafpn) etjuiiy, and convenience, the vital 
prineipUs ot the Law. He cites V/cUs 
•verfus IVtlUaniSi i. Raytuotid, aSa. to 
iliew that* the neceiilty ot trade has molli- 
fied ihi' /oo rigorous rules cf the old La:u^ 
in theii' leitutini and diicouragcmcnt of 
aliens “ A Jew may fue ai this day, 
but kaeiojou be tobld ter then 
they were looked upon as enemies, but 

* now omnnret has taught the or Id more 
‘ humanity ; and thcrepore licid, ihat an 

* alien enemy, commoiant lu:e by the 

* Jiccr.ee ot the King and in>d«.i his pro- 

* lection, may maintain u debt I'p.m a 
V-bond, /.Kcgli he did not come with 

file conduct.’* 

tar Parker, concurring with /?«>•- 
H; piocecds: It was obj^fifed 
by thcDiiendani's Coonfcl, thsc this is 
a nov<?Uy» and that what never has been 
done ought not to l)e done.” Tlie an- 
fwtr is, ** 7 'be Law 0/ Reglan i ii not 
confuted to ('art.cula} cafes, hut is much 
•* ntore^ governed hy.ieajon th.-^n ly n?:y 
ane cafe vjhatevcv, I'hc uuc luie is 



laid down by Lord Vaughan, fol. 37#’ 
“ 3^, 'Where the Law, faith he^js known 
and clear, the Judges mull dctcnniiie 
as the Law is, without regard to the 
*• ineqnitrtblenefs or ;nconveniency« Thele* 
** detects, if they happen in the Law, can 
only be remedied by Pailiament j— but 
whei e the Law' js doubtful and not clear, 

“ the Judges ought to interpret the Law 
** to be as is molt confonant to equity and 
“ what is lead in condiment!''* 

Thefe principles of equity, conveni- 
ence, and natural reafun, Loid Chief Juf« 
tice Lee confidcied in the famit ruling 
light, not only as guides in matter of in-' 
icrprcration ctincerning Law in genera], 
but, in particular, as controllers of the- 
whole L iw of Evidence, whieb being ar^ 
tifiaal, and made for .convenience, is to 
be governed by that convenience for which 
it IS made, and is to be wholly lublervient 
to the itable principles of fubliantial jiif- 
tice. I do apprehend,'” laid that Chief 
Juftice, “ that the lulcs of evidence are 
“ to be confidereti as artificial rules 
framed by men ^or convenience in courts 
of jujiice. This is a c.ile that might to 
** be looked upon in that light; and 1 take 
it, that coiifklering evidence in this way 
** [vi?. acvoidiito 10 natural jullicej, is 
“ agreeable to i be genius of the Law of 
“ Lug land,'* 

The fentiments of Murrey, then Soli, 
citor General, atterwaids Lord Mansfield, 
are of no- fmail weight in thtinfelves, and 
they are aiiihonty by being judicially 
adopted. His ideas go to the growing 
melioriiiuii of the Lavi', by making its 
liberality keep pace with the demands of 
judice and the a6lual^ concerns of the 
woild; not ;tJ\ri6ling the infinitely di- 
verlified occafious of men, and the rules 
of natuial judice, within artificial circum« 
fcripiions, but conforming' our jurifpru- 
dence ti> the growth of cur Commerce and 
of our empiic. This enlargement of ©lu* 
concerns, 111 the year 1 744 he appears al- 
niou to have foreleen, and he lived to be- 
hold it. “ The argun'ieiits on the other 
fide,'* fiiid that great l.ight of the Law 
(that is, argmivents againit admitting the 
tt'lfimony in qiiellion from the novelty of 
the caft'), *' piove nothing. Docs it foi- 
Iww Irmn ilience, il>at no witnrjfes can 
■ be ex.Amined in a cafe that never /peel - 
ficaih t'XtJhd before or ibtt an action 
cannot be b' ought in a cafe that ntver 
happened before f Reafon (being llated 
to be the fiift gioutid of all laws, by 
** the author of the book called Po^lcyc 
** and Srudent) mull tleicimine the Cafe. 
” Theieioie the only quellion .is, whetlier, 

“ upon 

V. . . 
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iipon prhcipl£S end 

. con^mence^tbiiwttnefs he mdmijjfihlr ? 

** Cafts in law depend upon the ecea- 
** f^ons which gave liie to them. All 
occ.'ifimis do not arlfe at once : "Now a 
** phriicuiar fpecirs of hidians eppsars\ 
hereafter ano, ht r fpi cifi of Indi a »w muv 
arifi, A jiame can fcldom rake in all 
cales.— Therelore the common lavoy that 
r*‘ *vjurks iifeif pure by rides drawn from 
the fountain of juftice^ is tor this reaibii 
fuppiior 10 an Ait of Parliament*.'* 

From the period of this great ju.Ument 
to the 'I'l idl of Wajrcn llnltings, Efquire, 
the Jaw has gone on continiiaUy working 
ilfelf pure (to uieLord Mansfield' & expref- 
fion) by rules drawn fioni the foniitain of 
jultice. ** General rules,’* faid the fame 
perfon when he fat upon the bench, are 
'•* wifely eJlabliOitd for attuning judice 
wiih eAfe, certainty, and difpatch. But 
** the great end of them being to do 
jujlicc, the Court will fee that it be 
really obtained. The Courts have been 
** more liberal of late years in titeir de- 
termination, and have ino'cendeavouied 
** to at«end to the jullice of the cafe 
than toimerly f.’* 

On another occafion, on a propofition 
for fetting afule a venli^f, he faid, ** This 
feema to be the true way to come at 
juft ice i |uid what we theicfore ought to 
** do j for the ttue text is Bom judtas eft 
ampliari juftitiam (not jurifdi£itonc?n^ 
as has been ofu*u ciitd).” In con- 
foimity to this principle, the I'uppoied inks 
of evidence hive, in late times and judg- 
ment^, intlfinl ol hiding dr awn to a greater 
degree of driilntlli) been greatly relaxed J,. 

All t^idence is according ip the fub- 
jell matttr to which it is applied.^ 
There is a great dpal of ditfeience be* 
tween length of time, that operates as a 
^ar to 1 chim, and that which Is ufed 
only by way of evidence. Length of 
tiihe, ufed merely by way of evidence, 
may^be left to the conlidcration of the 
** Jury, to be credited or not, or to diaw 
“ their inferences one way or the other, 
according to circiiiTilbinces.— V'// 
know an niftance in which pt6of nuty 
♦* not be fupplied\y* 

In all caltts of evidence Lord Mansfield's 
tnaxini, was to lean to adnuj/ibility^ leav* 

* Omichund v. Barker, tft Atkyns, utfupra. 


ing the objc£l:ons, wlnclt wifre 
competency, to go to credit, and ^ fce, 
weighed in the mind of the jury, after tljey 
had heard ir.-^In objefirons to wilfs, aAd 
to the tcllimony of wimeCfts to them,' he. 
thought “it clear that the Judges oug&t 
“ to lean againji obje^lions to tlWfoeiilA* , 
Jity §.’* 

Lord Ilardwicke bad before deciareef, 
with great ti uth, “ That the hdiiniiartes of ^ 
“ what goes to the credit, and whatt6th<» *, 
competency, are n/ery nicff kkd the 
“ latter tarried too far and in the ftnw 
cafe lie rfid, “ that milefs tlie objecliott 
** ap^)e/ ed to him to cany a ftrdng danger 
“ of perjuiy, and fome apparent advi^tage 
** might accrue to the witncfs,j hi waa 
“ always inclined to let it go to hispredltf 
only in order to lei' in a proper light to 
“ the cafcy which wpuld othtr wife bejhut 
“ out \ an I in u doubtful cafe^ he faid, it 
** was generally his CM^oin'^ xo admtt the 
** evidence i ind give fuch di»efl>ons lothe^ 

“ jury as the nature of the cafe nuglit re- * 
“ quiiefff.” 

It is a known rule of evidence, that an 
int^'t'cll ill the matter to be fupported by 
tellimony, difqualiftcs a witnelK j yet Lord • 
Mansfield \stn\^ “ That nic.' uhje£lians to 
“ a remote intcreft, which could not be 
“ paid or rtleafed (though ihev held in 
other cai'ts) were not allowed to dilqUa- 
“ lify a wbuifs to a will, ac parifliioners 
“ might have a devife to the ufe of the 
** poor of the parilh for ever.*' He went 
ftill ncaier, and his doflrine tends fo fully 
to Icitie the p»inciples of dcpatime from, 
or pdhm*nce to, lules of evidence, that 
your Commiute infens part of ihc argu- 
ment at luge. 

“ The (hlahility of a witnefs flom In^ 

“ tereft^ is veiy cbfFcrent from a fofltivt 
“ incapacity, Jf a deed rnnil bcacknow-' 

“ lodged Ih lortf a Judge or N'>tary Public, 

“ every other pel Ion is undir a pofttive 
“ inc opacity to auiheuticJic it ; but ob- 
“ ic6fiuns ot inter eft are Urdu ft, otis front 
nci^ufcil reafon^ and piocecd upon a 
piefiimption of too great a bias in the 
“ mind of the witucis and the pubhe 
utiLiy of rejetVung pirtial telbmoiiy**. 

** Preiumpitons itand n# longer ihua 
“ till Thecunirsry ts^uoVed, 

** Tile piefumpiion 6f bias may bs 


-f Bui row, Vol. I. p. joi* Rex v. Pliihp^, p, 302, 304, 3 o 5 * 
i Wyndham V. Chetwynd, ill Kotow, 414., 

II Cowper's Rrports, 109. M^yor of Hull v, Horner, 

^ Atuvibams V. Bunn, p. 2254, The wlioic cafe well worth reading, 
fKiigv. B.ay. , 

* V/yudlirttn w OhetAyndf 
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(!i€W!!\g tbc wlinefs has a mended^ who were afterwards conviflcd 
^ §*catcr}nje^^ of t'ciiitry. Had ftii£l formaiiciee witii 

he MS given it up. leg.u'd to Evidence been adhered to in any 

prefwpiion of public utility pait of this proceeding, that very bhctc 
l>e aniwertd, //?7/ confpihicy would have fucceCded,- and 

' H ^ts^iti be wry iruo^^-vemeui^ nndtr the thole black conipiratersi inftcad of^receiv- 
rirrw//'2//V«c<rJ» torecei*ve ing the punilhment of their crioies, would" 
J)t€b ufimoay. have enjoyed the rcv.^ai(k of their per-. 

•** Therefore, from the courfe of biili- jury. 

. ** .neft* and other rcalbns of ex* Lord Mafisfield^ it Teems, had been/ 

,*♦ pfcdiente* number lefi txupfm.s arc al- milled in a ceitain cafe with legard lO' 
lowed to the general rule." piccedents f* His opinion was againit tlit 

Theie being the principKs c£ the latter rcafon and equity of the luppoiW prac. 
Jurifpiudcnce, the Jutiges havi fulfeted tlce^ but he liipjmfed hiinfblf not at li« 
no p'oTitive nile of evidence to cqpnteiaff berty to give way to his own wiiltes anti 
tholi^ principles % They have even Tuf- opinions. On difcovering his cj ror, he 
fmd tuhTcribing witiitlTes to a will, which conGdered hiiTifelf as freed from an into* . 
recjtrs the IcundneTs of mind in (he t'.f- Jerablc burthen, and haltened to undo ITis 
tator, tp be examined to prove his inij- foimer dcteimination. “ There aie no 
aityi and d>en the Court uceived evidence ** precedents," laid he, with Ibme exulta- 
to overturn that teftiir.or.y, and to delboy tion, “ which ftand in the way of our de- 
' the credit of th..Ti wituelTcS. They were “ lennining and ac* 
^ve in number, who atteded to a wiil and “ cording lo the true intention of the par-. 
codiciL. They were admitted to annul the ties.". In the lame cafe, his learned 
will they had themfelvcs attefted. »Ob- alTclTor, Jiiltice felt the fame fen- 
je^fions were taken to the coijipctency of tiinents. His expreflions are reiuackable : 
one of the wltnclTes in Tupport of the wijl “ Courts of Law ought to concur with 
.agair.ilitsrubfciibiiigwitnefrcs. »ft,That ** Coujts of Equity in the execution of 
^be'wiinefs was an executor in truft, and * ihofe powtis which arc very convenient 

To liable to a^\ ions, adly, As having a£l- * to be inferted in fettlemems^ and tbe^ 

jtd under the trull ; whcjcby, if tbe will * ottgbt riot to liften to nice dtftinBions 

>weiclct aiide, he would be liable to an- ‘ that favour of the fcboolst but to 

fwer fordatnag.es incurred by the Tale of ‘guided by true good fenfe and manly 

the deccafiid's chambers to p Mr. Frcde- * reafon. After the Statute of Ufes it is 

Ifick. Mr. Frederick offered tofubmit to ‘ much to be lamented, that the Courts 

« rule to rcleaft for the Take of public niC- ‘ of Common Law had not adopted ail 

iice# Theft who maintained the objec- ‘ the rules and maxims of. Courts of 

'fion cited SideiGn, a reporter of much Equity. This would have prevented 
authority, 51. J15. and ift KthJe- 134, ‘ the abiiirdlty of receiving colts in one 

icid Man^titU^, Chief Jutlice, did not ‘ Court and paying (hern in another 

jcontrovei t thofc authorities j but in the Youir Committee does not produce the 
pouift of obtaining ftibllaniial jullice, .he do£liir.e of this particuhu* c.ilc as direflly 
^re.ited both ot ihcm wi(h equal ^nu mpt, applicable to their CUaige, no ,ii>crc than 
though ilettnr.incd by Judges of high re- Teveral bl the others heic cited. We d<> 

J tutui.on. IT'S wouii. aie remarkable: not know on what precedents or principles 

We do not fit here to take our rules the evidence propofed by us has been 
of evidence hum Sider fin ami Keble." deemed inadmiifiblc by the Judges; tltere- 
He ovtr-iuled the obJt£lion upon more fore againli the grounds of this reje£lion 
iceent aiithoriiics, whici^ though not in we find it difiicult dire£lly to oppole Any 
fm.iUr ciicumtlanccs, he contidered as thing. Theie precedents 'and iliefe doc- 
wiihr.i the r»?albn. The Court dicLnot, ti’ines are brought to ihew the general tein., 
think it njecjLffary tlijy: the wjtupls ibcu.d per cf the Courts, their growing libcra- 
*yel^’|V, as Ik haif offcml ibjdo*, - jily, ^Ud the general tendency of all liieir 
. : r‘»^.!j,ap|^ar«d«ltthis/Vn (Ays Juf- jrvaftmiwgs and alt ibeir d^tci'wiuadon? to 
‘ that a bAck conipi, Icf ’alidc all Tuch technical Jiihtleties or 

. ja*y WHS to let v-fuie ihe Gen- forinal rules which.might Hand in the way 

tUma-.V Will, vvi hbut any feu^ • of tht difcovcry.of ti*vth and the atiain- 
^ M . whatf vei n" ' pMUvuion ag u’nff three} mem of juliice.— The cafes , are adduced 
• Lpf 'thc itM^tncr.my witneffes wis ft^om- fur the pitociples they cootaJl^f 

% Liwff y. li'BJack. 

>{. ;:uab*.f; Zcniiiex D-jr/lft. Woo'^co v. Wcolfton, 

' Th^ 
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The period of the cafes and arguments 
We' have citedi was that In which large 
and liberal principles of evidence weie 
morededai ed, and more regularly brought 
into iydem* Bjut they had been gra|du- 
nlly improving ; and there are few prin- 
^<*ciples of the later dec! Hons which are not 
to be found in determinations on cafes 
prior to the time we refer to. I'Jot to 
f overdo this matter, and yet to bring it 
with Tome degree of clearnefs before the 
Houie, your Committee will refer but to 
a few authorities, and thofe which Teem 
mod immediately to relate to the nature of 
the caufe entrufted to them. In Michael- 
mas, 1 1 . W. III. the King v. the Warden 
of the Fleet: Awitnefs, who had realty 
been a prifoner, and voluntarily fuifered 
to efcape, was produced to prove tlie ef- 
Cape. , To the witnefs it was obje^ed, that 
he had given a bond to be a true pi ifoner, 
which be had foifeited byefcaping: be- 
frde%, he had been re- taken. His tefti- 
muny was allowed; and by the Court, 
among other things, it was faid, In fetret 
tranfaclimst if any of the parties con- 
cerned are not to be, for the nccelFity of 
the third, admitted as evidence, it will be 
impofllble to detedl the pi-a^^ice'; as in 
cairs of the Statute of Hue and Cry, the 

n robbed fliall be a witnefs to charge 
iindied i and in the cafe of Cooke v. 
Watts in the Exchequer, where one who ' 
had been prejudiced by the will was ad- 
mitted an evidence to prove it forged *. 
So in the cafe of King v. Harris ft where 
' a feme covert was admitted as a witnefs 
for fraudulently her in, when foie, 

to give a warrant of attorney for confef* 
fing a judgment on an unlawful cojifidcra* 
Tion, whereby execution was fued out 
againft her hufband ; and Holt, Chief 
Juftice, held, that a feme covert could 
’ not by law be a witnefs .to convi^ one 
on an information ; yet in Lord Audley^s 
cafe, it being a rape on her pet'fon. Hie 
was received to give evidence again ft him ; 
and the Court concurred with him, be- 
caufe it was the beft evidence the nature 
of the thing would allow. 

This decifion of Holt refers to otliers 
more early, and all on the fame principle j 
' and it is not of th\day that this one great 
principle of eminent public expedience, 
this moral necellityl, ** that crimes &ottld 
** not efcape with impunity/^ has in all 


cafejs overborne all the common 
rules of evidence* it has even' ^ 
over the ftrft and moff nattim 
of a£ls of Parliament, and that in txmttnf . 
of fo penal a nature as high tfeafoti* 
known^ that ftetutes made, hot to opt^ niux 
enlarge, but on fair grounds to tfhritett " 
proo^, require tvn^tvritnelTes in cafes dfliUdt 
treafon . So it was underftood without 
pute, and without uhtiLjfttearA^ 

gument of a cafe in the HfghCoutt,:0f, Jof* 
tice during the XTfurbation i It walebecs^ 
of the Pr^)rterian Minifeer Love itrhEct 
for high t/eafoD again (hheComnfiShfwealtH 
in an a^empt to reftofe the King# }n 
this Trial it was contended Ihr ad^ 
mined, that one witnefs to one ov^t'a^S 
and one to another overt a£f of the Buefe 
treafon, ought to be deemed fufficien^ 

That precedent, tlwtigh furnifUed'lft 
times from which precedents were cau- 
tioiifly drawn, was received as authority 
throughout the whole reign of Charles die 
Second. It was equally followed after the 
Revolution, and at this day it is undoulri- 
cd Law. It is not fo from tiie natural 
or technical rules of conftruilion of the 
a6l of Parliament, but from the priha 
ciples of juridical policy. All the Judges 
wlio have ruled it, all the Writers of cre-« 
dit who have written upon it, aftign this 
reafon, and this only, tkat tteafont brin^ 
plotted in fictecy^ could in fna cafes be 
other wife brought to puntjbment*. 

The fame principle of policy has dic- 
tated a principle of relaxation with regard 
to fevere rules of evidence, in all cafes 
iimiJar, though of a lower oixler in the 
fcale of criiYiinaliiy. It is againft funda- 
mental maxims that an accomplice Ihoukl 
be admitted as a witnefs ; but accomplices 
are admitted from the policy of juftice# 
otherwtfe confedeiaciesbf trrime could not 
be diflblved. 

There is no role more folid tbab fhai it 
man Hull not entitle hiinfelf to profit by 
his own teftimony ; but an informer, lit 
cafe of highvvay robbery, may obtain forty 
pounds to bis own profit by his oWn efU 
dence. This is not in eonrequence of 
pufktive provifion in the of Parliament $ 
u is a proviiion of poHcy,^ Icfe the puc|H>fe 
of the a^ jbould be defeated* 

Now, if policy dieted thU very 
large conftruAion of an of Parliament 
concerning high treafon $ if the feme po« 


* In this fingle point Holt did Hot concur with the reft of the Jadgei. 
f ift Siderfin, p. 43 1. . ' # 

Intcrel^ Reipublicse ot maleflcia DC remaneant impunita. 

- II Lovers Trial, Slute Trials, Vol.ii. p. X44. 171 to ^175, and 1775 and PoftsrisCrbwn 


faw, p. 435. 
'brPPLtMENx; 
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to the deaceft 
ftilca'^r evidence in other 
ce^i^ i lind if all this lati- 
coilt^ martern for the 
within bnr inI\tUr bounds ) 


^^Pj^ lSbnti^ttee 'cottld ootj with fAfetv to 
f W lil*jjier and more remedial jailice of the 
l^iainent, admit any rules, or 
' rules, uncorfcfled and uncon- 

' by Circuniftances, to prevail in a 

whkh renrded offences of a nMure 
difficult ot deteflioh, and committed 
^ froin the f'phere of the ordinary prac- 
of our Courts. 

If any thing of an over-format ftrift- 
nefs is introduced into the Ti ial\)f War- 
.rentiaffings, Elt^uirc, it does not feem to 
be fCjpied n-om the deciiions of thefe tri- 
bnnafs. It is with mat ratisfad:ton your 
Committee has found, that the reproach of 
di(^ceful (bbtleticS,** inferior rules of 
evidence, which prevent the difeovery of 
truffi, of forms, and inodes of proceed- 
ing, which ffaml in the way of that juf- 

Jl. _ 'a?- 


ratiopai cbjeA of their invention, cannot 
fairly be imputed to the Common Uw of 
EngHind, or to the ordinary pradlice of 
the Courts below. . 


CfgCVMSTANTXAL BVtDINCE, &C. 

. The rules of evidence in civil and in 
criminai caies, in law and in equity, being 
only rrafon methodized, arc .certainly the 
jfome. Your Committee liowever linds, 
rimt the far greater jpart of the law of 
evidence to be found in cur Bocks turns 
'Upon queftioiis relative to civil concerns* 
Civil cafes regard jprroperty i now, al- 
though property itfelf is not, yet almoff 
every thing concerning property, and hU 
its modihcatioiis, is ot artihcial contri* 
vance. The rules concerning it become 
mre limfudve, ^as conne^Ied with podtive 
inkitution. The Legillature therctoje af- 
ways,. the Juiili frequently, may ordain 
certain methods, by which alone they will 
fnffer fach matters lo be known and efta- 
bliihedf becapfe their very effence, for 
the greater part, depends on the arbitrary 
conventions. of men. Men afl on them, 
with all the' power of a creator over bis 
. creature. , They make fi£t ions of law and 
pierdmpdbns'oi law f ^rte/um/Khnes Juris 
tJe jure)^ according to their ideas of 
'titiKfyt 'and againft thoft i$.Aions and 
ogainff prelumptioiis fo created, they do 
. ond inay rcje^il all evidence. However, 
even i# thefe cafes there is fomc reftraini 
i^ord.MansHelU has let in a liberal fpirit 


againft the ftflipns of law thtmftlvei } 
and he declared, that he would do, what 
In one calc he equally did, and^ moft 
wifely— that he would admit evidence 
alpiinft a ff^ioii of law, when the fiftion 
militated againft the policy on which it 
was made ^ 

Thus it IS with things which owe their ' 
exjftence to men s but where, tlie fubjefib 
Is of a phyficai nattire, or of a moral na<*y 
ture independent of tbrir conventions,^ 
men have no other reafonafile authority' 
than to regifter and digeft the refults of 
experience and obfervatidn. ^Crimes aj-e 
the afVions of phyficai beings, with an 
evil intention abufing their phyHcal powers 
againft juftice, and to the detriment of 
fuciety. In this cafe fifVions of law and 
artificial prefumptions f juris et de jure) 
have little or no place. The prefumptions 
which belong to criminal cafes are thofe 
natural and popular prefumptions which 
are only obfervations turned into maxims, 
like adages and apophthegms, and are ad- 
mitted (when their grounds are eftablifhed) 
in the place of proof where better is want- 
ing, but are to be always overturned by 
counter proof. 

Thefe prefumptions moftly go to the 
intention. In all criminal cafes, the crime 
(except where the Uw itfelf implies ma- 
lice) confifts rather in the intention ihars^. 
the aflion. Now, the intention is prov- 
ed but by two ways: either, ift, by 
. conftflion— this firft cafe is rare, but fim- 
ple-<f idly, by eircumftantial proof. This 
js difficult, and requires care and pains ; 
the connexion of the intention and the 
cjjxunilfances is plainly of fuch a nature 
as more to depend on the fagacity of the 
obfevver than on. the excellence of any 
rule. The pains taken by the civilians 
on that fubjefl have not been .very fruit- - 
fui $ and the Englifb Law Writers have, 
perhaps, as wik^^, in a manner aban- 
doned the purfuit. 

In truth, it feems a wild attempt to hy 
down any rule for the proof of intention 
by eircumftantial evidence | all the afls 
of the party t all things that explain or 
dirow light on thefe a£^s } all the afls 
of tehers relative to the affair, that come 
to his knowledge, and may influence him $ 
liis fiierdihras and^enniities, his promifes, 
his threats, Utt truth of his difeonrfes, the 
falfehood of his apologies, prerences, and 
explanations, his looks, his fpeech ; his 
filence where he was called to i^k ; 
eveiy thing which tends to eftablifh the 
connexion between all thefe pardculars § 


Bnerow, 815, Coppcndalv. Bridgen. 
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—every circumftance, precedenit coheo- 4tiiw imputaKpna bnife^S'tbfeat^ 
mitant^ and AitUbqueat, become paitft pf irs copdu9» becauib.lQ;gi*^atb 
circqmftantial evidence, Thefe are itk of,the‘evid«i«b:pfl«^^ 
their nature in6iiite| and cannot becotn- ^^ially OA. ibetittier Chaika) ha^lbean 
prehendbd within any rulci or brought cii‘Cii!intt:ant|^» ^ainft ^e pitjudicta of 
tiiHler any clafTificatioa. the ignorant yotr Conimiftee o^pofea the 

Now, as the force of that prefumptive judgment, of .the learned* , it »Ao>^a . 
and conje^nral proof rarely if ever de- to them, that when. thUr^oof is .in ita 
, pends upon "one faft only, hut is coU gieateft perfediioni^^tJS, wh^ itia\iiioi) 
lefled front the number and accumulation abundant in circufiiibancef^ 4nu^tt ' 
of circumlbnces concurrent in one point, fuperior to polttive proof f ^ tbit * 
we do not find an inftance, until this Trial we have tbc authori|^of Jfjdfo 

of Warren Haftiiigs, Efquire (which has* who prefided at thdTtial of Cftptiin,lJp< 
produced many no velfies), thkr attempts nellansX ,V i i 

have been made by any Couit to call on ** Cn the part, of tho^irb(beQiSN%.3 
the Profecutor fur an account of the pur- great deal of evidence has. 
pofe for whieh he means to produce each fore you. It is d// cir^iiimhADtiat evi* 
panicle uf thils circuindantial evidence, to dence, and in its nature,,it 
take up the circumllances one by one, to ** for, in cafes of this fort, nomatiia^y^^dl^ 
pi ejudge the efficacy of each matter fepa- ** enough to coinqiit tlie a& in thiepiii^ibcO 
lately in proving the point ; and thus to ** of other perfons, or to fuffier them tO 
break to pieces and to garble thofe fafls, ** what he does at the time } and ther<^ 
upon the multitude of which, their com- ** foi‘e it can only be made outhy 
bination, and the relation of all their com- ftances, • either oefore the comittittiAg of 
poneni parts to each other and to the cul- the a6f, at the time when it wds com* 
prir, the whole force and virtue of this ** micted, or rubfequent to it | and a ore* 
evidence depends. To do any thing which fumptioa, w.hich necelTarily arlfet xrom 
can dedroy this coUe6tiveeffe6f| is to deny ** circumftances, is very often more con* 
circumdantiai evidence* vine! ng and more fatisfaflory tlian any 

Your Committee too cannot but ex- ** other Rind of evidence, bccaufe it is 
^ prefs their fttrprize at the particular period ** not within the reach and coropafs of 
of the prelect Trial when the attempts to human abilities to invent a train of cir* 

' which wc have alluded tirft began to be cumllances which fhall, be ib connefted 
made. The two firft great branches of ** together as to amount to a prwf of 
the accufatiou of this (ioufe againft War- ** giult, without affording opportunities ,of 
ren Haftings, Erquire, relate to public and ** contradifling * great part, if not all, of 
notorious 5 , capable of dfrefl pi^o^^ ** thefe circumitances. But if theeircum* 
flich as the expulfion of Cheyt Sing, w^ ** ftanccs are fuch as, when laid toge^r, 
its confequences on the province ot Be* ** bring Conviflion to your minds, it, is 
naves, and theidzure of inc treafures and ** then fully equal, if not, ..as t told you 
jaghires of the Begums of Oude, Yet in ** before, more convincing than poutivo 
the proof of thole crimes your Committee ** evidence/^ ’ 

cannot iudiy complain, that we were very In the 1 Vial of Donellan no fuch fiticCif 
pantiwly circumicribed in the p^aflion tion was ufed as we have lately, 
of much circumHantial as well at pufitive rienoed ; no limitation to tiie (^otfo&bn 
evidence. We did not find any ferrous, of eveiy matter^ before, at, atid after tii^ 
lefillancc on this head, till we came to faft charged, . ' 

make good our Charges of fecret crimes ^ The Trial was (as we conceive).j 

f rimes df a clafs and defeription, in the condu^led by the learned Jodg* | ‘ , ^ ^ 

E roof of which aU Judges of all countries fecret , crimes, fucH as fecret affaiHaation, 
avc found it neceuary to relax altooft all fMifoning, bribery, p^ulatjon,' and excbr- 
tbeir rules of competency i fuch crimes as tion (the three iatt of whioh thif Houfc 
peculation^ pecuniary frapds, eatortion, hat chargM upon Mr, l|^ngs), 
and bribery. Eight out of nine of the very rarely be proved m any other way* 
queftions put to the Judges by the l^rds, That way of proof is made to gwe.r^if- 
.in fhe tint Ibige of tlie Prgfecution, re- faftiun to a fearching, cqnitoble, and in- 
lated to circuraftancea offered , in proof of teliigent mind ^ and |bere muft nor be a. 
thefe fecret crimes, titilqre pf jurtice. i,ord Mansfieli}* hat 

Much indutiry and ait have been ufed, faid; that he did not know^a cafe in wbjl^h 
•among fhe illiterate aqd. inexperienced, to proof might not be I’upplieti * 

t Vide fapra, 
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ratted to tiie has To faile^ courTe much lefs Uabte 
^ 3anj[ ind they havci and to inconvoniencc: where. t|ic ^amc peribns 
[y niioit itj^ TiHtf bn account decide both the law and the fa^ *. 
^j^i^r^ixTg Sind ability of the To itluftrate the difficulties to wVicli 
^ tried the taufe/ai^d the parti- vour Committee was lubjefied oon this 
l^thn^A fathas paid to the Aibjc^ head, we think it Sufficient to fubniit to 
v^hijch foi-ms a Book iii hts the fjoufe (rderving amoretuUdifcuffion 
- , Vrius. Next, Bccaufc^ on this important point to another occa. 

fion) the following ffiprt ftatement of an 
; iroeiliei,, proceedings in it furniffi incident which occurred in this Trial - 


the mod complete and the fiilleft 
pill bn thatfubjeft# Thirdly, Je- 
thb cafe i| rei^eiit j and the taw 
eimiot ht fupfiored to he mateifally al* 
- Hnce the time of that event ^ 


By an exprefs order of the Court of 
Diredors (to which by the exprefs words 
of theadl of Parliament under which he 
held his office he was ordered to yield obe« 
dience) Mr. Haftings and bil Colleagues 


' Comparing the {proceedings oh that were directed to make an enquiry into all 
Tf ialr and the do^rines from theJBench, oiTences of bribery and corruption in of- 


with the do^brines we have heard from the 
Woolfack, your Committee cannot com- 
ja^efaend how they can be reconciled* 

' For the l«brds compiled the Managers 
to declait foi* what purpofe they produced 
each feparate member of their circiim- 
^antial ^itlence | a thing, as we conceive, 
lot vfoal, and' particularly not obferved 
in the Jtiai of Ddnellan, We have ob- 
ferved ’in that Trial^ and in moft others 
which we have had occaiion to relort to, 
thlit the Prol^utor is ibflfered to proceed 
narratively and hiftorically without inter- 


hce. On the nth of March a charge in 
writing of bribery and coiruption in of- 
lice was brought againit bimfelf* On the 
13th of the fame month, the Accufer, a 
man of high rank, the Rajah Nundcomar, 
appears perfonally before the Council, (0 
make good his charge again ft Mr. Haf^ 
tings before his own face. Mr. H.iftings 
thereon fell into a very intemperate heat, 
obftinately refufed to be prefent at the 
examination, attempted to diftolve the 
Council, and contumacioufty retired from 
it. Three of the other Members, a ma- 


yuption, If indeed it appears on the fa?e jorlty of the Council, in execution of their 
pi the n^nationi tl^at wnai h repicfenrcd duty, and in obedience to the orders re* 


to have been faid, written, or done| did 
|iot Come to the knowledge of the PrU 
foncr^ 1 queftion (bmetime$f but rarely. 
Inis, been afked| Wheiber the Prifoncr 
couM be it^c^ed with the knowledge of 
ir>. When a cbnneflion with the Perfqn 
of the priffiner has been in any way 
ihewn, or «yeii promifed to be ftiewn, tlijs 
evidence is alloi^ed to go on withovu fur- 
ther opppliiiqn. The lending of a leale(i 
lettw, the rryeipt of a fealed lettpr inferred 
the delivery to the Prifbner's i^vanf, 
^ bare poirelBon of’ a paper written by 
aiiy^tlfef^|i^j|bn,i. on the prefumpiion that 
fhe nbi^ntii of i'uch letters or fuch miper 
weit known to the Prifoner } and the being 
prc&nt vi^en any thing was faid or done, 
ya the prelbmptSon or his ieeing . or hear- 
iijr what 'paired s havp bcf n reffie^ivcly 
rated to be iufficient. If, on the" other 
|iand| wo cirfumftahee of conneilion has 


ceiyed under the afl of Parliament, pro* 
Cce^ed to take the evidence, which is very 
^iniite aod particular, and way entered 
in the records of the Council by the re* 
^ar official Secretary. It was after* 
J^xls read in Mr fiaftings’s own pre- 
mnee, ftnd by him tranfipined, under hiq 
own ngnature, to the Court of Diredlors. 
A feparaic letter was alfo written by him, 
about the lame time, Retiring, on his part, 
that in any enquiry into his condudl *• not 
a ftngle word l^owld efcape obferya'* 
« tion.” - 

This proceeding in the pouncil your 
pommitiee^ in its natural ordeiy and in q 
narrative chain of ^ircuinftahtiat proof, 
effired in evidence. It was npt permitted 
to be read : and on the aoth and as ft of 
Mayjyljyi we ^ere told from the Wool- 
fack** that when a Paper i| not eviclence 
by itfelf I’ (fuen this {Wt of the Con- 


iL -f » r. VJ 1 luvti (Ills 

' funimmg up, fultation, it feems, was reputed), •• x 

** wilhes to introviuce a Paper 

: tpnyerpition' the proof ot which of that kind, is called' upon' not only 


: Ca(e, I^eaohi p. laft , Condon’s Cafe, ibid. p. 14c. I^d Prefton’s Cafe, 
I* P' P- Crown Law, p. log. Can- 

fTf §»• P a63- Triai of the Duchefs of KjoglUri, $t. Tr. xj. p. 144. 
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hm to make Ofit on proof, 

•* <wboU of the grounds upon which he 
“ proceeds to make that Paper proper 
“ That the evidence that is pro- 

duced»muft be the demeanour of tbe 
party refpeSling that paper; and It U 
the connefliun between them, 
rial to the charge depending; that wtU 
enable them to be produced.** 

Your Commiitee obierves, that this was ^ 
not a paper foreign to the priibner, and 
i'ciit to hini as a letter^ the receipt of 
which, and his condiiff thereon, v^ere to 
he brought home to him> to infer his guilt 
froiu his deineaiipur. It was *zn office 
document of his own department, coiw 
jpeniing bimfeUVand kept by officers of his 
own, and by himfeif traufmitted, as we 
have faid, to the Court of Dire6^ar3« Its 
proof was in the record- T he charge made 
againft him, and his demeanour on being 
acquaintjcd with it, were not in feparate' 
evidence!, They all lay, together, and 
‘“conipofed ajConiie£led narrative of tbs bu- 
(inels, authenticated by himfeif. 

In that cafe it feems to your Committee 
extremely irregular and prepolfeious to 
demand previous and extraneous proofs of 
the demeanour of tltc party reipecling the 
paper, and the conneaion between them, 
as material to the charge depending ; for 
''this would be to try what the effie^ and 
operation of the evidence would be on the 
inuc of the caufe, before its produ£Iion* 
The.do^liine laid down demands that 
every feyeral ciicuinlfance Ihould in itfelf 
t:re conclulive, or at Icaif (Itould afford a 
violent prefumptlon ; it muff we were told, 
without queflion, be material to the charge 
depending t But, as we conceive, • its 
materiality, more or lefs, is not in the fidt 
inftance to be elfablifhed. To make it 
adtniffible, it is enough to give proof, or to 
laile a legal inference of its conneilion 
)>oth with the charge depending, and the 
perfon of the party charged, where it does 
not appear on the, face of the evidence 
offered. Befides, by this new do^lrine, 
the m^^ci^falUy reejuired to be fhewn mutt 
be decided from a confideration not of the 
whole circumftance. but in ^^uth of one 
half of this circuniftance of a demeanour, 
unconnrifed with, and unexplained by that 
pn which it xrofe, though thq ^pnneffion 
between the deiheanour of the party and 
the paper is that which muff, be fhewn. 
Your Committee, after all they have Jheard, 
Is yet to learn how the- full force and 
of any demeanour, as.eytdence of guiit or 
iipioceiice, can l)e known, un.lelx it be alfo 
fully known to yfhat that demeanoulr 
ftpplied'^ unisls wn$n a pcvfbh did or fttd 


any thm^ It nof gcreraUy 

ab«ra£lediyi thht a paper, was read to himf , 
hut particolaily zm' fpccifically iuohat ‘ 
were thf cisUehu of that papfr i Whe«r 
thertfOT were maiiei's I’^htly or weig^btily 
aUedgw,^..wUhi>i. the .power of ,tii^ paitjr 
accu(M,b> have Confuted fpoty if 
falie; \or fueh as» thui^li he might bavp 
denied, he could n^ indantly ha^.dif# 
\rrovtiit The do8line app^vt^, a.i|d fti,U 
appears, to your Qomimttei|o"be. totally • 
ahhotrent from rfae genivia of cir^mlhui^ 
tial evidence, and milbhidvoufty filbverfive 
of its uf#. We did, hb^ey^tV that 
extraneous proof which vva8;i;temJbi|iedl.vof 
lis, but it was.refufed, a8;wb)l.ai ^ofSiee 
document. 

Your Committee thought titemfelves tbp 
more bound to contend Pur every inodorjaf 
evidence to the intention 5 becauia ip many 
of the cafes the grofs faft' was admitted, 
and (he Prifoner aiid hia Counfel fee up ' 
pretences of public neceffity and public 
leiTice for his jullihcation. No waylay 
open for rebuiting this jufllfication, but by 
bringing out all tlie circum dances attend* 
ant on die u*aiifai^UoQ. 


ORQ&RAKD jma or VRonvciNc; 2V(« 
PENCE. 


Your Qommittee foupd great impedU 
meiit in tlih piodu^ion of evidence, not 
only on account of the general do^Iriues 
fuppoied loexid concerning itsinadihiffibi- 
|ity drawn from its own>alledged natural 
incuinpetency, or from its inapplicability 
under the pleading of the Impeachment of 
this Hoiife^ hut aUb from the mode . of 
proceeding in bringing it forward, .^itere 
evidence which we choughi necelTary to (lie 
elucidation of the caufe Was not fuffered, 
upon \he fuppolinf rules of exvminatkn in 
chief and crop enatninatm^-^xui ^uAipt^ 
poled rales, tormjug a dillin 5 lidii mtwe«|i 
evidence origins^ p oduped on the cliMge, 
and evidence offered on the reply. , ; < 

Qualltheie, your'CWmittee ol^erfea 
in general, that if the rules which feipe^ 
the fubffance of die evidence are (as die 
giwt Jawyecs on Whbfe amlibriiy yyejftand 
aflert ihcyr are) itb more than ru^ bt coo* 
venijmee; much more are fhofe fiibbtdinate 
ruleii which re]^(jl the orders ihc manner^ 
ami the time 61 the armn^ment. Tliefe 
■arc purely arbitrary; wtti^ut the lead: ' 
ref^nce^^ any fixed principle to the na- 
Uire df rhtngs, or lo any letded maxim of 
juril^mlence, and conf^tfehtly are varia. 
bie at mry itiffasr, as the'ccUVcniences pf 
J|hv.c^fe may' require. 

' » ' ' We 
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ihe mer qF mere 
ift a d. ffi:i ence between 
"a of ^itne^l^ in chief , and crots 
Of ind diet in eeneral thefe 
.^s»^i7-77yr-^* are propei’ly ca It, according 
% |ftniitf^ of die paitiea in tlie caufe; 
iWt^hirc withec ts nor can be any prcciie 
m dticiM the exaft bounds be, 
Iwee^^ejpmination and crols examination, 
ar ,p> ihre, there is ncceflarily fomc 
fot a limit hard to fix'; The only 
iwte whkb can be fixed with any tolerable 
' 4egree of precifion, it» when ihc Judge, 
jlfti»- folly bearing all partiei. U \o coiifi. 
dcr of bis verdkt or his lentence. Whiift 
ftte oaufe continues under hearing in any 
ibape, or in any ftage of the procefi, 
it is the duty of the Judge to receive every 
ofifer of evidence, appaicntly uKiteViaf, lug, 
^fied to him, riwiigh the parties them- 
leivet, throitgli negligence, ignorance, or 
corrupt collujwn, Ihould not bung it for. 
ward, A Jpclge is not placed m that high 


Conum^Law (good and ufcFnt'on ' tlM 
whole) prelcribe limits which the mere- 
prrncides of jufiica would of tbeirdelves 

never TiXo 

nf r'i* "* ’**’*'^ Coortf, fuch a$ fbe Court 
Admiralty 

Jwul^ipn (exeept'in triwCau/ra und« 

fwftical Court, whera,,, ,he trial i* „ot by . 
an inclo/ed jury in thole Court*. Aich (hait V 
limit* aie not of eourfe iiecelTary « The ' 
caufe » 1* continued by many adjouriT. 
mentt } as long a* the Inal lalU, new wit- 
nefle. are exmmned, ewn>fter the regular 
ftage for each party, on a fpecial apflica. 
non, under the eiicumlhnces, tothcMund 
ddcretion of the Court, where theevidenc* 
ottered is newly come to the knowledge or 
^ wer of the pany, and appear* on the 
wee of It to life material in the'eaufe.-^ 
£w» ajur Hiarittg, new wiinefles have 
been examined, or former witneffe* re, 
Maminejl, not as the right of the parties, 
out ad tniorihanJum 5..j‘ • • 


Orand and who fit to tr jr appeals from the AilmU 
rally and Ecclthafticai Coui ts as 0-le 
gates* 


v5il • . KC Vel OWJI 

^ufcciiror in criminal calcs is a Grand 
Jury i and this U diirolvi;||yaantIy on its 
Imduigs and its prdcntni^. But if no 

■through .t»offieer, the Clerk of the Ar. are .either many nor !moo«airf„^'" 
yaigi)*, to examine and crolh-exainiiie Court of this pw of the ItmoHn! 

as Ahaii wniei on this fobje^l belbie cited 

nv iiu • 


as cvkftncb fiiaii be olTercd within the time 
which the mode of criaJ will admit. 

Yew Commiuee is of opinion, that if 
It has happened, that wimcires or other 
* Kinds of evidence have not been fivqucmly 
'pi*<xluceil afwjr the ctofing of the prifoner^ 
defence, or fuch evidence has not been in 
reply giv6i, it J ms happend from the pccu. 
I^r nature of our common judicial pro- 
ttcilmgs, in: which all the matter of’ evi- 
dence idu ft be prelcnfiftl. whilft the bodily 

«»' Ollier mental 
.grilles ot men, can hold out. This does 
;^t cxcei^ the compafs of one natural day, 
w thereabouts j during that Ihort fpace of 
neiv wnlcnce very rarely occurs for 
woduih^n by any of the parties j becaufe 
tWf of men, joined ib tlie nature of 
uibunefs^ endpt the mode of trial at' 


. oy US j from Carpzovius, He fays, “ that a 
•• douiJi has au'len whether evidence beiiiff 
“ once given in a trial on a ptiblic prole, 
gg c\w»on and the 

vviineflrcs being examinea, . it mav be 
allowed to form other and new anfcits, 
and to produce new witneflest.'*— 
Your Commitiee muft litre obfenre, that 
tUe/r>c^ in^lfitorms is that proceeding 
III which the profecution is canied on in 
n.imfe of the Judge aftin^ .exojkhi 
from th fif duty bf riis office, winch is called 
the nobue ofiamjudictj. For the Jiidce 
un^r ihe Impeiial Law ^ffiree both 
thotb powers, tlie*'. iwnuifitpriai and the 
judicial, which in tlic High Court of PAr- 
lianwnt arc more aptly dtvided and excr- 
nleJ by the aifTerem ffoufes j ahd \n this 
kind of |uoeels jhe Houle will 1^ that 


/t;, V*^***^:^*^"^^ SaXojH.Crimm* PanUL U4. No. 13.' ^ 

Carpzovius 
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Carptovlus coupIcs.tHe produAion of new 
.witnefTtis and the funning of new articles 
<the iindoubtedprtvilege of the Commons) 
as intimately and necefiTjiily conne^ltcL 
He then jH'oceeds to folve the doubt — 
«* Ceiiafnly (fays he) them arc author* 
who deny, that, after publication of 
the depoiitions, any new witnefle* and 
proofs^ that can affeA the priibher, 
ought to be received, which (fays he) is 
true in a cafe where a private profecutor 
has intervened, who produces the wit* 
nelTes* But if the Judge proceeds by 
** way of inquifition ex ojficio^ then, even 
after the cunipletion ot the examination 
*• of wifnefles againft the prifancr, new 
witneiTts may be received and examined ; 
and on new grounds of lufpicion ariilng, 
** new articles may be for.ned according 
** to the common opinion uf the Dolors i 
** and as it is the mod generally received, 
fo it is mod agreeable to reafon/* 

And in another chtpter, relative to the 
ordinary criminal proceis hy a private prd* 
fecutor, he lays it down, on the authority 
pF Angelas, Bartolus, and others, that 
after the right of the party profecuting is 
expired, the Jiidee talcing tip the matter ex 
ejiclo may direct new wlrnefTes and new 
proofs, even after publication^. Other 
palTiges from the fame writer, and from 
^tilers, inigiit be added j but your Com* 
ixiittee tni Its that what they have pro tuced 
is fufHcient to ihew the general principles 
of the lrn{>enal Criintnal Law. 

The High Court of Parliament bears in 
its inodes of proceeding a miicli greater' 
releinblancc to che.cuuilc of the Couit of 
Chancery, the Admiralty, aj)d Eccie- 
fialtical Courts (which arc the King's 
Courts too, and their Jaw the law of the 
land) than to tliofeof tlic common law. 

The accufatlon is' brought into Parlla* 
ment at this very day by exhibiting ar^ 
tides s which, your Commltt^ is informed, 
is the tegular mode of commencing a cri* 
ininal profecution, whei*e the ofHce of the 
Judge is promoted in the Civil and Canon 
Law Couits of this cou mry« The anfwer 
again is uthally fpecific, both to the fa^ 
and the law aliedged in each particular 
article, which is agreeable to t le pruceea* 
ings of the Civil Law, and not of tlie 
Common Law. 

Anciently the refirmblanee was much 
nearer and Uronger. Seldeti, who was, 
himfirlf a great ornament of the Common 
Law, and i^ho was perfonally engaged in 
moft of th«^iinpeachmencapf his time, has 


written exprefliy on the jodkature in Paf^ 
iian^t. In hi* fourth clii^Mer, intitMieiL 
0 /Jntx^es, lie lays down the practice 3 
his time, as well as of ancient tnuts, 
reljp^ to the proof by examination^ «n4 
it IS clisriy a pca&ice more fondar to that 
of the Civil iliaii the Common Li#. 

, The praflice at this day (fays he) is 
** to iWcar the witneiTcs in open liouie, 
and then to examine them there, or ea 
a Commitiee^ cither 

** agreed upon in the Houfe^ or iboh ,$» 
the Committee in their dijfemhn fo«(| 
•* demand — thus it was in liiidsM tfolei,' 
** as ftiall appear by the :|iireceife«ts,. fo 
•* many as they are, they being vei# 
** Iparing to record foofe ceremolkies, 
which I lliall briefly recite, I then 
“ thofe of later times.'' V 

Accordingly, in times fo late iw tbofo rf 
the tiiaj of Lord Middlelexf, upon ifn 
Impeachment ot the Commons, tJ>e wb^ 
courfe of the proceeding, cfpccially fo thn 
mode of adducing the evidence, was in » 
manner the fame as in tlie civil law 5 deii^ 
tionsweie taken, and publication regulaiif 
pallid { and on the trial of LortI Sirafforde, 
both modes pointed out by Selden to 
have lieen indiiferently ufed. 

It follows, therefore, that this High 
Court (bound by none of their rules) has 
a liberty to adopt the methods of any of 
the legal Courts of the kingdom at its 
diferetion 5 apd in dU'crction itoughc 
to adopt thofe which bear the neared re-* 
lemblance to its own conftitution, to its 
own proceilure, and toits exigencies in ihr 
promotion of juflice. 

There arc conveitiencies and inconve* 
nlencics both in the fhorier and the longer 
mode of trial. Birt to bring the methods 
obfer'ved (if fuch.are in faft obferved) its 
the funner, only from neceffiiy, into the 
latter, by choice, la to load it with the 
incoiiveniency of i>oth, without the advar 
tages of either. The chief benefit of any 
procels which admits gf Adjournments, is 
that it may afford means of fuller inform* 
lion and more mature detibera:ioit.*»»l{ 
neither of the {lartles havea ftiia nght to 
It, yet the Court or the Jury, as the cafo 
may he, ought to demand it« , 

Your Coimnirtce is of opinion, that ill 
rules r^tive to hches w Jicgfoas in a paitv 
to thefuit, which may eaufo Uoufoiton tlih 
one hand, dr judgment by dtfouft in the 
other, all things which ciule the party 
cadere injure^ ought not to tie adhered to 
in the utinolijrigour, even in civil cafes ; 


• Carp|.Praei. Saxon. Crimin. Part XU, lod. S 9 . 
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fer which takes ** That f 5 Qittlcal arguments,' In the fttllefl 
,jfe|^P ^W'ta|>res ’ i^«q feifiires an either (enfeoftt^ ^hey concerned the 

W govern in cauftscii- *• government <if 'a nation,' fnnft be, and 
Judges ought to Icaft againil ** always have been of great weight fli the 
Pl^^^hltempt to ney^/V a plaintiff on ui>- confideration of this Court;# Th'ough- 

have no relation to the ** there be no diHasmalusli^ contracts with 
It is unconfcionable in a «« regard to oHwperfjfis, yet if the reft of 
- j^ftdantiotakeadvantageof the «//V#V «* mankind are concerned as well as the 
fuch ohiefiions, parties, it may be properly faid, it* rc- 
>a jj, ^tefumf>tion ought to be gards the public utility J.”' Lord Hardm 

mbbich ingenuity can fuggefl.--^ njoteke laid this down in acaufeof fneum [ 
difgracefal would it be to the ^ tuuni, between party and party, where ' 
adnliniftrationof jufttce to allow the public was concerned only remotely, 

^tobbftru£l right This dtifervatiun and in the example j not as in this profecu* 
of Lord Manj^eid'R^pVies equally to every tion, when the political arguments ar^ in- 
meane by which, indirccliy as well as finitely ftronger, the crime relating, and io 
direMy, the cattle may fail upon xny other the moft eminent degree relating, to the 
principles than thole of its iTieritsf. He public. 

thinks, that all the refonrees of ingenuity One cafe has happened finer the time 
otight^pbe employed to ba^e chicane^ not which is Itmiicd by the oi dcr of the Honfe 
to fiij^rt it. The cafei in vvhich Lord for this Report ; It is fo very important, 
^an^eld has deliveml this (eniiment is that we think oiirfelves juftified in fub- 
merely a civil one. In civil' chiifes of mining it to the Honfe without delay.— 
/aa/ff, It imi^yts little to the com- ' Your tom mittee, on the fuppofed rules 
‘ nonweahh, whether Titus or Maevitis pio- here aliuded to, has been prevented (as of 
fitsbf a le^cy 5 or whether John a Nokes or right) from examining a witnefs of im - 
^hftaStiies IS leilcfl of the ir\anor of O'tle. portance in the cafe, and one on whofe 
Forwhichmaion, in many caies, the private fuppofed knowledge of his moft hidden 
interefts of men are left by courts to Iblfcr tranfailions, the prifoncr had htmfelf, in 
ncgle^s*, and their own want all ftages of this bufinefs, as the Houfe 
or vfgilance, their fortunes are permitted well knows, eritleavoured to ralfe prefump- 

to fuffer tram the lame caufes in all the tions in favour of his caule. Indeed it wa3 
concerns of common life. But in crimes, his principal if not only jiiftificatrbn, as to 
where the profecti tion is on the part of the the in many different ‘aCls of 

public (as all criminal prolecutions are, corruption charged iipoh him. — —The 
wept appeab) the public profecutor ought wirnefs to whom we allude, is Mr. 
not to be confrdci ed as a plaintiff in a caule Larkin. 

of meum. iuum\ nor the piifoner in ThU Witnefs came from India after 
Aich .n caufe as a common defendant. In your Conmuttce had clofetl the evidence 
fuch a caufe the State iilelf is highly con- ©f this Houfe, in chief} and could not be 
cerneil in the event • On the other hand, the produced before the time of the reply.—— 
prifoncr may lolelde, which ail the wealth Vour Committee was not fuffered toexa* 
and power of all the States in the world mine h'.m 5. not, as they , could find, on 
cannot reftore to him. Uhdoubttdiy the chjeclions to the particular q'ueftion, as 
State ought not to be weighed againft improper, but uapn Ibme or other of the 
mftr^e }' but it would be dreadful indeed if general grounds fas they believe) on which 
•caiifesot fuch importance finmld bei scii- ivlr, Hadingjs refifted any evidence from 
need to r«gulmio»»s* «d intre fe- him. The party, after having refifted his 
Conciary convenience, not at all ad.ipied to pioduflion, on the next fitting day admit- 
■ tuch concerns^ nor even mailc wiilj a view ted him ; and by content he was examined : 
to tlyb^eXifteucc. Your Commiiteeieamiy Your Coininittee entered a profeft on the 
, adopts the opinion of the learned Ryder, minutes in favour of their right. 

Your Committee contended} stUd do 
/yates, than that^^ere mould be no excep- contend, tbit by the law of Parliamenr, 
t6,ihem. 'Lord declared whilft the Trial lafts, they have full right 

call new eyidofice, as the circiimftances 
4 Ultett 4 |rfieJd agamtt Abraham Janfon, may afford, and the pofturc of the caute 

P^badd others. Burrow, p, w,vv Sscalfh 4. 

> 'Vf vl>icKfon V. Filhe^ AWer y. Chip. Grey v.v$mytbiBs 'Bl&kftone’s Sleportt. 
i, 1 - 'dlf from tbefime Judee, and proni»};ug oji the fame Prinriplet* 

V ; |??-Aykyo»*s Reports, Vol. v . Jenfou. ' < 
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ftt'iv nemsiftrt it. This right fceins to Iwve 
be/n afiertecl by ihe IS^nagcrs for the 
Commons in the cafe of Loid SufiTord-^ 
32. Clia. i.* 

The Managers) in that cafe, i:laimed it 
fls thr* right of the Commons ro produce 
witneffcs for the piirpofc of fortifying theif 
ioriTKT evidence. Their claim was ad* 
triiUed by the Court. It is an adjudged 
cafe in the law of Parliament. 

Your Committee is well aware, that the 
notorious perjury and infamy of the wit- 
neifes in the trial of Lord Stafford has 
been ufed to throw a (hade of doubt and 
fulpiciun on all that was tranfafted hn 
that occafion. But there is no force in 
fuch an objeiftlon. Your Committee has 
no concern in the defence of thele wit* 
neffes ; nor of the Isolds who found their 
Vi.rdii 5 t on fuch uftimony ; nor of the 
morality of thofewho produced it. Much 
may be fiid to palliate errors on the part 
of the Profccutors and Judges, from the 
heat of the timCs, arifing from the great 
interefis then agitated. But it is plaln» 
there may be perjury in witiiefTes, or even 
tonfpiracy unjuAly to profecute, without 
the lealf doubt of the legality and regu* 
laiiry of the proceedings in any part. 
This is too obvious and ioo common to 
ifiCed argument or illudration. 

The proceeding in Lord Stafford's cafe 
never has, now for an hundred and four* 
teen years, cither in the warm controvert 
lies of parties, or in the cool dllquifition^ 
of lawyers and hiftorians, ever been quef* 
tioned. The periuiy of the witnefles has 
been more doubted at foir.e periods, than 
the legulaiiiy of the proceedings has been 
nt any period. 

Tlie learned Lawyer who led for the 
Commons in that Impeachment (Scijcant 
Maynard) had, near forty years hcforci 
taken a forward part in the great caufe of 
the Impeachment of Lord StiaHoide j and 
^as, peihaps, of all men then in England, 
the mod conveifant in the Law and (Jfage 
of Parliament. Jones was one of the 
abled Lawyers ot his age. His CoU 
leagues weie eminent men. 

In the Trial of Lord StrafForde (which 
hais attrafled the attention ot Hiltoiy more 
than any other, on account of the imjior- 
tance of the cable itfelf, the ikill and learn* 
ihg of tht* Profecutors, and the eminent 
abilities of the Prifonei), after the Prolb- 
ciitors for (he Commons had gone through 
their evidence on the Articles y after the 
Priibner had alfo made his defence, elljitr 


upon each fe^rally; br up'on each body 
of Articles as they had been Colle€fced 
into one ; and the Managers had in the 
fame manner replied $ when,* previous to 
the general concluding reply of the Pro* 
fecutors, the time of the general fuifimingl 
up (or fec 61 ie 6 b‘on, as it was called) of the 
whole evidence on the part of Lord Str;if. 
fbrde arrived, the Maiis^S produced 
new evidence. Your Committee wifhes 
to call the particuiar attention cf the Hoole 
to this cafe, as the cottteft between the 
parties did very nearly refbmble the pre- 
ient i but, principally, becaufe the tsnih 
of the Lords on the Law of Parliament, 
in its proceedings with regard to the de- 
ception of evidence, is there diduidiy 
laid down : fo is the repdrt of tlie Judged 
relative to the Ufage of the Courts bclow^ 
full of equity and reafon, and in perfect 
conformity with the right for which wd 
Contended in favour of the Public, and In 
favour of the Court of Peeis itftlf. Thd 
matter is at follows. Your Committeh 
gives it at large 1 

•* After this, the Lord SfewSrd adjourn* 
cd this Houf: to Weftminfter Hall + ) 
and the Peers being all let there in their 
places, the Lord Steward coihifiatnded 
the Lieutenant of the Tower to bring 
** forth the Bari of SiraiFoide to the Bar $ 
** which being done, the Lord Steward 
** fgnjfied that both Tides might make a 
recollection of their evidence, and the 
•• Earl of Straffbrde to begin fir ft; 

Hereupon Mr. Glynn defired, that 
•* before the Earl of Stralforde began, that 
“ tike Commons might produce two wit- 
nefles to the Fifteenth and Twenty- third 
“ Articles, to prcfve that thefe be two men 
•• whofe names are Berne'; and A) a mif- 
** take will be made clear. 

Tlie Earl of Straffoide defired, that 
no new witnefles may be admitted agdinit 
him, unlefs he might be pei’mttted to 
•* pi'oducc witneiTes on his part likewife $ 
which the Commons confented to, 16 
the Eail of Strafforde would confine 
«« himfelf to thole Articles upon which bfi 
** made relervations f but he not agreeing 
to that, and tlte Commons inlifting up* 
** on itj 

** The Houfe was adjourned to tlie ufual 
** place above, to confidcr of it ; affd after 
** ibme dtbatei their Lordihipe thot/ght it 
** fit, That the Member^ of theCopirndns 
** go on in producing new witnef&s, as 
** they iball think fit, to the Fifteencb and 
** Twenty- third AiticlMi and that the 


* State TKals,' Vol. 3. p. xyo. 
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Earl pf Straffoi Je may prcfcntly pro- 
wrincffe^as are prefent; and 
fijch as are not, to name them pre- 
*^iently,and to proceed on Monday next ; 
M aud alfo, if the Commons and Earle of 
^ StrafForde will proceed upon any other 
articles^ upon new matter, tliey are to 
** hame the witnelTes and articles on both 
(ides prefently, and to proceed on Mon- 
** jay next ; but both fides may waive it 
“ if' they will. 

The Lord Steward adjourned this 
Hotifc to VVeftininrtcr H.dl > and, being 
returned thirher, lignlfied whatihe Lords 
♦• had jhoiight fu lor the better proceeding 
•• in the bufincrs. 

■ •• The Esil of StrafFoi^e, upon thi*^, 
«« defiring not to be limited to any refer- 
•• vatlon, but to b.' at liberty for what 
articles are convenient for him to for- 
tify with new witnefles * j to wliich the 
♦♦ Commons not aiTentlng, and for other 
•‘ fcriiples which did ailfe In the cafe, one 
•• of the Peers did ckfire that the Houfe 
•• might be adjourned, to confider further 
•• of the particulars. Hereupon the Lord 
•• Steward ailjourned the Houle to the 
*• ufual place above. 

The LoriU, being come up into the 
^ Houfe, fell into debate of live bulinefs ; 
•• and, for the better informing of tlieii* 
“judgments what was the couife and 
•‘ common juftice of the Icingdom, pro- 
pounded this qucltion to the Judges : 

*• Whether it be according to the coiirfe 
♦‘ of praclicc and common jullice, 
•• before the Judges in their fevoal 
•• Courts, for the Prolecutors in be- 
•* half of the King, timing the time 
’ “ of trials to produce witnejes to 

•• difcQ^jtr the hut by and whether 
the Prifoner may not do the like ^ 

“ The Lord Chief Jultice delivered this 
“ as the unanimous opinions of iiimfelf 
and all the reft of the Judges ; 

«♦ That, according lo ihecourfe of prac- 
“ tice and common Jiiftice, before 
“ them in their leveral Courts, upon 
“ trial by jury, ai iaug as the pri^ 
fQ7ier IS at the huVy and the jury 
not fent atuay, eithei fule may give 
their evidence and examine wit- 
ni'Tes to difeover truth j and thi» 

^ •* ts all the opinion as we can give 
•♦ concerning the proceedings before 
• us. 

♦* U()on Tome confuleration after this 
♦« the Houfe appointed the 
Earl of Bath, 

^ of So'atjrton, 

Bis In 


« Earl of Hirtford, 

« Earl of ElTe*, 

«♦ Earl of B.iftoll, and 

♦* The Lord Vifeount Say ct SeaTe, 

*• To draw up fomft Vealpus upon 
*• which the former order was 
made} which being read as fol- 
lowe.h, were approved of as the 
•• order of the Houfe : 

The Gentlemen of the Houfe of ’ 
•♦ Commons dkl declwirc, that they dial • ' 
“ knge to Ihemfelves, by the common 
•• jtiftice of the kingdom, that they, being 
“ profeciuors for the King, may bring 
any new proofs by witnefles during the 
“ lime of the evidence Ifeing not fully 
•• concluded. The Lords, being Judges, 
•• and fo equal to them and the Prifoner, 
•‘ conceived tliis their defire to be juft and 
•• reafonablc ; and alfo that, by the lame 
•• common jurtice, the Prilbncr may ii;'i 
*♦ the fame liberty ; and that, to avoid any 
occafions of delay, the Lords thoiiglit 
*• lit that the articles and vvitnefles be pre- 
*• fently named, and fiich as may be pre- 
“ fently produced to be ufed prefcutly, 
♦* and no further time to be given. 

“ The Lord Steward was to let them 
•• know, that if they will on both fldes 
** waive the ufe of new witnefles, they 
“ may proceed to the recolleilion of their 
•‘ evidence on both tides j if both fidei? 
*• will not wa.ve it, then the Lord^ 
♦‘ Steward is to read the precedent order j 
•• and if they will not pn.cecd then, this 
♦‘ Houfe is to adjourn and nfe.'* 

By this it will appear to the Houfe, 
how much this exclufion of evidence, 
brought for the difco*uciy of t>uth^ is uii- 
i'uppji'ted eitlier by Parliamentary prece- 
dent, or by the rule as underftood in the 
Common-Law Courts below} and your 
Committee (protefting however againft 
being bound by any of the technical rules 
of inferior Courts) thought and think 
they had a right to fee fnch a body of pre- 
cedents and arguments for the rejection of 
evidence during trial, in foine Court or 
other, before they were ia this matiei 
(topped and concluded. 

Your Committee has not been able to 
examine evei'v criminal trial in the volu- 
minous collection of State Trials or elfe- 
wheies but having referred to the mod 
laborious Compiler of Law and Equity, 
Mr. Vinei, who ha» allotted a* whole vo- 
lume to the title of Evidence, we find but 
one ruLd cafe in a tiial at Common 
Law, before or fliice, where new evidence 
for the difeovery of truth hat been re- 

Origlnali. 
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ic6le<l as not being in due time. A privy 
** '-jerditi bad been given in B.R. 14. 
**MXfz* for the Defendant \ but after- 
“ wards, ^ before the Inquelf gave their 
verdi6f 0|7enly, the Plaintiff prayed that 
he might give more evidence to the jury, 

“ be bavi)!^ (a} it fee med) diftovered 
** that the jury had found agaiull him ; 

^ ** but the Jiifiices would not admit him 
to do (b ; but after that Soiitlicote, J. 
had been in C. B. to aik the opinion of 
“ the Ju dices there, they took the ver- 
<licl *.’* 

ill tiiis cafe the offer of new evidence 
was not duiing the trial. The trial was 
over. The verdifl was a6hi:dly delivered 
to the Judge. Theic w is ailb an ap- 
peal ance, that the dilcuvery of the a^ual 
finding had liiggcllsd to the Plaintift* the 
produdlion of new evidence ^ yet it ap. 
penred to the Judges lb ibong a mealbre 
to refute evidence, vvhiUf any, even formal, 
appearance remained that the trial was not 
doled, that they fent a Judge from the 
Bench into the Common Pleas to ubtiiii 
tlie opinion of their Brethren there, before 
they could ventuie 10 take upon them to 
C'jntider the time for produ6lion of evi- 
dence as elapfed. The cafe of rcl'ulal, 
taken with its circumllances, is lull 'as 
rSreng an example in favour of the report 
of the Judges in Lord Stafford's cafe, as 
any precedent of admittance can be. 

The relearches of your Commiuee not 
having furniflicd them with any calcs in 
which evidence has been rejeded duiing 
the trial, as being out of time, wc have 
found i'ome inftances in which it has been 
aflually rcceiv5.d 5 apd seceived, not to re- 
pel any new ina.ter in the Prifoner's de- 
fence, but wiien the Priibiici' had called 
^11 his witnelfes, and thereby doled his 
defence. A remarkable inltance occurred 
on the: trial of Hanilbn for the murder of 
Dr. Clenche. The Jullices who tiled the 
caufe, (viz.) Lord Chief Jullice Holt, 
and the Jullices Atkins and Nevii, ad- 
milted the Profccuior to call new evi- 
dence, fur no other reafon but that a new 
witnels was then come into Court who had 
not been in Court before. Thele JutWes 
appai*e(iilywere of the fame opinion on this 
point with the Juftices who g we rheir opi- 
nion in the cale of Lord Stralforde f . 

Your Coinniittcc on this point, as on 
the former, cannot difeover any authority 
for the decilion of the Houle of Loids in 
the Law ot Pai liament, or in the Law of 
^ra^llce of any Couit in this kingdom. 

* Dal.<o. pi. 18. anno 24. Eliz. 

State Trials, VoL iv. p. 501. 
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PRACttICE BELOW. 

Your Conimlitee not having learned^ 
that the relbluttons of the Judges (by* 
which the Lords h ive b:;en guided) wer^T, 
fupported by any authority in law to whiclp 
they cou!d have accefs, have heard b/: 
rumour, that they have been juflihed apbn 
the pra£l»ce of t!ie Courts in ordinary' 
trials by commifllon of oyer and terminer.' » 

To give any legal prcclfian' to this terin» 
of pradiice^ as thus applied,- youf Coiiii ' 
inittee aporeliends it nuift mean— that the 
Judge in ihufe ciiminal trials has Ib regu*^ 
larly rejefted a certain kind of 'evidence 
when offered there, that it is to he regarded' 
in the light of a,(palc fieqiiently determinecl^ 
by legil authority. If iuch Ind becil'dif-*’ 
covered, iliough your Cummittce never* 
could have allowed t'.iefc precedents as rules'^ 
for the guidance* of the High Court of’ 
Pai liament, yet they Ihould not be 
prized to fee the inftrior Judges forming 
their opinions on tlicii own confined 
pr.iftice. 

Your Committee, in their enquiry, has 
found compaiaiively few reports of cri- 
miiitl trials, except the colie£fion under 
the title of State Tiials, a book compded 
from materials of very various authoiity; 
and in none of thofe which we have feen is 
theie, as appears to us, a Tingle example 
of the rejeidion of ev.dcnce limilar to* 
that rejefted by tlie advice of the Judges 
in the floufc of Lords. Neither, if fuch 
examples did exift, could your Committee 
allow them to apply dircflly and necef- 
faiily ns a nieafuie of leafon to the pro- 
ceedings of a Court conllitutcd fo very 
differently from thofe in which the com- 
mon law ia adminificred. 

In the trials below, the Judges decide 
on the competency of the evidence before 
it goes to the jury, and (under the correc- 
tives in the ufe of their dil'cretion flated 
before in this Report) with great propriety 
and wifdom. Juries are taken promifeu- 
oufly from the inafs of the people ; they 
are compofed of men who, in inaiy in- 
fiances, in moll perhaps, never were con- 
cerned in any caufes, judicially or other- 
wife, before the time of their fervice. 
They have generally no previous prepa- 
ration or poflible knowledge of the matter 
to be tried, or wlnt is applicable or in- 
applicable to them, and they decide in % 
r|>ace of tirne too fitort for any nice or cri- 
tical difqiiifition. Thefe Judges, therefore, 
of necellity muft forefiall the evidence 
wiiere there is a doubt oq its competence, 

apud Viner, Evid. p, 60. 
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fnd Indeed obrerve'mueh on Its eredibilltv, 
or- the moft dreadfuf confeqaenees might 
ftUow. iThe initiation of juries, if not 
thus qualified, could qot exiil. Lord 
Jipnijifid makes the (anie obfervation 
regard to another corrective of the 
(kort n^ode of trial-rthat of a new triaU 
* This is the law, and this its policy. 
The jury are not to decide on the compe< 
fancy or wknedes • or of any otlier kind uf 

, evidence, in any way wbratfoevcr. ligthing 
of that kind can come before them. But 
the {,erds in the High Cpurt of J^artia- 
snent ary not, either a6lually-or virtuilly, 
a jury. IJo legal power is interpofed be- 
tween them and evidence ; they arc them* 
tdvef by law fully ai^id exclufively equal to 
St. They are perfop s of high rsnk, gene- 
rally of the beti education, and of Aiffici- 
ent knowledge of the world } and thf y are 
a permanent, a fettled, a corporate, and 
fiot an occafionaf and tranfitory judica- 
ture. But it ja to be feared, that the 
ntithoi'ity 'of the Judges (in the cafe of 
juries legal) may, from that example, 
weigh with the L^rds further than its 
>iealon, or it$ applicability to the judicial 
capacity of the reers,* can fiipport. It is 
to be feared, that if the Lords fliovdd 
|hink themfelvcs bound implicitly to fub- 
suit to thjs authority, that at Ifngth they 
may come to think thetnleives to be no 
better than jurors, and may virtually con- 
fent lo a partition of il^at judicature which 
tiu* law has left to them who!p, fupiemc, 
UDCor.trouJecl, and hnal. 

This final and independent judicature^ 
becaufe it is (inal and independent, ought 
to lie very cautious with regard to the 
rejeflion of evidence. If incompetent evi- 
dence is receivid by them, there i3 nothing 
to hinder their judging upon it afterwards 
according to its value. may have no 
>veight ill their judgment ; but if, upon 
advice of others, they prevloufiy reject in- 
formation ncceflTary to ilicir proper judg- 
ment, they have no intermediate means of 
fetting il.emfelvts right, and they injure 
tlie caufc o( jufiice, without any remedy. 
Agy’mil errors of juries, is remedy 

by a new tri.d. Againft errors of Judges, 
there is letuedy, in civil c.uifcs, by de* 
muit'er and bills of exceptions; agaiufi 
their fin.d uijftake, there is remedy by wiit 
pf eiror, in totiiis of common law. In 
^hancery ihcre is a remedy by appeal. 
If they wilfully ciT in the rejc5lion of evi- 
^nccithei c waij lot merl y the terror exiili ng 


of puniHiment by Impeachment of the 
Comnions ; but with regard to the Lords, 
there is no remedy for error, no puniflt- 
ment for a wilful wrong. * 

Your Committee conceives it not im- 
probable, that this apparently total and 
umeferved fubmifllon of the Lords to the 
dilutes of the Judges of the inferior 
Couits (no proper judges in any light, nr 
in any degree, of the Law of Parliament) ^ 
may be owing to the very few caufes of 
original juihUi^Elion, and the great multi- 
tude of thofe of appellate junfdiflion 
which pome before them. In cafes of 
appeal, or of error (which U in the nature 
of an appeal), the court of appeal is ob- 
liged to judge, not by iHozl'h rules, a^ing 
in another capacity, or by thofe which it 
fliail ciioofe pro re nat^ to make, but by 
the rules of the inferior couit from whence 
the appeal comes; for the fault or the 
mifiake of the infeiior Judge that he 
has not proceeded as he ought to do, ac- 
cording to the law which he was to ad- 
minifter ; and the corre^lion, if fuch fhall 
take place, is to compel (he Court from 
whence the appeal comes, to a6l as ori- 
ginally it ought to have a6led according 
to law, as the law ought to have been un- 
derdoes and praflifed in that tribunal. 

The Lords, in liich cafes of neceiiity, 
judge on the grounds of the law aii4^ 
pia^ice of the Courts below; and this 
they can very rarely learn with precifion 
but from the body of the Judges : of 
poui'le much deference is and ought to be 
bad to thdr opinions. But by this means 
a confullon may arife (if not well guarded 
againd) between what they do in their 
/f/Z^/^jurirdifl ion, which is frequent, and 
what they ought to do iu thtir onginoL 
jurifdiflion, which is rare ; and by this 
the whole original jurifdidllon of the Peers^ 
and the whole law and uiageof Parliament, 
at lead In th^ir virtue and fpirity may bg 
^onfiderably impaired. 

After having thus (ubmitted to the 
Houfe the general tenor of the proceedings 
in this Trial, your Committee will, with 
all convenient fpeed, lay befory, the Hoiife 
the proceedings on each ^ evidence 
I'eparateiy, which has been ixjefled ; and 
this they' hope will put the Houfe more 
p.-'rfcflly in poflellion of the princip^ 
caufes of the length of this Tiial, as well 
as of the injuiy which Parliamentary jus- 
tice may, in their opinion^ fu£(er uoua 
thofe proceedings. '* ‘ ' 
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No. 1. 

SN THE CASE OV EARL TERRiRf. 

APRIL 17th, 1760.* 

fpHE Houfe of Peers uiianiinoufly found 
Ear] Ferrers guilty of the felony and 
murder whereof he flood indited ; and the 
KarJ being brought to the bar, the High 
Steward acquainted him thetewiihj and 
the Houfe iriMnediatcly adjouined to the 
Chamber of Parliament, and, having put 
the following qiicUion to the Judges, ad* 
journed to die next day. 

** Suppofing a peer, fo indi£led and con- 
** vi£led, ought by law to receive fuch 
<< judgment as aforefdd, and the day ap- 
pointed by the judgment for execution 
** (boirid lapfc before fuch execution done, 
** whether a new time may be appointed 
<< for the elocution, and by whom ?**f 
On the eighteenth, the lioufe ih^n fitting 
in the Chamber of Parliaitient, the I.ord 
Chief Baron, in the abfence of the Chief 
JuAice of the Common Pleas, delivered 
in writing the opinion of the Judges, which 
they had agreed on, and reduced into form 
’^that morning. 

His Lordihip added many weighty rea* 
foils in fupport of the opinion, which he 
vrged with great llrengtii and propriety, 
and delivered with a becoming dignpy. 


TO THE SeCOKD QUXSTtOlf. 

** Suppofing the day appointed by the 
** judgment lor executiou Ihould Japfc be- 
** tore fucb execution done (which huw'* 
** ever the law will not prclumr), we arc 
« all of opinion, that a new lime may he 
appointed for (he execution, either by 
** the High Court of Parliament, before 
*' which fuch peer fhall have been attaint- 
** cd, or by the Court of King's Bcuch, the 
<* Parliament then not fitting ; the Record 
of the Atiainder being properly lemov^d 
into that Court. }** 

I'lie reaCons upon which the Judges 
founded their anfwcr fo the qucllioa rela- 
ting to (he further proceedings of the Houfe 
after the Hign Steward’s ctuimiiirion dif- 
folved, whicn is ufually done upon pro- 
nouncing judgment, may poflibjy require 
fomc farther difcuHion. I will, therefore, 
before 1 conclude, mention thofe which 
weighed with me, and, 1 believe, with 
niaiiy others of the Judges. 

* FoAer’stCrown Law, page 138. 

I Pa. 


REASONS, ZCC.^ 

Every proceeding in the Houfe of PceniJ 
afling in ir» judicial capaciiy, .whether 'up- 
on VVrit of Error, Impeachment, or Inf 
diriment, removed ibither by Certiorari, ia 
in judgment of law a proceeding before the 
King in Parliament i and therefore th« 
Houfe, in all thofe cafes, may^oi impro- 
perly be ftyled. The Court of o'urLord the 
King in Parliament. 

This Court is founded upon immeftiOT’a) 
ufage, upon the law and cuiioin ot l*arluf<* 
lYient, and is part ol ttie original ryttea| 
of OUT cianllitution. 

It IS open for}all ihc purpofes of judica- 
ture, during the coniinuancc of the Parlia- 
ment i it openeth at the beginning and 
ihutteth at the end of every fLflion ; jufl as 
the Court of King's Bench, which is like- 
wife in judgment of law held before the 
King hinifelf, openetti and fhutieth wtii| 
the Term. 

The aurhority of this Court, or, if I 
may ufe the cxpiefli m, its conllcinc a£livity 
for the ends ot public juUice, independent 
of any fpccial powers derived from the 
Crown, IS not doubted in ihe cafe of Wriia 
of Errors fiom thofe courts ol law whencei 
error lieth in Parliament, and ot impeach* 
ments for mirdcirieaiiors. 

ft was formerly doubted, whether, in 
cafe of an impeachment tor treafon, and 
in the cafe ot an uid>6tnrient agaiiitl a peer 
for any capital crime, removed into Par- 
Jiameut by Ccriioi^;in, whether in thefe 
cafts the Court can proceed to trial and 
judgment, without a High Steward, ap- 
pointed by fpeciai coinmtllion from the 
Crown. 

This doubt feemeth to have arifen from 
the not difhiigui/liiiig between a proceed- 
ing in the Court of the High Steward, and 
that before the King in Pariiamcnt. The 
name, ftylc, and title ot otH.c is the fame 
in boih cafes j but the office, the powers, 
and prc-cminericcs annexed to it, ddfer 
very widely ; and fo doili the conllituiion 
of the Courts where the offices are execu- 
ted. Ihc identity of the name may have 
confounded our ideas, as equivocal words 
olten do, li the nature of things is not at- 
tended to; but tlie nature of the offices, 
properly Hated, will I hope remove every 
doubt on (hefe points. 

In the Court of ihe High Steward, he * 
alone is judge in all points of law and 
pra£lice; the pecks’ triers arc merely judges 
of fa£l, and are fummoiicd by viituc of • 

fo. edit* -f Pa. 13^. 

5 Pa. 141 to 153. 
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jw»*c:ept ^rt«n the High Steward, to appear allowance or non-allowance of foiinfcf to 
tKforc him on the dav anpointcd hy him the pr.foncr, and other matters relative lf> 
#or tnc irial, ui rti vtntas melius feiii po~ the f trial ; and all this befoic an Kigh 
4*r»V. Steward hath >ct'n appointed. And fo little 

The High ,Siew»rfi*s cominiflion, afirr was it apprehended, in ImHe cafes' wh eh I 
tPciting that an inditlmcn* hath bren fim.-tl flyll rntHiKiii piefcnily, that the cxiftcnce 
»ga"rdt the Peer by the gr.;iul ji.ry of tl.e ''f the Court depended on the appointment 
C''iintv, impowriLin him to Irnd or an fl:;;h Steward, that the Court it(clf 
die indittineiu, to co;iv« iic Hu* p*i^unt r ciircHcd in what m3nnrr, and by what 
hictoic him, at fjch a d.iy and pJate as nc loini oi word?, he Ihould be appointed. 

• fliall appoint, thru and there lo hear and It hnrh Mtewifr received and rccoidtd the 

deteiminc the niancr t.f fucli int’.ifhncur ; pi 'brifr's conicirion, which amouructh to a 

tp caufe ilie pe^rs iners, t' ! & pet c^nvlc^lo^, before the appoinini'nt of an 

rci v:.ftay melius Jt-t fuLn/, at High St.’ward ; and hatl/ allowed to pri- 
Che fame day and p'ft.e appeal before (ontrs the bet clli of adls of^genoral par- 
bim, vcntMCifue fndc iutnpctid, to pro- dou, where they appealed iiuiikd to it, 

oerd to judgment according to tiie Lw and as well without the appointment of an 

£u(kmi of hugland] aud thticupoa to awaid Iligli Sitward, as after his commiilion dif- 

<jjc cuiion.* foivfd. 

B>Mhis it is plain that the foie right of A.nl when, in the cafe of im peach m'-nts, 
judica'urc is, in cafes of tlrs hind, ve.'fcd the Commons have furneiimea, at confe- 
iii the Hit'll Slew aid, that it relidcih iolcly renota hciween the nouff.ii, dttemptfd to 
ip his pcrlon ; and conCqucnily waliout nilei pofe in n aiici •* preparatory to the inal, 
this cut mill fhoa, wliicti is init in n >turc of t'.ie gct.eidl aiifivei hath been, “ I'his is a 
t comm flion of Oyer and Terminer, no po nt of judicature upon which the 
one ftep can be taken in order t<» a trial; “ Lords will no: confer; they impofe 
gnd that when his commifTion is diffolvcd, frieucc upon thcinfclvcs/* or to ihat 
which he dcclarrih bv breaking his |biF, cffvtf. I need not here cite inilaiircs ; 
the Court no. long r cxilbih, eveiy man, wfio liaih confulrcd the jour- 

But in a iiial ot a pcei in a lull Pallia- nais of iiiher Huufe, hath met with many 
ment, or, to (peak with legal prcciiioa, of them, ' 

Wiorc the K ng in Pailiamcm, for a capi- I will now cite a few cafes, applicable, 
t»l Qfi’ci ce, wlunlur upon miptachnn ni or in ny .ipmioii, to the prelciit qucilion. 
indidmci'.t, the cafe .s quite othcrwifc; And I (hall confine myfclf to fuch as have 
^very peer prebnt at the trial, and every happened fin^e the Rcfloiation. Uecaufc, 
t. mporal peer, hath a light to be prefem i.i in quclhor.s of this kind, modern cafrs, 
• terv p\art of ihr pioccci- iii}; ; votelh upon Ictlicd with <L:liheiaiion, and upon a view 
every queftion of law and lait ; and the of former precedents, giic more light and 
qiu'Uioifc is caiiiC'l hy the major voie, the lati-faclion than the decpcfl fearch into an- 
>h«li Sliward h'lnJclf voting mcitly as a liqiury can allord. And alfo bccaufc the 
jpcri and member ot ihal Court, in com- prerogatives of the Crown, the privihges 
wviii wall the rcll ot the peers, and iu no of Tarl amcnr, and tiie lights of the lub- 
tfiilicr right. in gciifial, appear to tnc to have bccri 

It li*nh indred been ufuab and very ex- more Itudicd, and bciicr underffood, at 
jK’diiiit it IS, in pfunt ot order and rcgula- and for fomc - cars before that period, than 
|t'y, diid foi ihc fob inuiiy of the proceed- in f.nricr ages. 

t'l .ipp'int an olli. cr lor prchding du- In ihc cafe of the Karl of Danby, and 
ling: Ihc iiiuc ot the liiol, di d until judg. the Popifh Lords then under iinpeach- 
lain:, audio give h.m ihe Uylc and title incurs^, the Lords, on the 6th of May, 
pi Sltwdtfl of f.iijar.d ; but this niakedi 1679 appoimcd tune and place for hearing 
ho Ion ot alict»rion n ihr couftiuinon of the Lirl of Danby, by Ir.s counlel, upon 
the Court ; it is luc |.i:ne Couii, io iiidcd the vdlidiiv of his plea of pardon, and for 
imnu'inorMi ul.';;-:, lu ihe liw and tul- the trials of the mher Lords; and voivd an 
ot Pa l..iinrn:, whcil.cr luch appuini- aildrels lo lii^ Majeily, praying that he 

uL he iii»dc or 4 ioi. wMuld he ph'shd to appoint an liign Sic war 4 

It a£KiU 111 Ui j-.uLcidl cap'c'tv in every loi ihofe purpol'cs. 
ovcji*^ mode loui biii^ ' he iiiuc anrl [il rice of ThefevoKs were, on the next day, coni- 

the Midi, ihc poilpoiiing il.v tri..l loiii lime municated to the Conamous by a mcfla-je m 
tiiiii upon jKiiiion, a- coring to ihc the uhial manner. “ 

AAturc and ciit;iUjlU;jces pi the calc, the On the <i|Lh, «t a conference between the 

* Ste lord Clarrntlon s cnnm'.iliion ni{;h Steward, and the writs and precepts pre? 
iP^rai'iry lo liic irid*, 111 Loid MjiWy’> cj!c, 6 t, Tn. vol.vii, 

■ + Vr tire oriir-,i^.vr-viojs to rh^'irial, 111 the caKs ot ihc Losds Kilmarnock, &c. aud 
|.cii.l L 3 ^a^ .ui-i I. /tr- o’.hcr invjdviu cai^i. 

J LOidi J' uin..;s. 
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llcures, upon tlie fubjf£l matter of that 
TTidrage, ihc Commons cxpretTfcl them- 
fclvc* to ihr foltowifig effect : “ They can- 
•"* not apprehend ivhjt (hor.ld induce your 
** Lordihipa to addrefs his MajcHv for an 
IJigh S cy^ aid, lof dctenniriing ihc validi- 
** ty o 4 ihf pardon wlvch hath been pleaded 
“ by the tail of Danby, as a!f» for «hc irial 
^ of ihe other five Lo'ds, becanfc iheycoii- 
ccive the confLituting an High Stcw,»rd is 
“ not ncceffary, but that j(jdginciit may be 
given in Parliainrnt upon impe.^chment 
•• without an High Steward /* and conclu- 
ded with a propofiiion, thdt for avoiding 
any interruption or delay, a Cotnnititce ot 
both Houfes might be nominatetl to conft- 
dcr of the moil proper ways and methods 
of [Jr■'Ccedillg. 

Th:s propofilion the Houfc of Peers, af- 
ter a long debate, tejrifrd. 

Difj^ntientthus^ Finch*, ChancePor, and 
many oiln r Lords. 

However, nn the tith, the Commons 
propolition of the 8th was, upon a fecond 
debate, agreed to; and the Lord CiianceN 
lor, Lord Piefidcnt, and ten other Loids, 
were named of the Commiltrc, to meet 
and confer with a Committee of the 
Commons. 

The next day the Lord Prcildcnt report- 
ed. That (he Commiitrcs of both Houfes 
met that morning, and made an eotraucc 
Hiio the biifineis referred to them; Tliat 
the Commons defired to fee the commif- 
Tfions tha: arc prepared for an High S eward 
at thrfe trials, and alfo the comm (Tions in 
the Lord Pcinbrohe’s and the Lord Moriey’s 
cafes. 

That to this the Lords Comm if tees faid, 
** The Steward is hut Speaker pro t^m- 

“ pon, und^iv^th his vote as wtil as the other 
“ Lards, This chun^eth not the nature oj the 
Couit. And the Lords declared they 
have power enough to proceed to trial, 
** though the King Ihould not name an High 
** Steward +.*' 

Accordingly, on the fame day. It is 
•* dutatfd and ordered, hv the Lo'di Sh'rituil 
and Ttmporal tn Paihament aUernhed that 
»* the ojiceof an Hi^h Stewavd^ upon trrab of 
Peeri upon impeachments, u not net^Jjarj to 


the Houfc of Peers 'i hut that the f.o\ Js ntetf 
“ proceed tn fmh trials if an H’^f Steward t<t 
“ not appointed, according to their hunitic dt* 
^^Jret^ ’ 

** That tills feemed to be a TatlsbiAion 
** to the Cunimons, provided it w^s en- 

icied in ihc Lords’ Journals, whrdi avc 
“ rfcordfc.*’ 

On the 13 h the Lord Prefident reported. 
That the Comnaiticcs ot both Heufrs'had 
met that morning, and difcouifrd, tii the 
firll place, on the mailer of a Lord High • 
Stewari', and had pemfed former coirimif- 
firtus it*r the <»ffi4e of High Steward; and 
l!'cn, piHting the Hmife in mind of the or- 
der and rciolulioiis of the preceding day, 
pTopnled from the f'' inniitires that a new 
comnutF^i might lifur, fo as the w'Ards ia 
ftc corniiiiMion niav be ihiis thanked, \i/* 
Inib'^d ot .U p>v '0 .///'</ (Hftiui’i ScnefchalH 
A ^eujUS prrfntii hi hac parte re^tii- 

t'tit'- > uf jam v.iiut. may be la- 

fnu'd, Ai p-ii eo d Pfoccres fA Xl^^n.Jtes 
tn Patlt..vtc *0 nofro ^'oht\ nowth-^ 

ter fu^piiiava itn* at Scot Itliallunt An,{h,r pf^ 
hue vue Copfiituerc Jt^nmewiu} ; to winch 
the Hoijfe .'j^ired 1). 

It irU'ft he* ad muted, ih.’t pr^’cedenis 
drawn Iroiu limes of ferment anO jfalouly, 
as ihcfc wtK, Irfe much ol thtir wciglit, 
fince paili n and party-prejudice g“i)evaily 
mingle in the couttif ; yft let it be re- 
memberer], tn‘t thrfe are Rrfohui-uis in 
which boih Honfts concuried, and in 
tvhiCh the riglils of both were lliooght to 
be verv nearly concerned ; the Commoni 
right of ii'’ip aching with eniCl;, ai.d the 
will K- judicature of llie Lords In capital 
Cdfcs. For if the apiU'iilmml of an High 
Slew.ird wa.s adiiiittcd 10 he of abioluie 
neieffity (howevtr nccclfiy if maybe for 
lire regularity and lolcmnity of lire pro- 
ceeding dur ng the trial, and umijI judg- 
ment, which 1 do not difputc}, t very im- 
peachment may, (or a rcafi.n too obvious 
to be meiitionc'd, be rendered ini'fl'e^hral, 
and (he jiiti calure of (he Lords, in all ca- 
pita! rafes, nuguiury. 

It v'as from a jealonfy of this kind, not 
at that juiiduTC rihogttiicr groundlcfs, 
and to guard againtl every th.ng Irom 


♦ Afterwards Enil of Nouiogham. 

+ In ihc Coininnis Journal of the i^rh of M.iy it fiandeth thus; Thei»- I ordibipi 
further declare to tne Cominiilec, ihai a Loid Higb S cwaid was made c only. 

That noi wiihllairding ilic iii-'king of a Lord High bteward the Court remained the fa.n'e^ 
and was not ih rfbv altered, but fii'l rtmarned ihc Court of Peers in Pailiamuit. 'I hdC 
the Lord H gh Steward was but as a Speaker or Chsirman, lor the more orderly proncding 
at the trials. 

t This Kefolution my Loid Chief Baron rcfcircd to and cited in his argument upon the 
fecond queUion propofed to the Judges, which is bi^fore Ua(cd. 

^ Trii.s aiiicndmcm aiofc from an exception taken to the comrnifllon by the Cpinmifrc 
for the Commons, which, as it then* flood, did in their opinion iTt;ply that the co*^ Uitir- 
ting a Loid High Steward was neceffary. VVhci»uponii was agiecd by the whole Cjin- 
xntttec of Lords and Commons, that the comm* iTion Oioulu be rcca!!<:d, and a iicw corn* 
niiffion, according to the (aid amend mint, illue, to bear date alter thu- order arj refosu- 
tiou of the laih (C^mmoiu Journal ol the 13'h of Ma\}. 


whence 
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>i*^ifnce llie rereCTity of an High Steward in 
the cafeof an impeachment might hr inferreri, 
that ihc Ccimtnons propof'd, and ihc Lords 
acadily rgreed to the amend ni-’iU in the 
Steward's coDimilhoti, wljicli I luvcah'ady 
Aaied. And ii hath, 1 coj‘I< Ts, ijreat 
Weight wnh me, that this amei.dnirnt, 
which was at tt.c fame time dntcled in 
the .cafes of the five Pepifli 1 ords, wlirii 
eommiHions fiiouhl pafs for thru trials, 
l)atb taken plan ie e\f ry comnn 'icm upon 
impCschmcnis for ireafun fnitt that llnie*« 
And 1 canBi-t litlp rcmaiking, liut in the 
Cafe of 1 ovaf, when iiciihir tnr luar of the 
times, lUir the jeahMjfy of patties, had any 
lharc in the proceeding, the Houfc ordered. 
That the com million lor a ppoi tiling a 
Lortl High Steward Ihall be iii the Lke 
for in as that for the inal nl Lt>»d Vlf- 
count SialToid, as entered in the Journal 
«• of thiS llpiife on the 3 iiih or November 
i68o, except that the !aiiie Ihall be in 
the Engl ih language +.** 

1 will make a ihort obfervation on this 
loatter. 

The order, on the 13th of May 16701 
for varying ihe foim of the rommdho.i, 
Was, as appcaieth by the Journ.d, p'ainly 
made in cunfcqucnce of liic R.'folution of 
the i&th, and Wi.s founded on it: and 
ConTiqucntly, the conliant unvai)ir, ; |,rac- 
tice, wtiliiegard to the new (01 m, goelh, 
in my opinion, a gre^t way towajd- fbcu- 
ing, that in the fcnfc of all fucceeding 
times, that Rcfolui.on w^s nm ’hr k/uIi of 
|t.£Lon, or a hlamtable jealMufy, but 
was iouii ucd in found reaU)ii and tiue 
policy. 

It may lie obj<£led, that the Refolution 
ol the i2'h of May 1679 goeth no tur- 
tbrr than to a picccedmg upon in.pcuch** 
jn« Mt. 

The biter of ibt' Refolurion, it is admit- 
ted, gocth iiM ; tui (Iiis ts caiiiy ac- 

Coumed foi : A piocceding by impeach- 
ment was itic fubj/ft inecur ot the conic- 
icnce, and the Commons h^d no pretence 
to inteiptjfe ill any olhei. But w-hat fay 
theLn'ds? The lligliSttwaid ts but as a 
Speaks r or Cbjirman, rcy/'pere, lor the 
more orderly proctcding dC the ifials; the 
appointment td him drth not altci the na- 
ture ot th< Ciurt, which Hili rcmaiiictii the 
Cot.rl ot Peers iri Pdrliaincnt. From ihe'c 
premifes they draw the conclub-in I have 
incni'onfd. Are not there priniiH s equdl- 
]y true in (he cafe of a proceeding upon 
indiftn^tnt ?— They uinduubccclly are. 

It mull Iikewlfe be arlmiiied, that in 
the prorceeing upon indi^lmcnt, the High 
JSfCwa d*5 coinmilTion hath ntvir vaii.d 
* from tliO arr em f.^ritt iri fnch cabs ; the 
nvoicls objected to by the CoiiiiriOiis, ylc 


pro to ^uod CJJiciuir. Scntfdd^li Angt{,^{\ujui 
piycfcrAta in hdc paite re<^uuitUT j vt autpU 
mus jam vacate are lldl retained. But ..this 
proveth no more than that the Great Sea), 
having nti authority to vary in po'iA of form, 
hath liom time to lime vciy prudently loi- 
low'cd ancient precedents. 

1 have aln ?dy Haled the fublhnceof the 
crmmilhon, in a protcrding in the Court 
of the High Steward. I will nnw Bate the / 
fiibHunce of that in a proceeding in the 
CtHirt of the Peers in Pdrliamrnt: and 
{ball make ufe of that in the caf.a of tbd 
Earl of Ktlnfaniock and others, as being 
the latcfl, and, in point of forini agreeing' 
with the former piccedents. '* 

The cornmilTion, after rrclrlng that tVil- 
liam L.irl ol Kilrnarnoik, dc«-. Aaud in- 
di£led hifore comnnfboners of gad dcli- 
verv, ill the county of Surrey, for Irgb 
ticafon, in levying war again!! the King; 
and that the King iiitendetli that the faid 
William Rail of •\ilmarnock, &c, fhall be 
heard, ev«mincd, bniencrd, and adjudg d 
before himfeli in this prtlent Parbaincni, 
tiuiching the faid treafoii, and for that the 
office* of Stewaid of Gic^t Britain (whole 
prcfcncc is required upon this ocesfinn) is 
now vacant as we are informed, appomtctli 
the then Lord Chancellor Steward of Great 
Britain, to bear, execute, and extreife 
(^or this timi ) the (aid office, with .*11 
things due and belonging to the fame of- 
fice, iti that hfhalf, 

Wh ir, tlt-irt'lore, are the things due. and 
belonging to the office in a calc of thif 
ki'ul ? Not, as in the Court of the High 
Stcwaril, a n.^bt ol judicature; for the 
coiiimifTioii iilclt ruppufe'h that right ter 
lefidc in a Court then fiibfifting before 
the King in Parliament. I'be patties arti 
to be there lie^rd, bniimvtd, and adjudg- 
ed. What fnarc in the proceeding doth 
the High Steward then take ? By the prac« 
lice and ufage of the Coint of the Peers in 
Parliament, he giveth his vote a.s a mem- 
ber thereof with ibe relt of the Peers ; but 
for the fake or regularity and order, he 
prcfidcth dining the trial, and until judg** 
mcr t, as Chairman or Speaker, pro tcfii* 
port. In that refpert, therefore, it may 
be properly enough faid, that his prefence 
is required, during the trial, and until 
judgment, and in no other. Herein 1 
k'C no difFc-rencc between the cafe of an 
iinprachmeiit, and of an indiflment. 

1 fay during the time of the ti^ial, aoil 
until judgment, becaufc the Court hath, as 
] obfirved before, from time to time, dor'ie 
, various a£>s, plainly judicial,^ before the 
appointment of an High Steward, and where 
no High Steward hath ever been appointed, 
and even after the coromiffion dilTolved. 


• See, in the State Trials, the rotnmlffions iirthc cafes of tire Earl of Oxford, Earlt>f 
HI nt Water, and o.hf rs—Lord Wirdon and Lord Lovat. .. 

f Sec the proceedings printed by cider ol iLc lioufc of Loids (^tb Fcbrttai'y 
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I will to lliU purpofe cite a Tew cafra* ''f time, upon the exiftence or difTo* 

I begin with the latch, becaufe they are lution of that commiirion* 
the latch, and were ruled with great deli- In the cafe of the Earl of Derwentwatcr, 
btration, and for the mod part upon a and the other Lords.impeached it the fame 
view qf former precedents. time, the Houfe received and recorded the 

In the cafe of the Earl of Kilmarnock coiifefliona of thofe of them who pleaded 
and others,, the Lords, on the 94th of June gudty, long before the icfte of ibe,Hig|a 
1746, ordered, that a writ or writs of cer- Steward^a commiffi n, which ilfued merdv 
tiorari be iffued for removing the indi£i« for the folemniiy of giving judgment a^iaiall 
ments before the Houfe. And on the 2 6ih them upon their conviftioo. 
the writ, which is made returnable before This appearctb by the commiffion itfelf; 
the King in Parliament, with the return It reciteth, that theEyl of Derwentwater, 
and iiidi£iments, waa received and read, and othera, c4>ram Nohis in pr»ejenti PaTha* 
On the next day, upon the report of the intnto% ^had been impCT'chcd by the Com- 
Lords* Committees, that they had been at- mons 'for high treafon, and had, cPTAin 
tended by the two Chief JuOicea and Chief AW/i in pra^fenti Parihmtnto, pleaded &«diy 
JIaron, rud had heard them touching the to that imp^achmcnit and that King, 
cooOruflion of the aA of the feventh and intending that the faid Karl of Derwent- 
eighth of King William, “ for regulating water and others, de i3 pro prodittone undo 
trials in cafes ot high treafon, and mif- ipji ut ptiejtrtvr impetii\ accufal\ 

“ prifion of treafon,** the Houfe, upon exijiunt coram Xohis tn prajem Parfiamcnta^ 
reading the report, came to fevcral refolu- fuundim Lt^cm & Conjuctudinem hujus Rigni 
tions, founded for the moft part on the Nojlri Mrgna^ iSritanntiXtf Audiinttir^ Stnten* 
conflru£tion of that a£f. What that con* tientur^ U Adjudiceniur, conftituteth the 
itru£fion was, appearcth liom the Lord then Lord Ctiai ccllor High Steward fhJC 
H«gh Steward's addrefs to the prifoners vice J in do and execute all things which to 
jull before ihcif arraignment. Having men- the ofhee of High Siewaid in tuat behalf do 
lioncd that a^, as one happy con fcquciife belong. 

of the Kevnlutton, he addeth, ** However The receiving and record. »:g the confef- 
injuriouny that Revolution hath been tra- fion of the pnfuners, which amounted to a 
“ duced, whatever attempts have been conviction, fo that nothing remained but 
made to fubvert this happy eflablilhmrnt proceeding 10 judgment, was certainly an 
lour.d<d on »J, your Lord fhipi will now cxcrcifc of judicial authonty, which no 
“ have the bcncAi of that law in its lull ilfen.bly, how great foevrr, not having full 
extent.** cogniaance of the caufe, could excrcilc. 

1 need not after this mention any other In the cafe of Lord Salilbury*, who 
ludicial afts dor.c by the Houfe in this had bern imprached by tne Commons for 
Cafe, before the appo ntment of the High high cnafon, the Lords, upon his pciition, 
Stc>|vitd<»-tniny Ihcrc are. For the puiting allowed him the benefit of the a6f of gene- 
a coniliuAioa upon an r-lativc to the ral pardon paffed in the fccond >ear of 
condii^ ot the couit, and the right of the William and Mary, lo tar as to difchaige 
iubjeft at the trial, and in the proceedings bim from his impiifonrnent upon a con- 
preparatory to it, and this in a cafe entirely ftn*£lioii they put upon that a6l, no High 
fiew| and upon a point, to fay no more in Steward ever having been appointed in 
thia place, not extremely clear, was on- that cafe. 

doubredly an exercife of authority proper On the ferond of Oflober 1690, upon 
only for a court having full cognizance of the reading the Earl'a petition, fetting forth 

chat he bad* been a pnfonerfor a year and 
I will not minutely enumerate the feye» inue months in the 1 nwer, notwithftariding 
ral orders mpdc pre pa rater > lo tic trial of the Ute att of free and gercrdl pardon, 
Loid Lova*, apd ip the fcveral cafes 1 (hall and praying to be dilcharged, the Lords' 
have rccafioii to mention, touibing the ordered the Judges to attend on the Moii- 
tiine and place of the trial, the allowance da\' following, lo give their opinions, Whe- 
or non-allowance pf rpuniel, and other ther the faid Earl be paidoned by the 
niatters of the like kipd, ?i|l plainly judi- On the ^th the Judges delivered their ofirl- 
cial, becapfe the like ordeii occur in all nions, that if his oflen* e Was comnlitted' 
the cafes where a journal uf the prepsratpry before the igih of February 1688-, and not 
Reps bath been publilhcd by order of the in Ireland or beyond thO' feasi lie is'^r-' 
^cers. With regard to Lei d-Lovai'z cafe, donrd. Whc^iipon it was ordintd, thxt 
1 think the order of dirr^ling the form of he be Bdin|iicd to bail, and the next'dav 
the High Steward's commiflioo, which I be and ]b|s fufeiies entered into k recognn 
have already taken notice ot, is not very since oj[ ^ail, himfclf in sd,oool. and 
confifl'nt with the idea of a couit, wbofc two (ufstifs *in 5,000!, ea« hi .dud on the 
powers can be fuppofed to dtpend, at any' 30’th he and bis furcties were, alter a 

* Se^ Che Journals of the Lords* 
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long del>ate, difebargcd from their lecog* their convi£^ion» were entided to the be* 
liUance. , )> ' nefit of the a£l; tlic Houfe, a'Ver' teaming 

will not be material to enquire whe* the claufc in the a£l relating to that tnattct » - 
tber the |ioufe4id right in difch^rging the agreed that they fliould be allowed the be* 
'IJarl wiiheut giving the Commona an op- nefit of the pardon, to their lives and 
..l^onvmlty. of being heard ; fince, in faft, liberties ; -and difebarged their e'ecogiVi* 
^bey claimed and exercifed a right of xances, and gave thetn le^ve to' depart 
j^tcature withopt a High Steward— which without farther day given for their Appear* 
the only u/e I make of this cafe* ancej. 

' „.Th*y ^jiidrthc fame in the cafe of the On the 6th of Dcccnnher following, the 
Earl ot Carfiwarth, the Lords Widdr ng^on like proceedings were bid, 4 nd the’ tike o’r- 
•od . N;aifn» long after the High Stewaid'a ders made, in the cafr of Lord Nairn. 
Vpmmjinon dilfolved. I obferve that the Lord Chancellor did 

' ‘^efe Lords had judgment pafTcd on not afk thefe Lords what they had to fay 
thitm at the fame time tha^ iudgihent was why execution (hould not be awarded. 
||ixen againft the Lords D'«rrwchtwater| There was, it is probrible, fome little de- 
.^il^firdalc, and Kemnurej aird judgment Itcacy as to that point. 'Sut (hice the al« 
'^eing given, the High Steward iinrntdiatc- lowance of the benefit of the as' to life 
'ly broke his fiafT, and declared the cuxn<« and librny, which was all that was prayed, 
miffion dilTulvcd. They continued pri- was an cfTe^lual bar to any future impri- 
iboers in ihc Tower under reprieves, till the fonmciu on that account, and alfo to cxc- 
pafling of the A£l of General Fardou, iu cution, and might have been pleaded rs 
^tbe third of George the Firfi. fuch in Qaycouit whalfocvcr ; the whofe 

On the atli of November 1717*, the proceeding mud be adin'uied to have been 
Hbufe being informed that thefe Lords iu a court having complete junfdi£linn i'q 
^ad fcverally entered into recognizances the cafe, notwith Handing the High Stew- 
Itefore oi)e of the Judges of the Court of ard*s commiflion had been long dilfolVed— 
^King's l^ench, lot their appearance in this which is all the ufe I lutcnded to make of 
^oufe in this fefTions of Pailianient; and this cafe, 

thee the Lords Caruwarih and Widdrington 1 will not recapitulate; the cafes I have 
were attending arrordingly ; and that the cited, and the conclufioiis drawn from 
Xord l^airn was ill it Rath, and could not them, are brought into a very narrow coin- 
then attend ; the Lords Carnwaith and pafs. I will only add, it would found 
Widdrington were called in } and feveral- extremely harfh to fay, that a court of cri- 
ly, at the bar, prayed that, their appearance minal jurifdiflion, founded in ipi'memorial - 
might be recorded ; and likewifepiuycd the ufage, and held in judgment of law beforp 
benefit of the of hts Majefly's General the King himfelf, can in any everit what- 
aud Free Pardon ^ . ever be undergo utter incapacity' of pro- 

Whereupon the IJnufe ordered that their cceding to trial and judgment, either of 
appearanre be recorded, and that they at- cundunnation or arquntal, the ultimate ob- 
fxnd ags^in tu-moirow, in order to plead jefts of every criminal proceeding, without 
the pardon* And the recognizance of the certain rupplemcntal powers derived from 
Lord Nairn was refpited till that day the Cmwr., 

fortnight. Thefe cafes, with the obfervations I have 

On the morrow the Lords Carnwarth and made On them, I hdpe fufficienily warrant 
Widdrington, then attending, were called the opinion of the 'Judges' upon' that part 
in; .and the Lord Chancellor acquainted of the feCond queflion'iii the' cafe pf the 
them Xcvcrally, that it appeared by the late Lari FetrtUf which £ haVe' already 
records of the Hnufe, that they fcverally ipeniioncd. And alfo what was advanced 
flood attainted of- high treafon } and aikrd by the Lord 'Chief Biaro*!! in ,h)s Srguinfnt 
them fcverally, what they had to fay, why On that ^uOflion,' *1 That though tfie office 
t)icy, Qiould pot be remanded to the Tower ** of -High Steward fbou|d happen to' de- 
qf London ? , ** (ermine before execoiibn done according 

'Thereupon they fcverally, upon their tathe' judgment, yet the Court' of Peer's 

kn^s, prayed the benefit of the ad,, and in Parliaiiwnr, where that judgment a's 

t)iaf,t|icy IT igfu have ihcir lives and Jibcriy ** given, would fubfifl for all the purpd* 

^rju^tthpreunto. 1* tes' of dtlridg the fitting of the 

! A^l^be Attpitscy-iGeneral, who then at- ** Parliament.’* ' Arid ilnnfdqudfirly, that 
tei^d far that purpofe, decU.iiiig that hp in the cafe foppofbd'by the quellion, ths^t 
J^d bo qbjt^ion, on hw Majefty^s behalf, Qoun might appafl&t^'g hew*' day for lb® 
tqwb^ igas, prayed, conceiving that thofe cxetuUotf,^' 'V * '' ■ > . i-. 

efot^e finoe 
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ftUSETlONS ftlFtRKZO BY THt tORDS 

TO.THS XbDCES ZN THE IMPEACH- 
MENT rf)r WAArEN HAST2NCS, £.SQ. 

ANO THE ANEwBRSOP THK JUDGES* 

-^EXTRACTED TEfUi THE LORDE 

Journals anO minutes. 

QUESTION.-*- Wflcther, when a wit- 
ncfs produced and examined in a 
criminal proceeding' by a profecucor, dif- 
cldims All knowledge of any matter fo in- 
teriogat^df ij be competent for fueh profe*.‘ 
cu or to purfuc fuch examinaron, by pM- 
pofing a quedion containing the particulars 
of an aiifvver fuppofed to have been made 
bv fuch witnt fa before ji Cominittee of the 
Houfe of CommonSi or in any other place ; 
and by .deinandintr of him, whether the 
particulriis fo fuggdled weie not the anfwer 
he had fo made ? 

i;88, Feb. sg. Pa. 418. 

ANSWER. -The Lord Chief Baron df 
the Court of Exchequer delivered the una- 
nimous ^opinion of the Judgesi upon the 
qijidionnf law put to them 00 Friday the 
agth ol February laft, as follows—** That 
** when a witnerj& produced and examined 
“ in a criminal procecd*ng by a profccu- 
•* tor difclaims all knowledge of afiy maN 
•* ter fo interrogated^ it is not competent 
^ (or fuch proiecutor to purfuc fuch exa- 
a* mination by propofing a quelbon eon- 
** taining the particulars of an anfwci fup^' 
** pf'fed to have been made by fuch wit- 
. ■* lie fs before a ([Committee of. the Houle of 
*' Commons, or in any other placet and'' 
** by dcftiandiiig of him whether the parti- 
«* culars fo fuggtftcd were not the anfwer 
** he had fo made." 

27881 April 10. Pa« 5^2'. 

II. QUESTION— Whether it be cofn- 
petrnt for the Managers to produce an ex- 
amination uken wiihout oath by the reft 
of the Council, in the abfcnce of Mr. Haf- 
tingR the Governor General,' charging Mr. 
Haftmgs with cotruptly receiving three 
heks 54,205 rupees, which examination 
came (o. his knowledge, Rnd wai hy him 
trnnfmitted fo the Touri of Dire£lorS as a 
proceeding of the faid Councillors, in order 
to introduce the proof of his demeanor 
thereupon;— it being alledgcd by ihe Ma- 
nagers for the Commons, that he took fto 
ficps to clear bimfelf in the opinion of 
the lajd Dire£lors, of the guilt thereby im- 
puted,. bCit that he took AieAns t6 

prevent the fxaminalion by the fa'd Couo- 
cillofs of hia fervant Cantoo Raboo ? 

2789, May <4* Fa. 677. 

answer.— the Ltfrd Chief Baron of 
the Court of £xch>^rr. delivered the 
ttufoimofUs Opinion of Judgei| Upon the 


faid queftion, Sn the negative— and gave his 
rcalons. 2789, Mayfto. Pa. 718. 


Ilf. QUESTION Whether the in- 

ftru6fions from the Court 'of Dircflors of 
the United Company o( Merchants of Eng- 
land trading to the Eaft Indies to Warren 
Hsilmg*, £iq. Governor General ; Lieu- 
tenant General John Clavering, the Ho- 
nou-rable George Monfon, Richaid Bir- 
wcll, £fq. and Philip Francis, Efq. Coun- 
cillors, conOituted and a' pointed the Go- 
vernor' General and Council of the faid 
United Company *s Prefidency of Fort Wil- 
liam in Bengal, by an a£f of Pdriiameni 
paired in the lift lelTiOn, intituled, ** An 
** A £1 for enablifhing certain ReguJationa 
•* for the belter Management of the Aftair# 
** of the Eait India Company, as isiell in 

India as in Europe;" of the agth of 
March 1774, Par. 31, 3*, and 35; tl^ 
confultation of the t ith of March 1 775 ; the 
confultation of the 13th of March 1775, up 
to the time that Mr. Haftmgs left the 
Council : the confultation of the eoth of 
March 1775 ; the letter- wriltcn by Mr. 
Haftingi to the Court of Dire6lora on the 
25th of MircK 1775— ^cing alledged 
that Mr. Haftings took 00 fteps to explaid 
or defend bis criidu6t— are fuf&cient to in- 
troduce the exatnlnaiion of Nundcomar, or 
the proceedings of the rrft of ihe Council- 
lors on the (aid ig'h of March, alter Mr» 
Haftings left the Council, (uch cxamioi- 
tion and proceedings charging Mr. Haftings 
with corruptly receiving three lacks 34,105 
rupees ? 

*789, May al. Pa* 730. 

ANSWER*.— Tbo Lord Chief Baron 0^ 
the Court of Exchequer delivered the uni* 
nimous Opinion of the Judges, upon the 
faid queftion, in the negative— ^aod gave 
bis reafons. 

1789, Mays^ Pa. ;(7l# 


IV. QUESTION,— Whether the public 
accounts of the Nizamut and Bhela, under 
the fca’l of the BeguAr, attrfted sKo by the 
Nabob, and iranTmitted by Mr Goring to 
the Board Of Coiincil at Calcutta, in 
leiter bearing date the sgth Of June 2775, 
received by them,' recorded without objec*^ 
tion on the parrot Mr.Haftings,snd tfinfmit- 
led by him likewife without objreiiofttbt!be 
Court of DireAors, and alledged tn cofitiiti* 
accounts of money rheeived by Mr.HaftiAgt i 
and it beiAg iti proof that Mr. Haftingi^ 
on the iitbof May 1778, moved the fiOafd. 
tp coinply with the requifitioni of- -the 
Naliob Mobafek ul Dowbf, to re'ap^oint . 
the Munny Begum and Rajah Oobrdafs 
(v^ho made up thofe accoun*s} to the refpec- 
tive officei they b'efoie ftlled-^and whirls 
waa accordingly rcfolved by the Board— a 
Oi^ght tq be read ? 
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ANSWER.«^Thc Lori Chief Baron of 
the Court of Exchequer delivered the una- 
nimoua opinion of the Judges, upon the 
faid quefttonf in the negative— ^and g^ve his 
leafqns, 

1789, June 24. Pa. 922. 

V. QUESTION Whether the paper 

delivered by Sir Elijah Impty, 011 the ^ih 
of July 1775, in the Sipreinc.Couri, to 
the Secietary of the Supreme Council, in 
order to be iranfiniiied to the Council as 
the relplution of the Court 111 refpeft to the 
claim made for Roy Radachurn, on ac« 
count of his being Vakeel cf the Nabob 
Mobarek ul DowlaJi— and wliTeh paper 
uas the fuhjefl of the deliberation of the 
Council on the 31II cf July 1775, Mr. 
Ilalliiigs being then prefent, and was .ry 
tiicm traniiniired to the Court of Dirc£lors, 
as a ground for luch iu(lru£kions from the 
Court of Dlre£lors as the occafion might 
feem tu require— may be admitted as evt* 
dciiCf* of the a£lual Rate and fituation of 
The Nabob, with reference to ibe Englilh 
government ? 

1789, July t« Pa. tool. 

A^'SWER.— The Lord Chief Baron of 
|he Court of Exchequer delivered the una* 
nimoua opinion of the Jud^cSi upon the 
(aid quefttoni in the ifhimative— and gave 
his rcafons. 

1739* July 7. Pa. 1030. 

" Vr. QUESTION.— Whether U be, or 
be opt, compeunt to the Managers for the 
Commons to give evidence upon the 
charge in the llxth article, to prove that 
<he rent at which the defendant, Warren 
H<(flinga, let the lands mentioned in the 
faid ftxth ariicle of charge to Kelleram, 
fell into an ear and was deficient— and 
whether, if proof were offered that the 
rent fell in arrear immediately after the 
Iritiog, the evidence would in that cafe be 
loitipetcnt ? 

1790* April 1C. Pa. 364. 

ANSW'EJl.— The Lord Chief Baron of 
the Couic of Exchequer delivered the una- 
ifimous opinion of the Judgea upon the 
Tiid qiieftion— That it la not competent 
to the Managers for the Cominooa to 
** give evidence upon the charge in the 
liXth article, to prove that the rent at 
which the - defendant, Wairen Haftmgs, 
let the lands mentioned in the faid fixth 
article of charge to KcUeratfi, tell into 
grrear, and was defieieni*'— rittd gave 
hjs reafohs. 

1790, Aprils;. Pa. 388. 

VII. question Whether it be 

compeUut lor the Mamgera for theCom- 
HUiiiS to put the fidloising qurllion to 
the wiiutU, upon the fi».h article of 


charge, vie. “ What imprrflion the 

of the lands to Kelleram and Cullian 
*■ Sing made on the minds of the inhabU 
*• tants of that count! V ? ** , ^ 

1790, April B7. Pa 391# 

•i 

ANSWER — The Lord Chief Baron of 
the Couri of Exchequer delivered the unl- 
nimous opinion ot the Judgea upon the 
faid qufftioii— “ That it is not coinpeurit 
** to the Managers for tlie Commons to'^ 
put the following quellion-io the wit- 
** nefa, upon the Gxtn article of charg*, 
viz. What impicirnm the letting of the 
** lands to Kcllerain and Cuilian Sing 
** nude on the minds of the inhabi- 
** tarns of that country'*— hid gave his 
reafons. 

1790, April 29. Pa. 413. 

VIII, QUESTION— Whether it be 
competent 10 the Managers for the Com- 
mons to put the following queflion to the 
witnefs, upon the feventh article of 
charge, viz. •* Whether more oppreflions 
** did a6lually exift under the new iniiiiu- 
** lion than the old ?" 

1790, April 29. Pa. 413. 

ANSWER.— The Lord Chief Baron of 
the Court of Exchequer delivered the una- 
nimous opinion of the Judges upon the 
faid queftion— ** That it is not competent 
** to the Managers for the Commons to 
** put the following qucAion to the wit« 
•• nefi, upon the reviath artii'le of charge, 

* viz. Whether more npprcfllons did ac- 
** tuslly exift under the new inftitution 
than under the old*'— and gave hia 
reafons. 

1790, May 4. Pa. 428. 

IX. QUESTION.— Whether the letter 
of the Jjth of April 1781, can be given 
in evidence by the Managers for the Com- 
mons, to prove that the letter of the 5th 
of May 1781, already given in evidence, 
relative to the abolition of the Provincial 
Council, and the fubfequent appointment of 
the Committee of Revenue, was falfe in 
any other particular than chat which is 
charged in the 7th article of charge ? 

1790, May 80. Pa. 557. 

ANSWER.— The Lord Chief Baron of 
the Court of Exchequer delivered the una* 
nimoua opinion of tre Judgea upon the 
faid qucftion-i.**That it is not competent for 
*• the Managers on the" part of the Com- 
moos to give any evidence on the feventh 
article of impcachmcnr, to prove that 
** the letter of the 5th of May 1781 is lalfa 
** in any other particular than that wherein 
si ft irexprefsly charged to be falfe”— aud 
gave hii reafons. 

1T90* Junes. Pa. 634. 
‘ X. QUESTION^ 
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PART VIU. 
1795 * 

BEING THE 


EIGHTH SESSION (OR YEAR*) OF THE TRIAL. 


I N theHoufeof Lords* on Tuesday, 
January 6, Lord Crcnvilic moved, 
that the further conlideration of the pro- 
ceedings on Mr. Hastings* TI'rial 
fliould be podponed to TuelUay the 13LIU 


TUESHAY, JAN. 13. 

The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loucif- 
pOROUGU) obferyed, that the indilpofition 
of Lord 'riuirlow induced him to propofe 
to pottpone the further confiderarion of the 
Impeachment until tliat noble Lord was 


9 

aolc to attend in his place ; in the mean 
time he would move that a Committee be 
appointed to infpe£f the Journals, and to 
report to their Lordfliips all that appeared 
as to tlic mode of giving judgment on lii- 
als of iiigh crimes and inifdemeanqre. 


THURSDAY, FED. 19. 

The Report* WHS prefented, and or- 
dered to be taken into confiderarion on 
Thurfday the 26tli of February. 

THURSDAY, 


* The following is a brief AbftraAof the Report, including the ihv,tct:n inftances upon 
the Journals : 

The firll is, Richard Lyons, a Merchant of London, 50 Edw. 3. A. D. 13 7 6. He wa^ 
charged by the Commons with exporting wool to fofeign pans, which were not of the liaple 
at Calais— zd, with colle^ing impofts on wool for his own ufe, without a/Tent of Parlia- 

— • King— 3d| for an additional loan to the I 

r buying up the King's tfebps nc a l^rge di 
ocui ing brokerage for obtaining payment I 

. ,..5 ufury.— 'I’lie fentence was— That his goods and lands mould be feized into^ 

the King's hands, and his body imprifoned daring plcafure. 

William Lord Latymer, in the fame year, was convidled of fimilar pra6|iccs, and ordered 
to be imprifoned, and make hne and ranfom at the King's pleafure. 

One Pecchee was at the fame time convicted of fuing out an opprefllvc patent to mono- 
polize fweec wines.— He was adjudged to pnfon, and to make a fine and ranfom to the par- 
ties grieved. 

Lord Nevill was impeached by the fame Houfe of Commons, for buying the King's tal- 
lies of Lady Ravenfworth at a difeount, and getting payment entire — Judgment to make 
iatisfaftion to the Lady, and be ftirlhcr punilhed by imprifonment, fine and ranfom. 

The ift of Richard zd, 1377, the Commons prayed, that all yrho had furrendered the 
King’s caflles niighi be pnnilhed 5 upon which Sir Richard Scroope, Steward of the Houfe- 
hold, arraigned them before the Lords, who conviAed th^m, and they were condemned to 
fuffer death* 

Alice Perrers was afterwards ayraignpd for tbe fame crime, and the Lord? referred tlie 
trial to a Jury of the Houfchold, wHo found her guilty.'— The Lords ordered her to be 

baniihed. 

20th of Richard 2, X386, William De ^ Pole, Earl of Suffidk, was iinanimoufly i.m- 
peached by the Commons, for crimes and malverfations of office. After a longheanng, 
the Lords gave judgment — That the Earl’s lands (except 20I. a year out of the Earldom) 
fhould be feized to Ihe King’s ufe. The Lor^l? annulled feveral illegal grants, and dilmiffed 

three other articles of the charge* 

■ ‘ 
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THURSDAY, FEB. l6. 

The Order of the Day being lead for 
taking the Report into confuieiatioii. 

Lord Tluiilow’ rofe, and obiervtJ, that 
in his opinion the various prccetients re- 
porfed to their Lord(hip», did not appear 
fa come near the cafe under their delibe- 
ration. The only one wliicli bore a 
rcfemblance to it, was the cafe of Lord 
Kliddlefex, who was impeached on a va* 
fiety of articles, Ibme of which contain- 
ed different allegations. The lir.pench- 
ment of Mr. Haftings was in mai'iy points 
didin^t from every other cafe that had 
been brought before a court of juftice in 
Great Britain. The number of articles 
were twenty, each containing a great 
number of allegations : of this numlier, 
the Commons had given no evidence upon 
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fourteen, and upon very incoufiderable 
pans of three more; fo that on four- 
fifths of the Articles, it may he faid iliat 
the Commons had given no evidence at 
all.* It appeared, t>ierefore, only an a£l 
of juft ice to the Detendant to acquit him, 
in the firft inftance, of four- fifths of the 
matter charged in the articles. As to the 
articles on which the Commons had givei^ 
evidence, he thought it impoffible, eithe^ 
in juftice to the Commons or to the De- 
fendant, to put one qiieftion only on each 
article, as 1r>.d been the general pra£lice ; 
becaiife each article compriled ib many cri- 
minal fadts, tiiat, if any Idifference of 
opinion ilioiild arife amongft their Lord- 
fhips, it would be neceffary to put afepa- 
rate queftion upon each allegation. 

He (liould theiefbrc propofe that tlve 
Houfe would refolve itfelf into a Commit- 


17th of James ii^, i6if, Lord Vifccnint St. Albans, (Bacon) the Chancellor, was ac- 
cufed of frauds and corruption in his olhce. On the 24th of April 1621, he fern his con- 
leftion and fobmtfnon to the Houfe by the Prince. On tlie id of May he was found guilty, 
and on the 3d of May it was agreed to pafa fentence; but, upon regard of his fubmiflioH, 
and the Prince imploiing mercy of the Houfe, the queftion, ** Whether he fhould he fuf- 
pended from all his titles of nobility during life }** was loft by a majority. «-They only voted 
that ll'.e K-iug (houM cake the Great Seal from him, which was accordingly done. 

Xn the fame Pailiament, Sir Francis Mitphel was tried for a mifdemeanor, and was found 
mnitbf Co be cenfured,'* and then dsfeharged. 

20ii> James ift, 1624, the Earl of Middlefex, Lord High Treafurer, was acenfed by thO'^ 
Cvmmons of high criines and niifdeineauors, viz. malverfaiions in the King*s Wardrobe, 
Biibcs by the farmers of the CnlWms. and Compofitions at Ports, the Ordnance, Conrts of 
Wards, &c. &c. On the laih of May he w^s put to the Bar, and heard in his defence. 
On the fame day, anii-mendian, he was cenfured for his conduff in the Wardrobe. The 
fame day, poft meridim *, he was cenfured {a*- the Bribes. The fame day he was acquitted 
of ihe charge refpedling Su;;nr and Tobacco. The fame day the Houfe came into tlie Hall, 
Rpd acquitted the pnfoncr upon a charge of taking compofttion at the port of Briftol. The 
tftrne day, the Ordn iiice charge wss enntidered and debated ; it was agreed that he fhould be 
cenfured. The fauie d ly the c!)arge rcfpeCling mifderneanors in theCoiin of Wards was con- 
fidered, and tlececmined dial the Kai I was cenfurabic. The i jihof May the Earl was brought 
tp the Bar, and judgment of cenfure was pafted, upon tlie proofs of bribery, extoitiont, 
opprellions, v/ror.gs, and deceits f . 

i>oclor Rogci \Uii)waiiiig, in 1618, theiith of June, was impeached for three fedi- 
tious fennons, two before the King, and one at his own panfh church on the 4th of 
May. On the 14th of June, lie had judgment of ^enfure, and was feot to the Fleet Prifon, 
flu irvg the fitting et tiiat pAiliament. 

Dr. Henry Sacheverel was impeached by the Commons in 1709. The 25th of Ja- 
fiuary he appeared at the liar, and delivered Ids aiifwer tp the articles. On the 20th ol 
Match he was found guilty, and jtnlgment pafTed on the lift— -To be enjoined not to preach 
Iqr liiice years, and tfiai the two printed (eimons fhould be burnt by the common hangman. 

The laft precedent is tlie well-known cafe of the Earl of Macclesfield, in the year 1725, 
It commenced on the lEih of April, ^nd finifhed tlie 27th of May, when the Speaker of 
ti:e Commons demanded jitdgme-iir, which w.:s immediately prociounced-— To be fined in 
the fum of il'.irty thoufand pounds, and to be iipprifpned in clie Tower until the Aim fhall 
.be paid.— Heie end the pieC4»dcr>;s. 

♦ Thefc chirge*, which were proven, at one view, appear to contain tlie whole of wha< 
is ehiiged agatnft Mr. Haftings. « 

f iix very mateiUl chaiges were determined in one day, and fix adjournments to Weft- 
miidter-rla^L 1 ? the fame kind of indiiftry b..d been ufed with iefpcd{ to Mr.* HaftingSij 
Jbo tfl<d would t,iA have Ufted afiove tieven iiiftead of Scicn 

tee 
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tee of the whole Hoiife, where the matter 
might be fully dilcuiTecJ, and where every 
Lor^ would have an opportunity of deli* 
vering his fentiments in the fuileft man« 
tier. * 

^ The Lord Chancellor concurred in opi- 
nion with Lord Thnrlow’s motion. 

The Report was therefore reterred to a 
Committee of the whole Houle. 

On being alked by the Chancellor what 
day he would propol’e to proceed, Lord 
Thurlow faid he was ready at any time, 
having gore through the whole of the 
evidence with all the attention he was ca- 
pable of s but as fome Noble Lords might 
wiHi for a I'linher time to refrelli their me- 
nioriesy he propoled to proceed oii the 
tbllowing Monday.— -Agreed to. 

MONDAY, MARCH 2. 

BBNARF.S CHARGE. 

Lord Thurlow roic to open the mode 
of proceeding, and explained at con- 
iiderable length his idea of the nature 
of the pi^ienc trial. His Lordlhip com- 
plained much of the loofenefs and inaccu* 
racy with which tiie Articles weredrawn^ 
containing many aflertions either palpably 
falie or groifly abfurdi and which a very 
^ moderate application to the documents in 
the poiTellion of thole who fupported the 
prolecution, would have convinced them 
could not be fubitantiated. 

He was far from wifliing to throw 
an imputation on the Managers for thefe 
inaccuraciesj and ftill lei's on the Houfe 
of Commons^ who could not be liippoled 
to look at the minutiae of liich extend ve 
Aiticles, comprehending the important 
tranfa^lions of a large empire for thirteen 
years. The zeal of the parries who di'ew 
the Articles had certainly exceeded their 
diferetion. The Impeachment, however, 
might uow be faid to reft upon four points 
—•Breach of Faith, Opprellion, and In- 
jufticc, as in the two Anicles of Cheyt 
bihg and the Begum { Corruption, as in 
the Ai tide of the Prefenis ; and a wan- 
ton Wafte of the Public Money for Pri- 
vate Purpofesi as in the Contra^s. In 
conlidering the ftrft two points, in his 
opinion, it would become their Lordfhips 
to refled- on ilte lituation in which Mr. 
Haftings was placed. PolTeired of abfoiute 
power, the queftion would be. Had he ex- 
erted that power, lor the public good, or 
had he, on any occafion, been a6luated by 
bafe or malicious ipotives i If in the cal'e 
of Cheyt Sing and the Begums they fliould 
be of opinion tliat he was neither malicious 


nor corrupt, the Charges naturally fell 
to the ground. It was the dut y ot Mr. 
Haftings to preferve the empire committed 
to his care, and in purfuit of that objeft 
to adopt the meal'itres bell adapted to at- 
tain his end. 

The preamble to the Articles was, in 
his Lordlhip's opinion, materially defec* 
tivc. It charged Mr. Haftings as the 
author, and fixed upon him the foie re* . 
fpoiifibility of all the ad;s recited in die 
Twenty Articles. The preamble con- 
tained a falfc ftatement of his lituation, 
for the purpole of fixing refpoiiiibility 
upon him, fur a£ls in Tome inftances done 
by others { in feme inftances in which 
others participated i but as Mr. Haftings 
was the only perl'on impeached, the pte- 
amble rupjmled him to poftefs the Ible 
power in Bengal. Yet from 177a to 
1774 he was the Prefident of a Council 
of thirteen; from 1774 to 1776 he was 
Prefident ol a Council of five, and inva- 
riably in a minority. From 1776 to the 
time of his departure in 1785 he fome* 
times poftelTed that power which his cull* 
ing vote in Council gave him, and on 
many important public occafions was 
over-ruled by a majority. By a precedent 
at that time on the table it appeared that 
the Houfe, in the cale of the Earl of Sllf- 
folk,had dilcharged I'everal Articles of his 
Impeachment, b^aule other Lords of the 
Council, who were concerned with him 
in the matter contained in the Articles^ 
were not impeached. 

As to the mode of proceeding. Ids 
Lordfhip thought that the only way to do 
juftice both to the Public and the Defend- 
ant, would be to take up the allegations 
ill the Articles /er/az/m, if any difterence 
of opinion fhould exift. For inftance, if 
their Lordfhips were of opinion that the 
Commons had not made good any part of 
the Benai*e8 Acicle, then a (ingle quel- 
tion might decide it ; but if any Noble 
Lord thought that fome allegations were 
.made out, and others not, it would be 
necelTary to put a vote upon each, ftnccs 
in point of fa^, there were fo many a^ls^ 
ftaied to he criininal, that the Benares 
Charge did in truth contain a great num- 
ber of Articks, on each of which, if a 
difference of opinion cxifted, they muft 
' come to a feparate vote. 

The Chancellor concutre<l generally in 
what had fallen fi*ofn Lord Thurlow, but 
could not condefeend that Mr. Hal* 
tings would be juftified in any grofs abulb 
of. the arbitrary power be poflefTed, even 
though It fhould be made appear that he 
was actuated neither by coirupt nor by 

malicious 
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motivei • Mr. Hafttngs having 
itat power lodged in his hands, was un- 
oubtedly refponfible to his coiinti7 for a 
proper ufe of that power j and howeva* 
lire his intentions might have been, if 
e violated every principle of morality and 
jufttce, he (hould not think that any puldic 
cxi^ncy ought to be pleaded as a jiilUfi- 
cation. 

His Lordfliip fully concurred with the 
•former Noble Lord as to the loulenel's and 
careleffnefs with which the Ai tides were 
drawn, and the great length to which they 
lan ; and conceived alio that the mode 
piopofed to be adopted by him was the 
molt proper. 

Lord Thurlow faid, as their Lordfliips 
feemed to be unaninioidly agreed to pro- 
ceed point by point, he would begin with 
the lienares Charge. And here he con- 
ceived no qudlion could polRbly arife 
until they came to the demand made by 
the Leiigal Government lor a war fublldy 
in 1778. This demand the Commons 
ail'ert, though made apparently on pub- 
lic giounds, was in fad brought forward 
to lati&fy the preconceived malice of Mr* 
HaUings, ami was part of a regular plan 
of Mr. HalUngs to etfed the total ruin 
of Cheyt Sing. Their Lordihips there* 
fore mulf examine the <pieiUon of right, 
and mud look, tho* he contcired lie had in 
vain done it, tor the evidence to iiiblbntiate 
ilhe charge of mabce. If there was no 
proof of marice, the Charge tell to the 
ground, iinitfs Mr Hallingi:’ ads were 
*)f i'ucli a nature as to exhibit ample 
prools of the malicious motives m which 
they originated. In reviewing this liib' 
jed, he law the molt perfed conliitency 
in Mr. Haiti 11 gs's conJud throughout, 
Hvho began by declaring his perfect con- 
viction of the right of the Company to 
^demand military aid j and then appealed 
to tiie written Inftruments he had executed 
DU the transfer of the I’overeignty of Be- 
nares to the Englilh, to prove we had not 
gi\enup the riglit, amt properly ivieuted 
the Kafi's ditobedience. Mr* Krancis, 
pioitliing to entertain doubts as to the 
right, always concurred with Mr. UjI- 
tings in ni.iking the demands, but diew 
back in the years 1778 and 1779, on the 
Raja’s delays in complying with thole 
ileniamis. In 1780 indeed he fully cun- 
curred with Mr. Haitings. 

After a kw words horn Lord Moira 
and Lord Caernarvon, on th^ tiatuic of 
5i/einindary tenures, the Committee re- 
)H;rie<l progiels, and were appointed to 


TUESDAY, MARCH 3. 

The Houfe being In a Committee, thi 
Clerk proceeded to read fiom the evidence 
given on the prolecution and the defence, 
the feveral letters and conOiltations that 
had a reference to the demands made in 
the years 1778, 1779, 1780, the demand 
of cavalry, and fomc other points, which 
Lord Caernarvon dcfired might be rearf. \ 
From the number of books which were * 
to be referred to, near three hours were 
employed in reading evidence, when 

Lord Thurlow faid, he was very forry 
that he had iindefignedly been tike caule of 
fo much of their Lord mips time having 
been conlumcd, little to their ediheation* 

If he had not believed that lefs than half 
an hour would have completed all hs 
wanted^ he would have tnilied 10 his own 
notes, which he now found weie per- 
feilly accurate 5 he would however amire 
their Lordlhips that he woiihl not brin|r 
them into fuch a dilemma again. 

The Committee then adjourned to 


THURSDAY, MARCH 5. 

Lord Moira role, and faid, he would 
not make a motion, but would Ihte two 
propoiitions, leaving it to their Lord^- 
ihips to form any quelHon out of them ^ 
that they Ihould tiniik proper to fubmit 
to a vote. 

His hill propoiition would be to this 
purport : 

“ That the government of Bengal had 

no right to exact a tribute iiom Cheyt 
“ Sing.** 

If this queftion was decided alfirmati vcly, 
it would put an cm! to further difcullion j 
if it were negatived, he would then Itate as 
a propofnion naturally rel'ulting from the 
negative of the formci*, 

“ That the government of Bengal had 
** regulaily exercifed their right of Ib- 
«• veieignty in exacting tribute from 

Cheyt Sing.*' 

His Lordihip added, that he certainly 
intended to vote againll his own motion, 
becaufe he was perfe6Iiy convinced that 
the Bengal Government had a right to 
demand military aid from Cheyt Sing in 
time ol war, and that Mr. Mailings would 
have neglefled his duty if he had not de- 
manded it. He was equally convinced, 
that in making the leveral demands, Mr. 
Haftings was not ailuated by malice, but 
by a ienie of public duty. He was at^the 
lame time perteAly willing to adopt any 
viher motion that might be made, which 

would 
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lid equally conduce to bring the meats 
:he calb into difcullion. 

FJte Earl of Caernarvon ohferved, that 
vious to any dtfcuflion of the mode 
proceecUng into the examination of the 
ions allegations, it would well become 
t dignity and the honour of their Lord- 
p$ to fettle what Lords had, and had 
ta right to vote. He faw new ftccs 
the Cmnn«ittee every day ; but it would 
to the eternal difgrace of their Lord- 
ips, if Lords who had not attended 
ipild ultimately vote in Weilminder 
.all. His Lordlhip obje61ed to the mo- 
ans of Lord Moira, and preferred the 
iode of taking the ciiniinal allegations 
parately. 

The Earl of Moira faid in reply, that he 
/as furc the Noble Earl did not allude to 
lim as amongft the Loids who had not at- 
ended ; for, except to fome part of the 
■eply in the laft year, he had attended the 
rial very regularly. On this Article, 
lowever, the evidence brought by the 
profecution had in his opinion lb com- 
pletely acquitted Mr. Hallings of all de- 
gree of blame, and fo cftabdlbed his 
lueiits, that he for one would luve been 
ready to acquit Mr. Haftings, had he not 
heard one word in his defence. As to 
his motions, their Lordlhips would re- 
MlleCt he had not made them, but merely 
^ted them as piopofiiions. He was rea- 
dy to withdraw them, and to give way to 
any Noble Lord who might pionole any 
other method of arguing and dlfcufling 
the merits of the cafe. 

The Earl of Coventry faid, that though 
he perfectly agreed with the Noble Earl, 
that it would be in the liighelt degree in- 
decent foi Lords to vote who had not at- 
tended, he knew not how they could diaw 
tiie line. 

The Earl of Mansfield exprefled the 
fame fentiment. To himfelf the obfer- 
vationoftlie Noble Earl could not apply} 
for it bad happened, by extiaordinary 
good fortune, that in a trial which bad 
lafted feven years, he had not been abfeiit 
mote than feven hours. 

The Mefrquis of Lanfdowne contended 
that it was the right of every Noble Lord, 
even thofe created in the prefent felHons^ 
to vote if they pleafed. But when be 
admitted the right, he would add, Ood for- 
bid that in a fingle in fiance he ihoub^ lee 
the right cxercifcd. Indeed there wi* no 
danger. He congratulated their Lord- 
fliips on tbe>' grave, Iblemn, and judicial 
manner in which they weie pixweeding. 
It was highly to the credit of Government 
that nojhmg like pauty gr influence ap- 

pAET nil. 


peared. A trial which had lafted fcvcfi, 
years, and had attra6fed the attention 
and the wonder cf the world, would now 
be determined by the fixed rules of law ' 
and juftice. As to the Benares Article, 
he had attended it during the nrofecution, 
and was ready, like the Noble Lord 
(Moii-a), to vote for the acquittal of 
Mr. Haftings, if he were to vote at all, 
which he certainly did not mean to do, 
having been inoft unwillingly compelled • 
to dilcontinne his attendance by the lUte 
of his health, after the firft two-and- 
tweniy days of the trial. He had, how- 
ever, read all the proceedings, and had 
certainly fonned a clear and decided /)pi- 
nion upon the c.ife. He ftiould deem it 
his duty to attend ijie Committee, and to 
oiler hfs iViuimenis from time to time if 
be thought it needfary. 

The Eaii ot Uacrnaivon faid, he was 
not convinced by any thing which he 
had heard, that the Houle liad not a 
right to determine what Lords (hoiild 
and ftiould net vote : He claimed it in 
jullicc to Mr. Hallings, in juftice to 
their Lordftups, fome of whom might 
eventually at a future period be in his 
lituation ; and it appeared to him to be 
a moft monllrous idea, abhorrent to every 
principle of the law of England, that 
judges who had nor heard, fliouKl deter- 
mine a ciiminai caufe. 

Lord Thurlow, though perfedlly con- 
curring in femiment with the Noble 
Karl, as he believed every Lord prelcnt 
did, yet jjave it as Ins opinion, that every 
Lord imiftdiaw rh.:: line for himlelf; his 
own confcicncc and his own fcnle of ho- 
nour mull determine how many days at- 
tendance entitled him to vote. It their 
Lordftiips thought they might controul 
the Court, the mode iiiuft be, to appoint 
a Commit lee, to examine what days the 
feveial Lords had attended, and then to 
determine how many days attendance en- 
titled a Lord to vote. His own fituation 
for the firft five years of this trial, hdU 
made his attendance indifpenfable. He 
certainly had ftackened in his attendance 
the two laft years, and if for thatreafou 
he vireie to be excluded, it would lave hiii^ 
much trouble } had he earlier known of 
fuch a Relbliuion, it would have faved 
him much nioi e ; fince he had been em- 
ployed lor fnme months in going through 
an imnicnfe quantity ot riibbilh and 
tralh, in the midft of which was dif. 
pel fed the very little evidence of confe- 
qiiende in this caule. The Noble Lord 
wl^propofed the motions was willing not 
to make them j and he was ft) perlcAiy 





Sn^tfercnt af to the mode m wfclch the 
matter was difeufled, that the manner of 
hdnsmg it forward was not, in hiS 
opinion, worth the half hour that had 
b^cn ,loft in debating it. For the fake, 
fi^ever, of coining to fome point, he 
would itkjvc that “ the Bengal Govern- 
nvent had a right to demand iniliiajry aid 
** from Cheyt Sing.** 

The Lord Chancellor faid, he had one 
pbje£lion only to the motion, it did not 
go to .the whole extent ot the Chaige, and 
confequently would prove nugatory } be- 
caufe, fuppofing the light to be admitted 
and eftablilhed, it would ftill remain a 
qucftlbn, whether that right had been rea. 
ifonably, expediently, and wifely exeicifed. 
His Lordfliip reviewed all the. circum- 
ilances under which tiie fubfidy had bcei) , 
ciaimed and rc/it'cd in 1778 and i 779 » 
and hid, he was ready tp admit, that the 
Commons had not made good their 
Charge in iefpe6t to thofe two years ; with 
regard to them, theiefore, Mr. Haftings 
mult Hand acquitted. But the condua 
of the Governor-General in relation to 
the tranCi6t ions with Cheyi Sing, in the 
year 1780, appeared to him to merit a 
certain degree of blame ; how far it 
might life to a high crime and inifdc- 
meaner, would depend on other pro- 
ccedi. gs of the Governor-Gencral, which 
remained to be difcufleil. His Loui/Jiip 
explained the ground on which heitfttd 
this obfevvation, to be the fa6t of Mr, 
Haftiogs having, in the yeai 1780, re- 
ceived a prefent of two lack of rupees, 
and having altogether lupprefled that cir*. 
CUinftance fiorn his Council, when they 
were about to make a further claim of 
five lack from Cheyt Sing, as the war 
fubfuly. 

/ Lord Tluulow declared, hr wa? per- 
ftfliy indiffcient as to the toim of the 
qucltion they were to decide upon, pro- 
vided it w'as clear and intelligible. He 
by no means wiflied. that they Ihmild 
corne to any dccifion in the Committee, 
which would cither preclude or alFtft the 
|iill exfercile of every Loid's judgment, 
when they fliould have to con fidcr what 
fcouW be the queflion to be put to him in 
^eHinindcr Hall. 

The Lofd Chancellor coinciding with 
^he Noble Lord, 

. Lord 'J'liurlow agreed to take a quef- 
tion on each fpecific taft criminally al- 
lectged in the Charges, excepting only 
Where they were fq blpniled as to conlbtute 
collect iyely one hea 4 of Charge. 

The Chairman of the Committee (Lord 
■^alfidsham) then rca4 the ^ueftion ia 


the following form ; ** That the Gom- 
“ inons had made good their charge in 
refpe^tto the tribute claimed and.re- 
“ cciyed fi'om Cheyt Sing, the^Raja of 
“ Benares, in 1778.” 

The. Earl of Radnor faid, he rofe' 
merely to fuggeft a few words by way of 
amendment, ‘y/js. after the word f‘ that,” 
to infert the words, ** it be the queftibn i 
“ in Weftminller Hall, that—” i 

The Earl of Caernarvon underllood , 
that it was on both lides agreed that any 
queftion put and decided uppn in the Com* 
mittee, was not to interfere with oraifeft 
the qiieliion or qu( Hions that were to. be 
put ultimately in Weftiriinfter Hall } that 
ultimate qucHion was to lemain fully o|>en 
to futuie tree difcnflion. 

Lord Thurlow declared that to have 
been precilely his meaning. His Lord- 
Ihip fpoke of the importance of the pro- 
ceedings, the refped due to the Commons, 
and thence inferred the propriety of fub- 
jeclihg the Charges and the evidence, in 
part and in the v.rhoIe, to frequent folemn 
and deliberate dsicuHion. 

The Erii'i of Radnor faid, he inufl: Hill 
P’rfiH to move his amendment. 

The queHion was then put, “ That 
the words of the amendment Hand 
part of the motion,” when the Chalr-^, 
man declared the Uot»content 5 had it. 

The qucllion was then put on the crigi- 
nal motion, and the Not-continU 
it nf’fTiine (Ufjhiiiente, 

The Connniitee adjourned to 


FIIIDAY, MARCH 6. 

The Lord Chancellor opened the dif- 
cuHion of the day by a dil'play of all the 
fa As relative to tint paj’t of the firft Ar- 
ticle of Charge which related to the coh- 
duA of Mr. HaHings, in refpedl to his 
having taken two lack of rupees as a per- 
funal preient to biml'elf tium Cheyt Sing, 
in the year 178:^, and in the fame ycif 
demanded a tribute of five lack, together 
with the demand of the cavalry, and all 
the fublfequent tranfaflions, including the 
corrcfpondence between Cheyt Sing and 
the Governor- General, bie proceeding to 
arred Cheyt Sing, and the coiifequences 
that followed. His Lordfhip compared 
the c%idence with the fa£H, as he argued 
upon each, and^ declared he reded upoit 
no ta6f which had not beeh either fully 
eHabliih'.J by written or parole evidence* 
or admitted by Mr. ^Hadmgs himfelf iii 
his Defence, ddive^cl in by him to the 
Houfe of Commons* read the feveral 

iciier^ 
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lettei's in quoftlon ; treated fully of the 
negotiation with Mr. Haiilngs at Cal- 
fcuua» carried on through the medium of 
the Kaja's Buxey, in order to get the war 
fubildy remitted j and alter luiving mi- 
nutely detailed every circumltance of that 
part of the Benarts Charge which referred 
to the before- mentioned events, and con- 
tending that coile£tiv‘ly they clearly and 
i( undeniably conveyed much imputation of 
blame on the Governur-Generd, his 
Lord(hIp adverted to two other material 
points^ which imdl nccell tiily weigh con- 
liderably with their Lonllinps in pre- 
paiing and making up then* minds to 
the general judgment that would ultimate- 
ly come to be coiilideredj njix, the mo- 
tives that influenced Mr. llaftings, and 
the principles of government on which 
he avowedly a£lcd in the couric of that 
which it had been his bufinefs that day 
to review- 

A man's motives, his LordAiip faiJ, 
was the lail matter for him to inquire in- 
to, or to decide upon, becaule in general 
they were infcrutable, being known only 
to himfelf and to the Almigiity j but 
when a man, lb far from attempting to 
conceal cr diffemble his motives, alligned 
them himfelf, and declared openly that 
thole weie the motives on which he pro- 
•'fefl’ed to aft, and did aftually proceed, it 
was impolTiblc not to believe him, and 
not only fair and watrantabici but ne- 
ccflai y, to confider and treat them as the 
motives of his conduft. Mr. Ilallings had 
declared in his Defence given in to the 
Commons, and it appeared in various 
parts of the evidence referring to the par- 
ticular fubjeft under confideration, and 
to other Charges, that he afted from mo- 
tives of pcrfonal refentment to Cheyt Sing* 
and meant to punifh iiiin for an aHront to 
himfelf^ Wiih regard to the principles 
of ' jvernment laid down by Mr. ILiA- 
ings, itclCaily was his principle to con- 
fider himlclf as an abfolute fovereign, 
and to conceive that he had, as fuch, a 
right to exaft from tiibuiary and depen- 
dent Princes, all their grain, and aH their 
revenues, in moments ot danger and 
exigency to tlie exilling Government of 
the couotiy. 'Phis was, his Lotdlliip 
thought, a mod abominable principle of 
government, a principle that a Biitifh 
Houfe of Parliament ihouid never iilten 
to with patience $ and yet it was evident 
tiiat Mr. Hadings not only afted upon 
it, but recommended it to Lord Macart- 
ney, as a principle to be exercifed by the 
Britilh government in Madras, and in 
every part of India, during a wai* with 


Hyder Ally, or any powerful Prince ift 
the country. Having expatiated on tbia 
p.nnt, and viewing the fourfevcral cUufes. 
in the light \vuicii he did, he conceived 
they amounted to that which the Com- 
mons had charged, a high crime and 
mildcmeanor. He fhould therefore Con- 
clude by moving “ That the Commons had 
made good the firll Article relative to the 
** fublidy oi: the demand of cavalry, and 
“ thcinjulf.^re gf Mr. Hallings, in fdiely’ 
‘‘ accuiing Cheyt Sing of being Ui -^unc- 
tual in the payment of his kifes, the 
** airclt,*for the purpofe of fining him forty 
“ or fifty Ijclv of rupees,*' 

Loid ihurlow iaid, he was foi^ry to 
find that the Noble aiui Learned Lord 
had departed from the lule which had 
been agreed on, to proceed with the part# 
of the Charges lepAriitely, and to come to 
a queftion upon each one ahei the other* 
Tile Noble and L^ anied Lord had blend- 
ed under one qnellioii, various parts of 
the fame Chaige, amoiinfmgcolledtively to 
the mod grefs part of the Charge, and 
called for their Lordfiiips deciiion upon it, 
which might tend to puzxle the Commit- 
tee, and confound their judgments. He 
proceeded miauiely to detail tin'* different 
tranfaftions of the fubjeft felefted by the 
Noble and Learned Lord, and to argue 
upon the manner andcirciunfiances whicb 
charafterized and flood connefted with 
each individually. He explained th« 
grounds of the offer ot the two I ick to 
Mr. Haftings as a per/biial prefent, which 
Mr. Hallings had refilled m the fii/t in- 
flance ; he then liaied the intervening 
circumllances that induced him to accept « 
the two lack nfterwarda, his conduft 
thereupon, when he ord«:red ic to be paid 
to Mr. Larkins, and direfted Mr. Lar- 
kins to place it to the Company's account, 
and went next to the difcuflion of the de- 
mand, and taking of the five Jack, which 
were claimed, and taken aJfo in the year 
17X0. The claim of the war liiblidy had 
been affented to by the Council, wlieti 
flared to them by Mr. Hallings as 
nieafure neceffary to be adopted, and had 
beep, in confequence aftually applied to 
the Ways and Means of the year irt 
iupply of the current fervices. He truft- 
ed the Leained Lord would on fuiiher 
coidideraiion be induced not to depirt 
fi'uni the line which had been adopted tor 
their proceeding-, and as he iiad con- 
ceived with the unanimous .approbation 
of their Loidibips. The Uommons 
charged four ^s of Mr. iialtings as 
four feparate crimes— the demand of 
war fubfidy of l79oj ih« demand of. 
Y a ' cavalry s 
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eavalry; the falfe aceufatlon of Cbcyt 
Sing, for tinpunfluality in the payment 
of the kifls i the correfponder.ce with 
and arreft of Cheyt Sing. It was ab- 
folutcly impoflible theicf’oie for their 
Lordfhips, it there was a difference of 
opinron amongit them, to put a fmglc 
queftjunon thefe four ciiminal aJ legations. 
He (hould therefoie propofe to put a lepa- 
jate qtieftirn upon each. He could not 
however forbear to take fome notice of 
the I.^carncd Lord's allufion to a Ittur 
Written by Mr. Haftings to Loijtl Ma- 
cartney in July lyii, and introduced by 
the Manage] s in then* reply, upon grounds 
totally different from thol'e to which the 
Learned Loid applied the letter. He would 
tfate the circiiniilnnces whlcli gave rife to 
the letter, then the rnbflance of the let- 
ter itfelf, and he was confident that 
every Lord prefent would feel the cundii6l 
of Mn Ha flings to be completely jufli- 
fiuble, and highly laudable in every point 
of view. Their LordHiips all recclle^led 
that in September 1780, Hydcr Ally, af- 
ter having cut off the flower of our aimy, 
over- ran the Carnatic with fixty thoufand 
horfe, and for many months after that 
unfortunate event, it was a point of ex- 
treme doubt whether we could picfeivc 
any footing on the coali of Curoniandtl, 
flotwithiianding the great exertions of Mr. 
Haflings for its l'npport« Under tiitie 
circumflances the Governor who pieceded 
Loid Macartney wrote to Mr. Haftings, 
that the Raja or Foligar of I'unjoic 
had refufed a fupply of grain to cur ar- 
my, for which the Pielident had writ- 
ten a letter to him expreflive of his dif- 
pleafiue. Speaking of this iiar.la6iion 
to Lord Macartney, who had fucceedcJ 
to the government but the month befoie, 
Mr. Haflings expreffes his altonifhment 
that fuch language fliould be Injin at a 
feafon of fuch diftrefs. He tells Lord 
Macartney, that while the State of which 
T^ujoie is a fubje£l, is in hich extreme 
danger and diflrefs, he conceives the Ma« 
drat government has a right to demand 
from the Raja every aid whidi the coun- 
try can afford > that while the fervice^, 
in the piefent dei'perate condition of it, 
ihail lafl, he would nut leave the Raja 
a grain of rice in his granaiies, or a r^ee 
in his treafury, beyond what is neceflary 
for his pcifonal fubflftcnce. Lord Thur- 
low thought there was not one of their 
Lurdfhips but would applaud the good 
lenie and the fpiiit ut this letter, provided 
he confldcred the a£lual fituation of our 
affairs in the Carnatic at the time the Itc- 
ttr was wriueu* Mi * Mafling?, he faid. 


had been called a tyrant; he was fo indeed# 
if it was a roatk of tyranny to exert evpry 
neive tor the pi Nervation of the empiie 
committed to his charge, at a moment 
when eveiy exeition was neceflafy to re- 
pel the danger which furrounded us« 
Withiegard to Mr. Haflings* principle of 
government as an ablblute fovereign, it 
was no more than the adoption of what 
was laid down by that great writer Mon- j 
tefquieti, who laid in fo many words, j 
that the light of an ahfolute fovereign • 
“ js t-very thing ; the right of the people 
muter him u, nothing.**^ His Lord- 
fliip l.iid he (hould conclude, and would 
heieafui move, That the Commons had 
mad^ good the flifl Aiticle, fo far as it 
** iclaad to the war fubfidy of 1780.” 

The £ail of Coventry laid, the demand 
of 2780 was preciiely flmilar to the twer 
demands cf 1778 and 1779, on which 
the C ominous had put feparaie quell ions. 
He ailo oblei ved that the two lack pre- 
iented to Mi . Haitnigs in 1780 were never 
coniidcTcd by the Ksja Cheyt Sing as in 
pait paymenl of the live lack afterwaids 
demanded. 

I'he i^uil of Caernarvon fticnuouliy 
conteiuicd, that the motives of Mr. Hai- 
ti ngs were avowedly thole of refentment 
and peribnal malice. He referred to paf- 
fages 111 the Duience of Mr. Haflings to ^ 
piove this aiicitiou. W'itli regard to what 
Lcid Thuilow had faid of Momefquieu 
having laid it down, ** that the right of 
** an aibiliary Prince was every thing } 
the lights of the people nothing;** 
Moniclquieu did not lay it down as a 
principle of goveinment, but only ob- 
lerved, that the conduct of aibitiary go- 
vernments liad amounted tq that, and 
had been Inch in efte^. He reprobated 
Mr. Haflings* treatment of Cheyt Sing all 
through, and alked, wbat was to be faid 
of a nian, who hiinfelf declared he did 
not treat Cheyt Sing as a Britifli Go- 
vernor would have treated a dependent oi> 
a Biiiifli governnient, but as Sujali 
Pcwlah would have tieattd one of his de- 
pendents ? — His Lordlhip expatiated on 
Mr. Haflings* taking the prelent, which, 
he contended, according to its amount, 
leflened the meano of Cheyt Sing to pay 
the five lack fublcquently demand^. Nor 
had Mr. Haflings Ireaud thole who were 
his dependents, |)o)itically confldered, 
with that injulllce only; he had treat- 
ed his ally, the Nabob of Arcot, in 
the fame manner, as was evident from his 
infliuHions to the Prefident of Fort ot. 
George. • 

Loid Thurlow faid, acrofs the table, 

Loid 



S^ord Cornwallis had thought it right to 
purAie that line of conduct in a moment 
of timilar c*.'*gency. 

Lord Caernarvon in reply iiid, that by 
ieizing the government and levenues of 
Arcot and Tarjore, Lord Cornwallis hail 
committed a greater ot violence and 
opprellion than any which Mr. Hallings 
was acculed of having comniitied. 

The Lord Chancellor faiil, he had no 
obje6lion to withdraw liis propol’ed motion 
for the purpofe of iiibftituting Lord Thur- 
iow'a in its place. 

Lord Sydney faid, he wilhed the fa6ls 
criminally aliedged to be kept dilbnd^ly 
in the confideraiion of their Lorddups, 
but ho coni'elTcd, he role piincipally in 
defence of his Noble Friend (Lord Corn- 
vvallis) j he uultcd their Lorddiips would 
recolle£f that tliey were then determining 
upon the Impeachment of Mr. Hallings. 
Lord Cornwallis was not before them ; 
and therefore he hoped from the candour 
of the Noble Earl, that he would ofier 
fomc explanation of his exprcfllons.— 
Uis Loidihip added, he fo fully con«* 
curred in ientiment with the Noble and 
Learned Lord (Thurlow'), that hefliould 
have given a filent vote on his motion, if 
he iiad not been called up by what fell 
^ from the Noble Earir. 

The Earl of Caernarvon faid in reply, 
that it was far from his intention to throw 
any reflection upon the character and con- 
duct of the Noble Marquis, of whole 
merits, talents, and viiiues, ito Noble 
Lord had a higher opinion than himfcll. 
He had no doubt but that the Noble Mar. 
quis would be able to aflign very good 
reafons for having feized the revenues of 
the Carnatic and Tanjore during the war 
with Tippoo, in violation of treaties re- 
cently made. Ail he fpoke to was the 
circumllance as it appeared by the pa- 
pers laid before their Lordfhips fome years 
ago, but without any explanation from 
the Noble Marquis. 

The quelfron was then put on Lord 
Thuiiow's motion, and negatived— the 
Not^contents being declared to have it. 


M0NDAY,.MA!tCK 9* 

Lord Thurlow rofe to o|ien the nature 
of the evidence in the Charge relative to 
the demand of cavalry from Cheyt Sing 
in November tySo. 

^ The Charge, he faid, dated, that with 
a further view to jiarrals, oppiels and min 
Cheyt Sing, Mr. Haflings did, in No- 
vember lySCf move a Refolution, that 


Cheyt Sing fliould furnilh fuch cavalry db 
he could fpare } that under colour of luch 
refbliition, he firlt peicmpiorily and ar- 
bitrarily demanded two iliouiand cavahy* 
then Ibmc lefler number, without oft'ei- 
ing to p.iy for them, though the Raja wao 
not bound to keep up any cavalry, and 
though he was to be paid for wliaicvec 
number he kept up. 

His Loidihip faid, he would endeavour 
to date the evidence before the Couii, 
which applied to this fubjeCf. In tlic fiilt 
place, there was no cngageineni by which 
Cheyt Sing was obliged to keep up any 
cavalry at all, or by which the Company 
were bound to pay Rim for any cavalry, 
which they might at any time require fioni 
him. The limpie queftlon wa^ thiss 
Was Cheyt Sing, by the tenure under 
which he held, bound, in time of war, 
to fui nilU to tlte aid of his foveroign fucli 
cavali y as could be Ijrued from the im- 
inediaie w'ants of his Zemindary i On 
this point, his Lordllup I'lid, he could 
have no doubt. It was in proof that 
Sujah Duvvlah, while he was bis fove- 
reign, l\ad called upon him for a body 
of cavalry, which he did furnith, and 
it was abiurd to fuppofe luch an iffiperium 
in imperio to exiit, as ihuuld pieclmle 
a foveieign from calling ui>on a fubjtH 
iortioops in times of war and exigency. 

The next queiliun then would be— 
Did fiicli an emergency exilf in No- 
vember 1780, as juitihed the applica- 
tion to Clieyt Sing ? 

Here, his Lordibip ftld, he Ihouid 
again have leafon to lament the ex- 
ceJlive carekflnefs with wliich the Agents 
employed by the Houle of Comnions 
had diawn the Articles, and the little 
attention they had iUewn to tl'.c evidence 
which had a refeience to this paiticulai* 
point. 

By taking all that appeared on the fub- 
jc£l of the evidence toi the pndccutiuii, 
and on the Defence, their Lordlhips would 
fee that in September 1780 Mr. Haftirigs 
and his Council received intelligence ot a 
mort alarming nature from Madras. Hy- 
dtr had enteied the Carnatic, had de- 
flroyed Colonel Bailie's army, and had 
driven Sir Htclor Munro to the walls 
of Fort St. Geoige. Sir Edward Hughes 
had informed Mr. Haflings alio, ot his 
having received undoubted intelligence 
that ieven fad of the line, and levcn 
thoufand land forces, had left France, and 
wei*e intended to co.opcraie wiih our cue. 
rnies in India. At this period alfo* thirty 
thoufand Maratu horfe were encamped 
oji (he weiUrn frontier of Bengal : An 
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invafiott of Bahar by the Maiattns waa Lordfr.ips would determine with wb^t 
•Ifo eicpeaed: The Niiam profeilcd hof- propricfy Mr. Haftings could be chared 
tility ^ Nuzeph Cawn threatened Oude ^ as the foie author of the niealiire. 

Madajee Scindia’s forces, Corah and Al- Sir Eyre Coote, as appeared uy ihe 
Hhabad j and Oeneial Goddard was op- evidence, embarked for Madras iii Octo- 
J>»ded by the power of Poona in Guzzerat. ber, and on the zd of November, in read- 
A more formidable league was never ing a letter from General Stibbei r, relative 
formed for the deftniilion ofafmgle State to the waul of cavaliy on the northern 
at ahy period of time. I'lieir .Lordlhips, frontier, the Board order an application t 
by a rcftrence to the evidence, would ob- for a fnpply, and at the fame time Mr. 

• 4 ei*ve the general difmay which prevailed Haftings is requefted to write to Cheyt 
in Calcutta at this momentous period. Sing for fiich cavairy as he could Iparc. 
It was foitunatc indeed that a man at that It did not appear by the proceedings that 
time prtTideJ in the public council# who the motion was made W Mr. Hallings,- 
poffelTecl fpirit, judgment, and decifion : Having brought the hlTrory of the cav.-il- 

Not that he meant to throw any refleilions ry, with all its concomitant circumftancts, 
upon the Gentlemen who diifered fioiii down to the period of the demand, he 
him in opinion ) the feiifon was fo awful, would now, his Lordftiip faid, exafiiine 
that nothing was more natural than for the condu6l of Cheyt Sing on the occa- 
incn to entertain different lentimems, as ficn ; and their Lcrdfhips would detci- 
to the beft mode of averting liich multi- mine whether the defence w'hich he made 
plied dangers. Mr. Haftings propofed to the accufaiion of Mr. Haftings was 
various meafures i That a very con- fo humble, fo fnhmifTivc, and fo fatisfac- 
Sderable body of troops fhould be lent to tcry as a Learned Lord h.ul ftated it to 
Madias, a very confidcrablc fiipply of he 5 or whether it was, as Mt. Haftings 
liealuie, ami that Sir Eyre Coote ftiould had defciihcd it, cff.nlive in Itylc, and^ 
be requtifed to take the comirand cfan unfatisfa^tory in fuhflancc* The demand 
army, naturally difuirited V»y its heavy was lent from CalculTH on the ?d of No- 
loiTes, on an idea pei fc^Hy well founded, vember. On the 7th of December Mr* 
that his pretence would give fpir.ts to all Kowke, the Rclident, writes to Mr. Haft- 
ranks upon tlie Coaft. ings, that he had repeatedly prefted the 

To all thetli piopofitions, except to Raja t>n the fubjtdf ot the cavalry, butr 
the motion rt*fpe6ting tlie Commander in could obt.fin no anl\vcr. His letter con- 
Chief, Mr. Finncis and Mr. V/helerob- tains other complaints of the Raja’s ill 
je^fed on the ground that Bengal was their conduct. On the 13th cf Januaijr 1781, 
firft ohjeff , that the danger was at their Mr. Fowke writes that the Raja lays, he 
door, and confequently tint they could kus but thirteen hundred in his lei vice, 
fpaie no troops, and but half the luppiy ami tint all except two hundred and fifty 
of ticafure which Mr. Haftings had pin- aie abfoluiely neceftbiy for the fervice of 
poled to fend to Madras. Sir Eyre Coote the coiledbons. I'hur Lordr-iips weie 
concurred with Mr. Haftings, and the polfelled of the con.pletcft evidence to 
calling vote of the Governor-General pre- piove that both thelc alfcitions were fallc. 
feivcd Intlia to Git at Britain, At ale- Mr. Maikham had diftindfly fworn that 
cond Confultation, on the 27 ih September he had above two thoufand five bundled 
2 780, Sir Eyre Coote gave in a pbn for in his fervice 5 and the affidavit of Ma- 
the defence of Bengal and Oiidt, which homed Myer, ore of Cheyt Sing’s com- 
be had drawn out at the tltlue of the inandcrs, fully confirmed Mr, Markhain’a 
Board. Their Lordftiips would rccoUcil evid-wnte. Ht> Lordfhip oblervtd, that in 
that ^ conlideiable pait of il.e Bengal all iis parts the evidence of Mr. Markham 
army was then under oiiltrs to proceed to was perfeilly clear and diftin£l. Mr. 
Madras; In the difpolitiun thtrefoic of Markham allb fwore, that a veiy fm'&ll 
ihv lemaining force, it was ntcciruy to body of cavaliy, one bundled, were 
foim <.iic.nitpments where the attacks were an>ply fulficient for the feivice of the col- 
niolt likely to be exptileJ j and as an k6tioiis. Cheyt Sing alTcrts in his letter 
invafion ot the province of Bahar was tii.tt Mr, Haftings made no reply to the 
highly probable. Sir Eyre Coote propolVd infoimation which he had fent him of the 
to ftiuion a large body of infantry in that number of bis cavalry. This affiriibn 
province, together with two regiments ot alfo was falfe ; for Mr. Markham, whoir- 
borl'c and one thouland, or as many of rived at Bennres the ift ofl^bruary, and 
CUeyl Sing\ cavalry as they could pro- conliquentiy nmft have left Calcutta ifti- 
cufC. *1 lu^ v^’as tile origin of the demand mediately atier Mr, Haftings had received 
of cavaliy from Caeyt Sing, and ilieir tire Kajl’s letters, carried as order |br 
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lifw to flipply fifteen hundred hor(e. 
Ytnir Lordfhips, by refernng to the 
evidence (faid Lord Thu:!ow), will 
fee that he afttrwards reduced the de- 
mand*toone tliouihnd. You will fee 
that, in point of fa6t, he never could 
procure a lingle hoifeman. It will be 
iinpoffiSIe to lead the evidence of Mr. 

■ •* r>l.irkhain, wltVout ohfei ving that he 
preffed hhn v/Iih the anxiety and folici- 
“ tude of a friend, even to make a fhow 
** of olicdlencc hy muftcring five hundred 
hoiTe, but that he never could get him 
“ to muller a fingle horfoman, Mr. 
Ma. khain loM him, that by his difohe- 
dicnce he wuuld celt.tiidy iiviir the 
“ highed dirplenfurc cf Ciovenmiem : 

And upon one rciraikable occalion, 
** when he was littini; in a minaret at 
** Ramnagiir with Cheyi Sing, he told 
him on feeing a body cf hurfe 011 the 
“ plains, * If you will but fend me thole 
men, it will (hew your delire to obey 
your orders.’ My Lords, Mr. Alai k 
** h.un could not procure a (ingle horfe- 
man from him.’* 

His Lordfhip then pi*oc€‘dtd to remark 
Upon the letter of Mr. llaftings, and Clieyt 
Sing’s reply to it. 

Mr. Hallings fays, that in the name 
of the Governor General and Council lie 
^lequircd the Raja to furnirti a body cf 
Jicrfe to aflift and a6l with the armies of 
the Company § that when Mr. Markham 
lucceeded Mr. Fovvke, lie ordered him to 
lepeat the demand, which In* did with 
frequent, and almolt daily importunity ; 
limiting the demand to fifteen hundred, 
afterwards to one thoufaiid, “ Xo this 
y demand (he adds) you returned evafive 
** anfwcrs, nor to ' this hour h.tve you 
cf,ntrlhuted a fingle hoifema*.,” 

The Raja in reply fays, tliat when re- 
quired to lend :i iupply vf hoifij, he (cut 
Mr. Haftings a particular account of all 
in his fervice, amounting to one thoiil'and 
tliree hundiv-i, but icceived no anfwtr. 
Mr. Maikham dellvcied him an oidci for 
one thouland. He colltflcd five hundied, 
and five hundied buikeiidalTes, and told 
Mr, Maikham they were ready to go 
wherever oidered. “ No anfwer came 
from you (lays Cheyt Sing), and I 
** remained alfonifin-d at tlie caul'e of ir. 

Repeatedly I alkcd Mr. Maikham 
“ about an ^nfwer to my letter relative to 
the hoife ; he told me he diii not know 
“ the realbns why no anfwer had been 
f«nt. I remained aftonifiicd.” 

*Lord rbuilovr commented upon every 

f art of this anfvvei*, which he alfirmed to 
e impudently falie, aiuldut the means of 


deteftion were at hand. Mr. Markhum 
contradicted it in evcijj particular, as he 
h4l^lrcady explained. 

His Lordihip laid, tlut as the demand 
of cavalry, as well as every other 
meafure taken by Mr. Haltitigs to- 
wards Cheyt Sing from the date of i /yS, 
w.t& dated to be taken in order to niia 
him, he would call to their Lcrdi 1 iip« 
recolle6Iion the very particular advice and 
oi-ilers given to Mr. Markliam on hit 
leaving Calcutta to piocecd to Renarcs in 
Janini y^iyJsi. He was defired to l>ehave 
to Chev- Sing on all occafiors with kind- 
ncT^, mildnclr,, and civility ; and to 
avt'id the conduff of his predeceffor Mr- 
Graham, who Mr. Haftings thought had 
bel.avcd liarlhly and iafliiy on for.ic occa- 
(jonsto Clieyt Sing. Lord Thurlow de- 
fired they would bear this circumftance in 
mind, when they confidercd tho Very 
urong and pointed fa6U ftated by Mr, 
Ornhain a^Minft Clicyt Sing, and that 
they wcuKl fiibtracl as much as they 
plcafed Irom the weight of that Oentiv- 
man’s teftimony, in conlcqurnce of tljc 
idea Mr. Haftings entertained oi iiis be- 
ing a piejiuiiced man. But no liichob- 
Jc< 5 Iion could be m ide to Mr. Miikliam’s 
evidence. He appcais, on all occifions, 
to have followed the advice of Mr. Maf- 
tings, to have treated the Raja as a friend, 
and to have exerted himlelf nl! in his 
power to (ave him (iom that nun which 
his folly and dilhffeffion had broughi: 
upon him. “ He will not allow me tci 
be his friend (fays Mr. Alarkham in a 
'' letter to Mr. Haftings). He is fiir- 
** rounded by bad advifers, who tell him 
of a Fiench invafion, of the Marat - 
tas entering our provinces, and that he 
(liould not fend us the cavalry until he 
fees what turn our afFaii s wilWako.’*— 
Lock, my Lords (laid Lo»d Thur- 
low), at the firiiation of B iigal at 
that moMumt. Piioriotlie agreement 
“ which l>ciired the riturn of the Mai-at- 
** 13 army from an attack, everything 
hoftilc was to be expec>ed. If Mr, 
“ Haftings had not piirchaled the retreat 
** of that army for money in Apiil 1781, 
“ it would undoubtedly have entered 
Bengal as an e.icmy in May. In that 
event, it is equally clear that Biml>.dfe 
“ Booda would have entered Bahar at 
the head of a nunieious army of horfb. 
While matters remained in this uncer- 
** tainty it was that Cheyt Sjngafled in 
the manner already mentioned : and 
** afterwards, on heaiing trom Calcutta 
“ mat he was likely to lie feverely pu- 
“ nilhed, he madp an olFer of twenty 

lack. 
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•• lack, snJ th?n of twenty-two anc^ a 
h«tlf lo^k, to JMjy o/f both the clemnotl 
of cavalry and the war fuhfidy. ^jpt 
on rtcei'/ns^ inteilitrcncc 

•• from Calcutta, lu; broke off the ne{»o- 
•• tiation aJ:oi,^ti;er : and that wh«ch 
Mr. Ancicrfon calls an indircil offer, 
the Ciurge afriiins to have b^-eri an 
offer which Mr. Haltings wfiiitd to 
« accept.’* 

• Having argued this point mofl fully, 
“"and appealed to the evidence given on 
both fides in fiipport of his arguments, 
his Lurdlhip cohcludcd by 
** That the Commons had ina<le good 
the.f r(f Article in fo far as it refped>ed 
the demand of cavalry from Cheyt 
Sing.” 

The Ear! of Caernarvon contendcfl that 
thf demand had been made with a view 
to its not being complied with, in order 
lo lay the ground for the fubloquent pro- 
ceedings at that time proje^letl and deter- 
mined on by Mr. Uallings. In fnppoit 
of thi(, he laid it was clear to his mind 
that hli*. UatfiiigH had projc^led all the 
meaiures that he afterwards put in piac- 
ticc againll Cheyt Sing loug before he 
demanded any cavaliy, and that the man- 
ner in which the demand was entered in 
the Minn to of Conlultation, v/z. ** for 
fuch part of the cavalry cnloitaincd in 
his fervice /7< he can ff>are^" implied 
citherthat theGovernor-Oencral w.iscon- 
feious that he had no riglu to exp‘'<^t obe- 
dience from the R.iJ.i in this particular, ^.r 
that he did not expe^f that the iinnaiul 
cither could or would be complied with. 
The words ot the Minute, “ Inch part of 
“ the cavalry cnit*i lained in his iVivice 
** as he can implied and admit- 

te«l .exercife rt dil'cretiun in Cheyt Sing 
as to the number that he could ftirnidi } 
and if he' thought he could not (pare any, 
he ntithcr acted continnacionily, nor ought 
]U cnr.doiir to have br'tn confidered a,s 
having dtlcivtd punilhnient. Jf theGo- 
verncr-General had a right to expe^ obc-* 
dience reljiediing the cavalry, why divi he 
not make this ileinanrl in a dire^, abib- 
lute, and peiemptory manner, inllead of 
liating it in tcims fo iiilidlouGand deceit- 
iul } H’.s Loidihip differed entirely from 
the Noble atid licamed Lotd in his in- 
ferences and deductions on the fubjc£f. 

I'lie Lord Chancellor replied to^fevcral 
f)£ the aigiiments of the No’ole and Learn- 
ed Lord who Ipoke fiift, particularly ex- 
plaining the canl'c 1 4 the Minute ct the 
Council of the zd of November lySti, 
by ftanug that, it oiiginueJ with Sir Eyie 
Coot|E*s recommendation, and ii;at 


its having been adopted on day afoft 
from a confeioufnefs of its being an adT* 
vilcable inenfure. After ftating various 
pai ts of ihe evidence, his LorJihip *i'ard 
he could not help viewing the trai>fa€fion, 
in all its ciicumifaiices, in a different 
light, and that he c#nfcquently drew very 
dirTfient conclusions from thofe ftated by 
the Noble and Learned Lord. 

Tile Lou! Chancellor added, that ho 
mud take Mr. Haftings’s account of his 
own actions in preference to any other 
evidence whatever. He had diftinftly 
ffated in his Defence before the Houfe of 
Commons, that he movM the Kefolution 
for calling upon the Raja for cavalry, and 
therefore fuen inolf he taken tQ be tlie 
fa^f. 

Lord Thurlow in reply faid, that it 
had been agreed t(> take each criminal ac- 
ciifatton, on which a difference of opinion 
exiital, frparately. The claiile relative 
to the cavali y was expreflly ftated to con., 
tain criminal matter. Mr. Haftings was 
acciifed of making a demand which lie 
had no right to make, and to make it 
fiom malicious and revengeful motives, 
with a further view of harrafting, oppief- 
fing, and ruining Cheyt Sing. In the 
cafe alludeil to by the Learned Lord, 
truftingto the pioceedings of tlia Council 
on the ad of November 1780, he had , 
faid that the vote to call upon Cheyt 
Sing for cavalry did not appear to he 
palled on the motion of any particular 
LLmbcr. It was agreed now that the 
idea onginated with Sir Eyre Coote. But 
on looking at the Defence of Mr. Haf- 
tings, he found that Gentleman faid, ** ( 

moved in Council that Cheyt Sing be 

required to furnilh fuch cavalry as he 
** can fparc ; and this was done by the 
** advice and recommendation of Sir 
** Eyre Coote.” His Lordlhip added, 
that be thought himfelf bound to infoj in 
the Court why this paiticular cxprelHon 
had flipped h’S memory. The fa^ was, 
that he had paid very little attention in- 
deed to the Defence delivered by Mr.Hal- 
tings at the bar of the fioule of Com- 
muhs. He knew it to be the rule of law, 
that a man was to be hound by his own 
defence, and that anything contained in it 
niiglit be taken agaiiift hiinlclf. Thelf 
Lordihips, howevei, had full evidence 
before them, that not a line of the Defence 
on the Bcnairs Chaige was written by 
Mr. Hnhmgs ; and all the obje^Ioifable 
p.ti*ts ot it, which had been relied upon iq 
O lder to fhew malice, were a^ually ^n- 
fcrteil afkr Mr Haftings had heard the 
othei parts read once curfoi}ly over. 
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?i^he circumftanw under vdilch Mr. 
IiaiHngt delivered his Defence to the im- 
mnfe volume of Charges brought before 
the Commons, had been fully explained. 
He to himfelf to anfwer what he 
conceived to be the moft important part of 
the Charges, and the defence of the Be- 
nares Charge was tntrufted to Mr. Hal- 
HED, a gentleman of fplendid abilities 
aiid great infoimation, but of too high 
a genius to attend minutely to the 
accuracy of his and certainly better 
Calcuhted to explain a prophecy, if Mr. 
H'lftings had wanted him for fuch a pur- 
pofe, than for a laborious inveftigation of 
the Company's records. 

7 ’lie Lord Chancellor, in reply to 
wliar had been faid of the amount of 
Cheyt Sing’s cavalry, declared that he 
could pay no attention to the affidavit of 
Mahomed Myer ; and confidering the 
circumftanccs under which they were 
taken, he did not think them entitled to 
credit. 

Lord Thurlow faid in reply, that the 
affidavits were evidence adduced not by 
the defendant, but by the profccutors, who 
had not in any one inlfance endeavoured 
to dcllroy their credit j conCequently, un- 
der every rule of law they muft be received 
as fiiii and complete evidence, as far as 
f they went. 

On the qutfftion being put, it was de- 
claied that the Not Contents had it, and 
this part of the Charge was confequently 
negatived. 

The next matter Lord Thurlow {poke 
♦o, was the Charge of a confpiracy en- 
tered into by Mr. Haftings with the Vizier 
for the fale of Cheyt Sing’s diflri^fs to the 
Vizier. This, his Lordfhip feid, he need 
not dwell upon, as it refted Iblely on the 
evidence afforded by the letter of Mr, 
Anderfbn. After a few words therefore 
OB that letter, his Lordfhip moved a quef. 
tion in the ufual form on the fubie^l of 
that part of the firlt Ai tide ; when, on 
putting it to the vote, the Chairman de- 
clared that the Not-Concents had at 
diJjfcTitiente. 

Lord Thurlow next rofe to move a 
queftion on the next p?rt of the Charge, 
which was, that in further profecution of 
his maliciods intentions, and with \ view 
to bairafs, upprefs, and ruin Cheyt Sing, 
Mr. Hafting'4, in January 1.781, accufcii 
him of being in arrear in the payment of 
bis kift, and particularly that pait of it 
which was appropriated to the payment of 
Saadut Ally's peniion s That the accu- 
fation Was falje, b% he had paid up his 
kiifa with the Utnioft regularity : that it 
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was made In peremptory and infultlng 
language, and with a view to drive the 
Raja to fomea£lof deCpcration. 

Hi^ Lordfhip exprclTed his fincere con- 
cern, that a Charge fo worded, witlioiit 
a fhndow of evidence to fupport ir, but 
with the fiillcft evidence to difpioveif, 
fhould have been made in the name of the 
Hoiife of Commons, He again defired 
to be undcrilood to Impute no blame 16 
them ; they were not relponfible for the 
infinite number of allegations that v,'erc 
to be found, in proof of winch nothing had 
been offered j but he was artonijb''*d at the 
cirelelTnels and want of attention of their 
Agents, Even in jnftice to them, Jiow* 
ever, he would fiv, that if they bad feea 
oneJocumenr, which had fince been pro- 
duced 'n evidence, the Chars^e could not 
have been pr. feired. The faers, as they 
now appenred in theevi lence, were thefe; 
— C!i' ytSl»\g w.ib bound by his agreement 
to pay his kifts month by month, either 
lit Benares in cafli, or by bills on Cal- 
cufa. If paid in ca.'h at Bennies, they 
weie to be paid the day they were due— 
if by bills on Calcutta, thole bills were to 
be made payable fifty-one days after each 
kift became due. So early as March 
1776 complaints were made of his want 
of piin 61 uality 5 and then, on a promife 
to Mr. Fowke, the Rcfident, that he 
would be more punfhial in future, Mr. 
Fowke fays, he has ventured to tell him 
that he fliall not be jpned for his paft wait 
of punftiiality. 

Thefe cc mplaints are renewed at diffet 
rent periods; bnt on the 17th of Decem- 
ber 17S0, Mr. Fowke writes cxprcflly w 
Mr Halting^, that the Raja had of late 
been very dilatory in the payment of his 
kifts, and particularly that part of it 
which was appropriated to the pay. 
ment of Snadut Ally’s ftipend. ft 
appears then from tins evidence, that 
not a doubt can remain of the perfeft 
propriety of Mr. Haftings’s coiiJu-il, in 
writing the letter which he did to Cheyt 
Smg, in confeqiiencc of a complaint from 
the public Rcfident, Mr. F'owkc. 

Bur if the defend int had not brought 
forwaid nil this evidence, his Lcrd- 
fh’p contended, that ihe cafe, as it ftood 
for the ptofeemion, proved the want of 
punfluality of Cheyt Sing, and conle- 
qucnily would have juftified Mi. Haf- 
tings. 

Their firft document was an acco\)nt 
or journal from the India floiife, tranf- 
miited from Bengal in April 1782, which 
proved tlnr M\ the kifts fur 1780 and to 
May 1781 were pa'.d; but wbcrt they 

2 were 
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«rere piid did not appear. The conelu- 
fion tirawn by the Managers was, that 
they were paid month by month— a con- 
chiilon which they ihemfelves overturned 
in the next page, where they produce two 
Jetters from Mr. Fowke, the firft dated 
Benares, the 7th oF Decemiier 1780, ac- 
knowledging the lecei pi of hills for the kift 
due on the 4/A of N}VLmbsi .* the fecoiul, 
dated the I3ih<f Jantiaiy 17U1, in which 
he a^.k^.owkf’ges the receipt in cafh at 
BtMiaies, of the kift due on tor 4/ A of 
Deucmhet ^ — Conf qnenily ihe Mtnagers 
themlelvcs piovey that in inftance 
there was a delay of one mo»ilh and thiee 
days ; *in another, of one month and nine 
days. 

The Managers obferve<l to their Lord- 
fiiips, that they wouul prove by oral 

afterwaids, thit it was the cuitoin 
of tiie coiintiyto pay one mo«ili uiuicr 
another. Had they fo done, laid f.c4'd 
Thurlow, then they would li.ive made out 
their charge : but to do lo was iripo.! bU, 
All the written tvidence proved, an<l »vlr. 
Markham by his 01 al tclliir.ony coniiun- 
ed it, that Cheyt Sing v/ns bound by his 
agreement to pay eaeli inon'd/s kilt as it 
became due. He paid his kills punchi d- 
ly, laid Mr. Maikbam, wh^n on the 
Jay il became due l*c gave the amovint in 
calh to the Kel'idcnt, or bills on Calcutta, 
payable fifty one days after date. He 
would not detain ilicir L( jdihips longer 
with rcmaiks on fo grouiKlUfs a Charge, 
a Charge that ought not tp liave been 
made at all, and which had been dll- 
proved even i>y the Managers tlumfclvcs. 
His Lorddiip then iiiovul, “ That the 

Commons had made good the (iiHAui- 

cle,as Ir lelated to Cheyt Sing’s want of 
** pun6lu:iliiy in the payment of his kills 
•* in ilie year 1780.” 

The Loid Chancellor faid, that how- 
ever Noble Loids might ditfer on other 
pans of the Charge, they mull be clear 
that this was fully made out. Whether 
the terms in which the Cliarge was coiich- 
rd were correal, he would not lay, but 
?t was clear that Mr. H;dilngs had ac- 
cufed Cheyt Sing ot want of puniluality 
without any jull caulc ; fome, in taCl, he 
paid within the period piclciibed to him. 
lie wasallowcct fifry-onedays grace, and 
be paid for December 17S0 and January 
1781 in thirty-three and loity days after 
the kills became due. 

Lortl Thurlow laid, he was really allo- 
nilhed at the miilake tl>c Learned Lord 
had committed : he was afraid he was 
mifr.d by the fyllabus then beroie him. 
Bui if lie would Jook al ihc evidence, he 


would fee that the want of pnnAuatity M 
Cheyt Sing was completely proved. Hi? 
would not go over the ground again ; liuf 
though Cheyt Sing was not pvin£luaJ, 
Mr. Haftings had been filent until the 
complaint of the public Refident induced 
him 10 write to the Raja. 

The Lords called for the ouellion, 
which was immediately put and nega« 
lived. 


TUESDAY, MA^CH SO* 

Lord Thurlow called the confideration 
of the Committee to that claufe of the 
fiiih Article which contained the charge 
of having illegally delegated the powers of 
the Governor and Council to hiinfelf 
when Mr. Haftings went to Benares, and 
theieoideied the arreft of the perfon of 
Cheyt Smg. His Loi dihip went ovec 
the argunu nts advanced 011 this Charge ^ 
by the Managers of the Houle of Com- 
mons, and tile evidence adduced in fup- 
p<nt of it, and contended that the full 
uii'l fnificient anfwer to each would be 
found in the hilfory of the government of 
the Company’s pefftihons in India, ever 
fir.ee they held any fort of fovereignty in 
iImi couiUiy. Ills Lorddrip dated the , 
level al pieccdents to be met with in that 
liillory, which proved tlie pra6licc to have 
been no novelty whatever, but on the 
contrary that it had been refoital to 011 
various occafions, wlitne tlie perfon en- 
truded with tlie highed office in the civil 
and m litary clepaitments had left Cal- 
cutta, and gone into the interior or dif- 
tanr pans of the Company’s fettlements 
or dependencies for purpolcsof date poli- 
cy or necefTity. The precedents he cited . 
were thole of 1763 and 1765, when Mr. 
Vdnfiiiait and Loid C live held the firfl 
oftice in the Company's feivice, and the 
recent ill dance of Lonl Cornwallis in the 
courfc or the late war with Tippoo Saib, 

11 IS Lordlliip adverted to the obvious ne- 
ci'illty and advantage of a Goveincr- 
General having a light to delegate and 
pfi'ume to himlelf the powers of Govern- 
ment on great and emei^ent occafions, 
and faid, he deemed the precedents he 
had quoted amounteJ to an ample juflifi- 
caiioii of the condu6l of Mr. Haflings, in 
delegating the powets of the Governor- 
General and Council, and veiling them 
in his own pcii'on, when he went to Be- 
narcb ; he therefore moved, That the 
“ Comn ons had made good that claufe o*f . 
** tlie Article which coniiined ihecliaige 
** againfl Mr. Hallings of having illegally 

clcic« 
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^ (felrgitcd the jpowers of the Governor- 
^ General and Council when he went to 
•• BenaiPt.*’ 

O'n the queftion being put, the Not- 
Coniertr^ had It. 

His Lordfhip next proceeded to what 
paiTcd on Mr. Hailings's anival at Be- 
nares, his aireit of Cheyt Sing, and all 
the coufequences which followed ; the 
partof the Article containing which, ns 
jet forth by the Communs, he ad mitred 
to be a grave, rcnoiis,rind weighty chaige. 
In order to underhand it cie.uty, ind to 
afeertain how far it was criminal on the 
pait of Mu Hidings, it would be ne- 
ceffary, he laid, to examine ail the fnfts 
■nd circumdances, and to confi.icr the 
motives that led to each, ami the effeits 
they feverally produced, calmly and im- 
partially. But previous to his entering 
into a confideraiion of this Impjrlant put 
of the fubjctSl, there weic certain ohiVr- 
vations which he Ihoiild trouble their 
Lordlhips with, and they appeared to be 
fo veiy mateiial as in hi« opinion to re- 
quire their fciious conlidcration. Their 
liordfhips all lecollf-^^'led, tint the dole 
of theye.ar 17S3, a Bill was brought into 
Parliament by Mi, Fox, whole name the 
Bill bore, which l ad for its objed the 
afTiimption of tlie pov,er or liic Ivid India 
f Company by Coinmillionei s to be ap- 
p*InUd by Parliament. That Bill was 
uliimitcly lejtdoci, and the fucceeding 
Adrniniih-ation 1). ought in rmothcr Bill, 
which Idl tiie main^gv-inenl of ii-dr alfairs 
in tlic hands of the Pali Im.ia Company, 
I’ubjed to theadlive confroul ot a Board, 
to whole lituation iclponiibili’y was an- 
nexed. However dilFercnt thefe Bills 
miglit have been in vaiioiis paiticulars, 
yet in Of!c' they both concmied. It was 
all'iimedas a tad, that greni oppreflions 
had been pradded in India upon K ijas, 
Zcmindais, Polygars, £rc. It did hap- 
pen, and rather untoriunattl), that the 
faii of the €;ctfi€nce of thefe opprefflcns 
was Ivippofcd to be fo clear^ as to Tuper- 
fetls the ntcefliiy ot proof, and a^cord- 
intrly a ciaufe, which in litbikance was 
oiiginally inserted in Mr. Fox’s Bill, was 
afterwards copied into the Bill of Mr. 
Pitt, and of coui'le became a law. The 
claufe to which he alluded was the ajih 
of the India Regulating A£l of 17S4, 
commonly known by the name of Mi. 
Pius’s India Bill. That claufe, after a f- 
farming that complaints ha'oe pre*vaite 4 
that divers Retjas, Zemindars, Polygars, 
T^alookdars, &c. within theBritilh lenito- 
rics in India have been unjullly deprived of 
or compelled tg abandon tiuci relinquifh 


their feyeral lands, &c. &c. cnafts* that 
the principles of jnftice and the honoifr 
of this country require that fuch com- 
plaints Ihoiild be fonhwith inquired in- 
to, and fully invelfigated, andif foimdcd 
in tiuih, effectually lediefled. His Lord- 
fhip obferved th.nt this claufe appr.ired 
to him piecifely to meet, and tc* be in- 
tended to meet, the cale nf ClicytSIng. 
Indeed he knew no other pcrlbn to 
whom it could apply. Let their Lord-* 
Ihips coiiliilcr for a moment how they 
Hotel. Not only was the law 
to an Ptnrncdiate invefi^ction of tlu- juf- 
tire of this pei Ion's expuHion, 9nd of 
courfr he mult piefume the calc had hern 
fully inquired into bv thofe who were 
boi'iid by the law to make the inquiry, 
i>iit the If Me of India had licen annually 
laid beh re the Houle of Commons for 
the lalf ciglit yenis j and a particular ac- 
count was pielintud and printed of the 
v irions rsloiit ces of (hekveial Govern- 
ments in Intlia. Under the head of 
“ Bengal Krloutccs,*’ wlficli amounted 
in ihe wliole to five millions and a half 
ItiTling, one of the articles was, “ Benares 
“ Revenue^ foin luiiidrcdand thiry ihoii- 
“ land pounds.” T'ha' very revenue which 
the Commons have declared it criminal in 
All . Haltings m create^ has been publicly 
leceived, and treated as a never- failing 
annual refource, as indeed it has hitherto 
turned out. If then, continued his Lord- 
fhip, tiiC fame bwiy which has impeached 
Ml. Haif.ngs for tins ail of crcniing the 
revenue, has continued for twelve yens 
to icceivc it ; if the law pniitively cn- 
jo niiig ihc Company and the King’s Mi- 
niHers to leltoie Cheyt Sing if he were 
lUijulfly dilpHcll'ed, has bteii obeyed, as 
no doubt it had bi^cn ; mull it not appear 
ii.oll fingular and extraordinary to iheir 
LoidAiips, that this Charge was pre- 
fcired, and infilled upon to the laH? 
The only ufe which he wilhed their Lord* 
Ihips to make of the preceding remarks 
was, that it might induce them carefully 
to look at the natuic of the acculationi 
and compare it with the proofs. Having 
iroubh'd their Lordllnps fo much on the 
j)i\ ceding day on the inbjeil of that part 
of the letter of Mr. Haliings to Cheyt 
Sing, and his anfwer relative to the ca- 
v.thy; having proved by a refeieiice to 
the evidence, not only that the letter rtfclf 
was impudently falh, but that Cheyt Sing 
mull have been convinced that Mr. Hal- 
lings knew it to be falle j he ihould now 
proceed to the other part of that letter, 
which a Noble and Learned Lord had de- 
clared not only to be humble and lbb« 
% a aiiirire^ 
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pniilivei but to contain alfo a full and 
I'atisfs^ory reply to the charges of Mr. 
Haftings. 

His Loidlhlp then proceeded to the fjrft 
article of acculation in the claufc, which 
was, that when Mr. Mailings arrived at 
Benares, he wrote a letter to pheyt Sing^ 
containing charges which were faifc,^ma- 
licious, and wicked ; and that Cheyt 
. Sing's anfwer to tliolc charges was a com- 
plete jultihcaiion ut his conduct. He 
would now proceed to e)f amine the other 
charges, and the Raja’s anfweis. Mr. 
Hallings tells him, that after having fo- 
leninly promiled to pay the war fubfidy 
of 17S0, lie had ciir.^ppolnied him, and 
that the ji) .ppointnunt was attended with 
veiy dilagrceable confecpienccs, and might 
cvc'iHUidly have occ.iliontJ the total loi&ot 
Colonel CanMc’s detachment. To this 
charge the Raja icpUes, that he obeyed 
the oideis njuith the uitnefi alacrity — that 
he firll paid one lack — then one lack and 
ffcveniy tliouhmd jiipees— then wrote to 
remiiie time, and receiving no anfwei, as 
it was no tune tor delay, he completed 
the payment of the rcmiuidcr at ceitain 
dates which he Ip^rcificd. Ilis Lordftiip 
faid, that a refeicuce to the evidence 
would convince their Loidlhips that th »3 
anfwei alio was fnlfe in all its paits, 
and Chcyl Sing could not he ignorant that 
Ml • Hallii’-gs knew it to be falfe. As 
foon as be had paid one lack, which he 
/ml not do until the 5ih of Angiift 1780, 
though iIk demand was made in the latter 
end of Juue, he peiempioi ily rtiuftd to 
pay the Relideni any tiiitherfmn, until 
he got an aiilwer to a Ittitr he had wiit 
ten 10 Mr. Haftings, requiiing further 
time to difpofe cit hib effects. To this re- 
prir«niaiioii the K.ija laid he received no 
anl'wcr ; though a leply w^as immediately 
fciii, lliongly txpreliive of the Board’s 
illlpieafuic at his exculcs, which, they 
faid, thry knew to be fuiile. This dif- 
pltafure of the Board had not the tffedt 
of piocuiing the payment, which was not 
finally made iinljl the i8th of Odober 
1780, although ibe Raja docs not deny 
that he piomdl-d immediate payment m 
the month of July. U was clear, there- 
fore, iroiii the evidence, that to the two 
chaiges pitlcried by Mr. Hallings, the 
ajjfwers were of that nature as well to dc- 
ftive the dcfcriplion given of them by 
Jidr. Haliings ; That they w'tre iin- 
iatisfailoiy in iubftance, the evidence fully 

CfOVCS ■ 

i In the clofe of this letter, Mr. Haftings 
nientions the dilbrdered llaie of the police 
thfoiigUout the Zemindary. Clicyt. Sing 
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a0ures him in reply, that he paid the \0f 
moft attention to that Important 
Their Lord Ihips had a great mafs ot*evI* 
dence before them,which proved tl]^e fallbr 
hood of this reply alfo. The dtfedive 
(late of the police had been a fubjei^ 
of very general' complaint for years^ 
and in no one inllvince did it appear 
that redi'cfs was afforded by Cheyt Sing. 
As to the ftyle (»f the letter ; the humble 
expreflions it contained^ the avowal that 
he was the (lave of ^'Jr, ‘ Haftingi*. 
amounted to jull as much as an Rnglilh- 
man figning himfelf molt obedient 
and faithful fervant of a man whom hi^ 
letter offended, and was meant to offend, 
in every other line of it. ’|t was not pof. 
lible that Mr. Ildhngs, lb many years re- 
iident in Indi.i, lb well acquainted with 
the terms cf correliiondence, Hiould have 
remarked on the ofTen five If yie of the letter 
111 his addrcls to the Board, unlefs the re- 
ntal k wtie well founded. As to its being 
palpably and grol'sly falfe in every parlicu- 
lai, his Lordlhip had no |fi;lltatiun in fay- 
ing that" it was fo. 

Tl.e next allegation was, that Mr. 
Mailings put the Raja under an ancll, 
as it is laid, in another claufe, for the 
puipolc of extorting a fine of foity or 
fifty lacks of lupccs from him. ilc 
would not advert to tlic ciiciimllance 
of the intention never having been coin- 
inuiiicarcd to the Raja ; but as this 
fiaied to be the leal and weighty 
acculation of the charge, he would exa.. 
mine it fdiily and dtllmftly with the evi- 
dence. 

Fu ll then, it was perfetSlIy clear, from 
decUiaiioiis anxioully made by Mr. 
Ilaltings liimfelf, that when he left Cal- 
cutta in July 1781, he intended to levy a 
fine of foity or fifty lacks of rupees from 
the Raja. Lell the world fliould doubt 
his having leally foimed fuch an intention 
fo early, he called upon Mr. Wheler, 
Mr. AndciTon, and Major Palmer, to 
prove the communications which he made 
to them upon tljis fubjedl before he left 
Cilcutta. On his arrival at Bcglepore, 
Mr. Maikham met him, and he comnuia 
nicatcd his intention to him allb. Mr. 
Markham obfei ved, it was a very large 
fum, and that he believed the Raja's reve- 
nues had been over-rated in Calcutta. 
To this remark Mr. Hallings leplied, 
«« We will talk furtlier on this fubjcfl at 
“ Benares meaning moft obvioufly, 
that if the Raj.t’s wealth and bis revenues 
were iefs than Mr, Hallings had fuppofcvi 
tliem to be, he would take a fmaller fumj 
Conlidei'ing the wealth, which| as it was 
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>i&8rwarJ« proved, the Raja did pofTors, 
ami the nature of bU offences, his Lord> 
ihij^id, he had no hefitaiion in giving 
it as^s opinion, ihetMi. ILdtings had 
not exceeded ilie hoiinds of’ moderation 
and julhee, in fixing the amount of the 
'fine at forty or fifty lacks. By fo domg 
he would liavc punidicd a man noiorioudy 
ctirafte^fed, he would have deprived him of 
part of the rneJnsoficfiliing theanrliority of 
thelbvercign Sutein fuinre, an;! he would 
very m.'terially luiveivlievcu iheexigenties 
of tlie Company, whiclt were at that time 
in the highelt degree alaiming. But if 
there were Noble Lords woo Uioogluthe 
fine beyond the ofibncc, ilill hL L-'idlhip 
laid, unJefs fume rniidci* inotivis werei'ii- 
puud to Mr. Waitings ns the groiiml of 
his proceedings, he coiild not CAJiiccivc 
how it would be poihble to impnie cii- 
XTiinality to him. As for bimfelr, ho was 
decidedly ot opinion from tlie evidtiice, 
that Ml . lladings would have been jullifivd 
in depriving Lheyt ^ing of his Zciuindaiy 
altogether. 

Having confiilpred the circuinfiance of 
the arrelt as cunne^led with the intentioii 
uf levying a fjne (and in tliis, as in every 
other countiy, fines uie a branch of public 
Vevenue), he would now pioceed to the 
Charge which fUted, that the an eft dif- 
"gract’d Cheyt Sing in the eyes of his fub- 
,ic6ls. I'here was fill I evidence to piove 
that it could have liad no I'ucli 
^riiat the acf liifgraced the Bnglifh in tlie 
^yes of all Hindoltan. It waj» fully 
^Toved in e^jtdence that no fuch dilgrace 
attached to us irom this aiSf. — i lut the 
K ija W'lote letters of defponucncy and 
alarm, and that Mr, Halbngs took little 
notice of them. It is in proof that he 
wrote to the Kaj.i to let his mind at red, 
and to be uinirr no alarm or unearmvL.— 
It was iicx? lt«.icd that a fiuUen €[ffray 
lofe in cor.it (]iieiicc of ihe oalr.ijJc*, c.^eitd 
lo the Raja, ..ud ihu the guaul was de- 
itioyed by the finy of the popuiace. His 
Lou'lhip fml, that it *ippc.iied rnanifcitly 
«:iear,'tiom the evidence of Co!<inel Pup- 
ham, Lieuiemint BnicU, Mr. M.iikhain| 
and a vaiiety of alfidavits, that the popu- 
lace weie eniiu'ly unconcerned on the oc- 
talion. He would Have it the moie par« 
liculaily, bccaufe a Noldc and Letrned 
Xord (Loughboiough) had, onafoimcf 
day,ca1kd the bntineis a I’udden affray, fud- 
deiily pi ovoked by the infolence of a Chuh- 
tlar, Called ^heyt Kim. 

The circiinutances were thefe, as ap- 
pealed by all tile evidence* — After Mr". 
Mdikbam had p&t Clieyt Sing under an 
aiicH, the orders which he leu with the 


commanding officer of the party wereuiir 
fortunately difregardeJ, and Icveral per, 
Tons who had commanded bodies oftroopf 
which accompanied Cheyr Sing to Buxar, 
were admitted to his pi ell-nee. Theof^ 
ficei* curly law the dangtions cor.fcquence 
of his imprudence, and dilcovered af tlu 
fame time, that the two companies of fe? 
poys widen he commaiidcd had no am- 
munition. Intelligence wa? lent of thh ^ 
iiegii.!*!: to Colonel Fvipham, ^nd at the ’ 
fame time cinfidciable bodlesof men v/err 
obU'iVv'jl c: oiling tlic liver in boats fron 
R:iiiin,r,ur to siiew.ilUh. With the |Coii> 
piny, ilu;iji‘oic, that wL'iit with a fupplr 
of ainmu utlon, a melTige waa lint froii 
Mi . liadaigs, which, Mi . Markham fiys, 
they wcic ohlii.cd to makt a \eibaj mef- 
Lgo, h^ c:iuic tlie Dm liar was broken up^ 
and tl.tTi- v-asno Meutrithee lo writt a let* 
tei. Ihu piiipoir of this ineffagc was^ 
that il a Idc wtie lolt, Clicyi Sing Ihould 
anf.verfi r it. Civ yi Ram, who was in* 
llruvLd to deliver i.ns incfi ige, was an 
oJtl man, near fevciUy ye.us of age, who 
had aKv’)s been employed botli by Mr. 
Maiklum and his piedvcefibr in deliver- 
ing nicfia^^ts lo C'icyt Sing, in the fiiine 
manner as .1 man of liiniiar decree was 
en>ploycd in Ciirymg mefljges fioii^ 
C..eyt bing to Mr. Markham. Noble 
LoiJs woutci obieive, that the menage 
W. 1 S coiich'ol in le'-ins of menace— and 
nect'ilaiily In couclitd, for it was intended 
by that melfagc, not to piovokc the tu* 
mule, hiif, i; poHiblc, to pi event it, bj 
exciil- g i, hi-yi Sii-g's. appiehenfions for 
ins own fate. 'I his man accompanitd 
the paity that Lieuiemiit Bu'itli com)* 
njur.dt'd, and being known, was peimitted 
to pals on to the prelence of the Raja, 
where he dclivcied iiis mcfl’age, as loine 
aliliiavits fay, pdlionauly and v:oi6nt!y ^ 
and it was vrry mtiui.d for the men who 
made tiiofc affidavits 10 conctivo fo, even 
thuovh the Chubdur had merely delivered 
the inclLge piecifely as it was given to 
hull. B n whether he delivered it as th« 
affidavits Hate it,or whether, as Mr Mark* 
ham thmksi he did not Hep beyond the 
Co ..indfion that was entrulU-d to him, it 
is pu^ved beyond all polfibuity of doubt, 
unuls the Court conceive all the wit- 
nelfes to have been perjured, that the at^ 
tack began fi om the K ijCs troops oo//^- 
cut, before Cheyt Kain had delivered tht 
liiJf'ige *w/thin, LicuteMaul Birrell dif- 
tinffly fvvears, that after his company 
appeared in front of Shewallah, they wen 
iiiltantly fii ed upon, and fevei ai wei e killed 
and wounded by the fii A difeharge. Thii 
was the fignal the daughter within 
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The juft conclufion tlien from all the 
evidence \vas thii, th ir Loon as Mr. 
Mai k ham Had quutLd ihe Raja, a’ld 
his {cvcr.ii conniMinders were ir.iprii- 
dcmly adniiitcd to hib prtiencu, rnea- 
fures vvtic tL.ki.n tor h«b vtiliu. Four 
jhoulinti forces w « rc C'*iU<^td 

In a uiort rune, and ihe rt fcuo was cf- 
fettCi'. Ills L‘jro/hip <.t Ju'ed Noble 
liOros wou.U atiLi](A to the next ftep 
•J&ktn by Chey Sin^^. MclTergers 
\'ere fn/t lo lyzibrtd. as appeared by 
Mari-iiiin'-'* evi'ci-ce to ttil the 
wiiji lirtd h.ipp'.aed : fhiswas 
cn the i6to, and ny iliC iiU of Ai.gull 
lir^’e ,bo>i:- ftoi troi ps were in moilon ia 
die road trooi b^zuoad j uciicumCtance 
^hicli, among many others, proved a 
previous cvinceit between Cheyt Sing 
Jind the lb Jum. 

It \S'*beiC.ir tiierefore, Lord Thur- 
low faid, that il:e rcicne was not ccca- 
Itoncd by the mtifage delivered by 
Cheyt Ram j that jt was not the con- 
Icqu tnce of a fiuidtn atFray ; tliat the 
populace were ignorant ot all that was 
palling, lincc it i$ proved that no one 
inhabitant of Benares was a party to 
iht atiair. 

The next queftian to coilfider was, 
V/hctiicr the arrtft was in iifelf lb 
dii'gi aceful as to drive the Raja to re- 
ftftan.e, rather than lubiiiit to fuch 
HU iiidigrity ? Here, his Lordfliip laid, 
they had the evidence of every Gentle- 
xHiiU examnud tu prove that it was hq 
H iore an indignity to him, than it 
would be to any otlicr perfoii. It was 
in piuol iiiat arieiU wjre crunmoii 
throughout the country, and the only 
mode if proceeding. In 1772 M?ho. 

Reia Cawn, the Naib of Bengal, 
a.refied, and brought down a pri- 
ibucr to Cnlcuita, by orders from rhe 
Co’iiif uf jjircCAs^rs. in 17:^9 the Raja 
of liurdwd'i, a n.rtn infinitely bigiier 
in rank than Ch'->t Smg, was lined 
<ivc ihoufanJ rupe.;s by L..»rd Corn- 
walhs, for not om.ying orders relative 
to the tr nui»uiii.ju of fome revenue pa- 
pers to C.'lcurta ; and on a dehiy in 
pstynicni, iu- w.,. » i^rdered to be arrtfted, 
and if hr did 11 jt p.iv the money m 
twcr.ty-four hours, to be fenta prnbner 
to C^iiUtta It was clear, ihercfoie, 
that uisleU Cheyt Sing had conceived 
Jiimfelf ripe ft»r rcfiltance, he would 
Jjavc fubinitrcd to the arrtft, and by 
thatmear.i. bave prevented all the con fc- 
quenecs which heperlbnaliy fuiTtrcd by 
]ii& diiobed ence. 

t» the remaining par: of. 


this allegation, he ftould not go parpr 
t'cularly into it, until he heard ffte 
lentjments of other Noble Lords. AVlf. 
Krtltmgs was charged with y 4 fmi- 
nality, in rtfiifing, after the R*»ja was 
in Open rebeilion, to lilttn to his pro- 
pofrtis of accommodation. He pre- 
iumed, until he heard the contrary, 
that no Noble Lord v. ould think Mr. 
Hailing^ con id have lilUncd to overw 
ture-i, which all the teftimony plainly 
evinced wue made with an intent to 
lull Mr. Haftmgs into temporary fc- 
cunty. To rrtat with him, appeared 
to Lorolhip 10 be impoinblc, and 
tiiat wa. the general opinion. Mr. 
Haihiigs hjd wifely correiled in th® 
new aiTdiigLiuf nts, the m’ftakes of the 
for’cer. lit raiibd the Conijiany’s rent 
to forty lack«i or rupees — a lum which 
the country could well afford to pay, 
bteaure it had paid it from the year 
to this day. He would not allow 
the new K^iji to retain forts nor a mili- 
tary force* ; and what Mi. Haltings left 
Jnipcrfett, Loid Cornwallis very wifely 
made ccmpletely perfect, by placing 
the Raja on th<; footing of every Ben- 
gal Zcinindcir, and coii. milting the en- 
tire government of the country 10 th® 
Englith Relidcnt. 

His Lordlhip faid, that in the fettlc- 
ment made with Cheyt Sing in 1775, 
there appeared to him to be a radical 
dcte^K The Raja was placed fo near 
to independence, that the moment lie 
conceived independence to be within 
hisgrafp, he naturally attempted to at^ 
tain It, On reading tlie niinurts of 
that day,Mr:I>ai well appeared in him o 
lee the niatrcr in its true point of view; 
He would tithtr have made the Raja 
completely independent, or have placed 
hiiii entirely under the controul of the 
Briii/h Government. 

His Li rdlh'p laid, though he was 
not aware that be had omitted to ftate 
any material point ; yet he would ic- 
ly on their Lordlhips indulgence for 
permijiion to intrude upon them again 
if nccelTary j and would now content 
iiimfclf with moving,** That the C^m- 
“ monshad made good the firft Article, 

‘ info Far as i: related to Mr. Haftings* 

•* preferring faifeand nuhcious charges 
agdinft Cheyt Sing, and arrcihng his 
«♦ perfon.” 

The Earl of Caernarvon faid, that if 
he had lormtd dii erroneous judgment, 
lie anxiouily wiAed to change his opi- 
nion ; but nocliing Oiat he bad yet 
heard hud induced him to alter it ; nor 

luid 
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the manyohrcmtions which 
thc^Koble and Learned Lord had made, 
the imprclfion which the Fa6>s 
ilated m the Charge had made on his 
mind. It had not been proved, to his 
convi6^ion at Itaft, that the delegation 
of the powers of the Govei nor-Gcneral 
and Council to himfelf, allcdged in the 
former pare of the Chaige, was legal; 
or, admitting for a moment that it was 
a legal delegation, it had not been 
proved that the delegation had been 
made for any fuch ulc and piirpofe as 
the Defendant made of it by arrefting 
Chevt Sing, and treating him with all the 
indignity and rig uir that he had compell- 
ed him to endure. The Noble and Le irn- 
rd Lord had ivaied various precedents of* 
delegation of the powers of the L'hi-^f in 
office in India, and hii» Council to that 
Chief , bat ht utterly denied that there 
was the Iniallrlt ar^alogy in any one of 
thofe precedents to rhe cafe in (]ueftion. 
In rhe cafes c ted by the Noolc Lord 
of the deleg ni^n of the powers of the 
Briti h G<jv riMiicnt in India to the 
Chief in office, tliey were every one of 
them delegations or power for the cx- 
prels pnrp Te of en ibling tlic Chief to 
perform a ftated, and important 

with a vie v to the attainment of 
fomc one great and fpecific objid*!:. 
Taking it for granted, therefore, that 
the delegation of the powers to Ivir. 
Haftjngs w.ds legally made, let their 
Lordlhips look to the minute of the 
Board, entered on ihe Confultations, 
to fee for what exprefs purpolc it had 
been made. The minute fiatcd, that 
the GoX'ernor-General was invcilcd 
with “ full power and aurhoriry to 
form Jucb arrangements with the Ra- 
‘‘ ja ol Benares, tor the better govern- 
ment and management of his Zc- 
mindary, and to perform fuch a^s 
for the improvement of rhe interclt 
which the Company polfefles in it, 
as he fhali think fir and confonant to 
rhe mutual engagements fubfifting 
** between the Company and the Raja.*' 
His Loj-dihip rcalontd pointedly up- 
on the terms of expreifion, and on the 
reafonable inference fcfulting from the 
whole of the minute. The word «r- 
rang.vientu he contended, plainly im- 
plied that the Governor vvas to arrange 
luch a.^ds as he Ihould tliink confonant 
to the mu.ual engagement fitbfifltttg be^ 
tween the Compuny and tbe Ra;a^ in an 
aHucable way, and not to deal with 
him io the hirfli and hoftiie manner 
which Ivir. Hailing had taken upon 


himfelf to adopt. Having difeufTed thi» 
very fully, tbe Earl faid, with legard 
to the other faffs aliedged as enmef 
and mifclemeanors, whatever iiiconfift- 
cncy there might be in the Commons 
having preferred the Charge while ^hcy 
enjoyed the benefits arilang from thci 
a<£ts cf Mr. H'lftings, he was not now 
to con Oder. An accufaiion fiatcd to b» 
criminal vs as preferred by a body com* 
pc tent to prefer it ; and it was his 
duty, as a judge, to confider whether 
the Ciirft gc vv as proved or nor, and to 
ronfidcr that only. He Hill thought 
that Mr. Hafiings was atSliiated byv mo- 
tives of revenge in writing the letter 
that he did write to Cheyt Sing, and 
alfo in putting him undtr an arrcft. 
He again referred to the I'efciicc of 
Mr. Ilafiini^s, where that Gentlemao 
faid, that wliilc he thought Cheyt 
Sing had him and not the Company 
for his ob'et^t, a fine of forty or fifty 
lacks would, he conceived, be a fufficient 
puniflimcut for his offence. He en- 
tered into a long arguiueiu as to the 
legality of the dclcgarirr.i, and fait!, 
that at all events Mr. I Tailings vvas not 
empowered by that delcgi ti n ro arreft 
the perfon of Cheyt Sing, for the pur- 
pofe of exafling from him a tine of fort/ 
or fifty lacks. 

Lo«-d Thurlow in reply faid, that, nf- 
rcr having lb fully explained to rlicir 
Lordfhips that tite palT’ge quoted hy 
the Noble T.ord was neirlvT written by 
Mr. IIarringR,norev< n ft d' by hirr, until 
he herrd it read in the Moule of Com- 
mons, he did not expert that any fireft 
vvomld be laid upon it. He v/ifiicd, 
iiowcvcr, as the Noble Lord did pro- 
fefs CO quote it, he w< uid. quote it as it 
really fiood. The paPi'ise did not run 
as ihe Noble Lord had fiited, but in 
‘he following words: — “So long as I 
cenceivfd Cheyt Sing's mii'cjndudt 
and contumacy to have me rather 
“ than the Company for its objc6>, cr 
“ at leaft to be merely the effect of 
pernicious advice, or mifgnidod fol- 
ly. wichout any formal' defign of 
openly refitting^ our authority, or dif- 
*• chiming our fovercignty, j looked 
“ upon a confidcrabic finc^av fufiicient 
** both for, his immediate puniflimenr,, 
“ and for binding him to fiuurc go«*>d 
“ behaviour.” Lord Thurlow faid, 
he was fiircthat the Nobh Lord would 
have the candour and the juftice to 
fay, that this pHlfigt w'as very diiTerent 
indeed from his Lordfiiip*& fiatement 
of it. 


Lord 
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liOr^ Caernarvon ihat there 

"was a difference, which in the hurfy of 
freaking he had certainly omitted to 
ffate. 

The Karl of Mansfield faid, he wifh- 
ed that the prefent (juellion had been 
divided into two I'ubjcdU of difeufhon, 
to avoid the dilcmmii of derernmiing on 
the guilt or innotcncc of a perlon who 
.had obtained great advantages, which 
the Public had appropriated to itfclf, 
while they profccutcd ilic perfon for 
the ad\ 0 / procuring ihefe ad’.^antages 
for them, fn almolt every point he 
agreed inoft completely witli the NoWc 
and Learned Lord who, with lo much 
ability, and lb much to his own ho- 
nour, had fully inveftigrtted the picfcnt 
Charge. On a fingle point he had a 
doubt, though he confeffed it was but 
a doubt ; yet, Handing as he did in ifie 
awful, and he would add, to hir.i, the 
tremendous charn'^ter of a ji»d ;e, he 
deemed it lut duly to flatc hii. u clings 
to their Lord ISips, and in as few wouKs, 
conlidering the latencfs of the hour, rs 
he poliibly coi'ld. He fully cxJiicuritd 
with the Noble end Learned L'ud in 
opinion, tliat tlw nghr of tlo: Lutilh 
Government to demand m’ lit '^ry aid of 
Cheyt Sing, tn war, w ,s provt d ce- 
vond a polhbiLity of c^UKHi-in. Irde d 
iie was a{loni/lii.cl thai men of furh ta- 
lents as thole 'vlio managed the Ln- 
peachinent, ctu'.d have tiucrr.rncd a 
doubt upon tlic fubye'-d. He was 
equally convinced, that tb.ere was not 
the flighteft rcafoii ro d'Uibr ilic right of 
the Uritilh Governmenr to demand tl.c 
airiHance of a body of cavalry from 
Cheyt Sing ; and tncrc was not any 
thing like a furpicioii that c<nilJ anlV, 
he conceived, in the mind of any man, 
that in making and enforcing ihclc de- 
mands, Mr. Hditings wns .'CUuicd by 
inaiicious motives. Kqnally convirced 
was he that thcconJuti- of Cluyr Sing 
WHS highly contuiiuiciouR and re- 
fradtorv, and that it defer ved punini- 
nicnt. “ Godi forbid !*' faid his Lord- 
Ihip, ** that I Ihoiild lay ibv. llightcH 
** ftrefs upon any crprcHion*. in a De- 
“ fence, which, it is fully proved, Mr. 
** IladinHS never \\r>itc, and the oh- 
je^lionablc parts rif which he never 
“ law; howevt'r imprudent l may con- 
ctivc* Mr. Ha(ling*= to have been in 
•* prcfeptlng fiir-h a Dcfcnee at the 
bar of thV Hoiife of Commons. As 
•' to the arreft of Clu vt Sirg, as a 
‘‘ pidge, I can fee nothing criminal 
** in the a<5> ; though, as a Hatrfman, 
1 ihink it wa;, rafh, precipitate, and 


“ unwlfe, under all the cireumftancjr^r 
“ of the cafe. Coupling the 
“ with the purpofe intended 
“ namely, taking from him fql^y or 
** fifty lacks of rupees, 1 much doubt! 

whether the fine Wr^s not fo. heavy ac 
“ to he deemed cxccflivt. But when 
“ I confidcr that Mr. Haflings a6>cd| 

“ as in my confcience I believe he did, " 
** from thepureft motives — when, after 
“ the m«)ft careful and attentive exa- 
“ ir.lnation of the evidence, I can find 
“ nfuhing that induces me t6 believe 
‘‘ he' wa-j adluated by a corrupt or ma- 
litioiri motive— when I confidcr the 
“ alarming ftate of India at that mn- 
“ meriLous period, furrounded as Mr. 
“ llafiings was by cncmic*-, and in' 
“ hourly cxptiflation of the arrival of 
** a powerful armament from France— 

** when I reflect that, under Provi- 
dc'ncc, he was the happy infirumcnf 
“ of preferving that valuable empire 
** U) Great Brit?ir, and that every 
** mrafurc he rook had no other object 
“ than tlie prtfervar.ion of the t'nipire, 

*• 1 e.trnot bring rrs} fclf to think that, 
the* intTc niiftakc in the amount of 
“ tiic fine wliich ouiiht to iiavc been 
“ ievivd upon Cheyt Sing, is an ait of 
“ cvii-*in.ii!tY ; and the more efpeciwily 
iMr. IJafiings clii! not cojiVi rt the ’ 
“ in*me"y to his own ufe, but applied 
it to the prefTing exigencies of the 
“ fervive of the Britidi Government in 
“ India.*’ An additional reafon for his 
wiHiing that the ii/rt fl had Ijeen fepa- 
rattcl from the con fi deration of all that 
p lOVd aficr the rebellion of the Raja, 
his Lordfliip faid, \vas becaufe Mr, 
was clearly juftified in the 
VI hole of his fubfequent conduct by 
every principle of policy and prudence. 
In order to determine how fai* Mr. 
ITaPwings was warranted in dealing with 
Cheyt Sing as he conceived Sujsih 
Dowlnh would have dealt with him 110 *^ 
der the rime circumftanccs, or as any 
ether abfolutc Prince would have dealt 
with his dependent, as in the cafe of the 
failure of obedience due from a vaiTal 
to his liege Lord in feudal times; it 
was ncceffary, in the one inflance, to 
examine and to afeertain what the prin- 
ciples of the fendji fyftcm were ; 
and in the other, wh^t were the known 
principles of the fyftem of government, 
pra^liicd under the ahfoliLtc Princes of 
India ; before their I-ordlhips rook upon 
them to decide, whether the punish- 
ment inflicted on Cheyt Sing was war-* 
ranted by his difubedienee atnd contu./ . 
macy. 

Tht 
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^The hiftory India, his Lord (hip 
jTai^^s far as he had made hiinfclf mai- 
t^r o^t, afforded abundant proof that 
fine confinement were the ufual 
modes of piinilhmcnt adopted by the 
iibfolutc Princes of that part of Afift, 
when their dependents had been guilty 
of difobcdiencc and contumacy. The 
£arl faid, to his furprife, it had been 
much inflfted on in Weftminfter Hall, 
that Cheyt Sing was an independent 
fovereign Prince, or Lord ; whereas it 
was cl^ar beyond all quefiion, that he 
was to all intents and purpofes a de- 
pendent, firlt on Sujah Dowlah, and 
afterwards on the Britilh Government 
in India, and confequcntly rcrponfiblc 
to Mr. Haftings, in his charafter of 
Governor-General, for the whole of his 
conduct. “ On thefe confiderations, 
V therefore, and thole I have before 
ftated,” faid his Lordlhip, “ I lhall 
certainly concur with the Noble and 
“ Learned Lord in voting, that the 
Commons have not made good this 
“ part of the Firft Article.** 

The Lord Chancellor laid he would 
not go over the fa 6 ls that conflituted 
the Charge again, having, fo fully done 
that laft week ; he would only make a 
ffew obfervatioHs relative to the feelings 
which, fpeaking as a judge, imprclTcd 
his mind on the occafion. He (aid, it 
^vas a known principle of Knglifti law, 
that every offender under the Britilh go- 
vernment ought to have his punilhment 
nieafurcd ad modutn r/^/z^^/jand that the 
idea that a Britilh Governor, amenable 
to the fovereigniy of Great Britain, was 
juftified in a&ing as an abfolute and 
defpotic fovereign Prince, was not to 
be tolerated. Mr. Haftings had no 
authority to aft as a dcfpotic fovereign, 
and it was evident from his own word , 
that he did not proceed to punifh Cheyt 
Sing ad modum dclUii^ but fub modb 
Sujah Dowlah. He would not allow the 
inftance of the obedience of a vaffai to 
his liege Lord in feudal times to be 
qnitc parallel and ftriftly in point, and 
he conceived that if the motives of Mf. 
Halliiigs were to govern their Lord* 
Ihips, they were to kwk to Mr.Haftings*s 
own avbwal of the liaturc of his motives 
and principles. 

The Marquis of LaWnfdowne faid, 
much prdile was due to their Lordlhips 
fur the calm, deliberate, and grave 
ni;LBner in which they had thken up the 
bufinefs, and proceeded to go tbirough 
the Charges. Such conduft, in hU 
mind, did the Houfe the higheft ho* 
Part VIII* 


nour. He ridiculed the prctcnfions to 
rank, relpcft, and royalty fee up for 
Cheyt Sing. Having heard lb much 
of his impoitancc, lie had been at fome 
trouble to afeertain who that grc.u inau 
was, and in conlcqucncc of his re- 
fcarches he was enabled to declare, 
that Cheyt Sing had no line of anceftry 
to be proud of, no honourable lineage 
to boa ft : his grandfather was an ad- 
venturer of fome parts, who made his 
way by dint of ability and intrigue, as 
mod a^lventurcrs do, ^nd by thofc 
means he got poffeliion of Benar.cs, and 
oufted the former holder of thediftrifts 
and revenues bLlonging to it ; hTs fon, 
Biilwant Sing, who I’u'.ocedcd l:im, but 
liad not equal parts (for it does ikjI al- 
ways happen that a Ton inherits his 
father’s lenfeand talentb), was another 
intriguer ; and his grandlbn, Cheyt 
Sing, a third intriguer. Each threw 
off the rightful lovercigii, and the lall 
would have intrigued hn* tlvnt purpofe, 
probably with the Erift India Company, 
and to the fame efteft, if Mr. Haftings 
had not prudently checked his ambi- 
tion. When he heard the abufe that 
had been thrown on Mr Halting^, and 
faw him, like Sir Wa'tcr Raleigh, com- 
pared to a Spider of Hell,'* he was 
anxious to know the extent of his 
conduft, under all the circumflances 
of the time that he was Governor-Ge- 
neral of India, and particularly what 
the authority and powers were under 
which he afted. With this latter viexv 
he had inquired for Mr. Haftiug-;** 
commiliiott, and wat aftonifhcd when he 
found it to be ft) cxtreiticly (hort and 
comprehenfive. Seeing that, he afked 
for his inrtruftions, for every one of 
their Lordfliips who had been in office, 
well knew that when a new Governor 
w.is font our to any of his Majcfty’® 
American Colonies, or Britilh depen- 
dencies abroad, it was not oniy ufual to 
give him a long commilfioii dcl^ribing 
his powers, but to accompany it with 4 
fet of inftniftions, in ordet to providcf 
as much as polliblc, fut* the objt'fts in 
contemplation of his Majtfty’s Miniftett 
at the tiihc. Was that the cafe with 
Mr. Haftings ? Nothing like it. He 
held his coiumifTion in his hand, the 
Marquis (aid, and he would read it to 
their Lordlhips: It was but Ihort. The 
purport of it was, “ that the Direftors 
of the Eaft India Company appointed 
Warren Haftings, Efq. Governor- 
General of all their pefteiilons in 
<< India, and iavefted him with the 
A a ** whole 



t 178 1 


** whole government Civil and military,*’ 
With refpcft to inft ructions, Mr. 
Haftings did not carry out a fingle line. 

Hie commiflion was his foie authority ; 
and would any man, after hearing what 
Ke had juft dated, venture to alTcrt, 
that Mr-Haftings, asGovernor-General 
of India, was not robe confidcred as an 
ibfolute Sovereign Prince in India ? He 
■was fo to all intents and purpofes, anti 
it would have been abfurd to have ex- 
pefted any good 10 have rcfulted from 
nis government, if he were viewed in 
any other light. , . / • 

The Marquis inftanced the Icrvices 
of Lord Cornwallis, and faid, great and 
important as thole I'erviccs were, the 
TS\ob'<3 Lord could not have ntchieved 
risMu, if he had not been allowed to 
exert abfolure power. He was aware 
that he poircffcd, and he had exercifed 
it ill various inftanccs much to bis own 
honour, and the advantage of the Com- 
pany and the Britilh interefts in India. 
On the other hand, he thought, whatMr. 
ITaftings perhaps would not he plcafed 
TO hear, that he did not ftand intitlcd 
to have hib condiift tried by the prin- 
eiples of Englifti jufticc. If it had been 
prafti cable, he ought to have had Ma- 
homcJiii judges and aMahonicdan jury. 

It was not polfiblc that Britilli judges 
and Britilh jurors could be competent 
to decide on condii^l arifing out of cir- 
cumftances fo new to Bririfh cars, fo ir- 
reconcileable to Britilh cuftoms. The 
genius of the Government being free 
vnJ liberal, all praftices under it were 
njceffarily governed by the fame prin- 
ciples of freedom and liberality. Not fo 
thccondudl of arbitrary Sovereigns ; the 
luitiwls of their fubjcAs being familiar 
with the fijf^h't of unlimited piowcr in 
daily cxercife, they complained not of 
injufticc, and fuffered without a mur- 
rtur, when they were confeious they 
only fuffered one day, what might be 
the lot of their neighbours the next. 
From thii view of defpotifm, and the 
condu 6 l of defpotic Princes, the Marquis 
laid, he conlidered it as downright non- 
fcnlV to talk of applying the precepts of 
the Chriftian religion, and the^irinciples 
of Englilh government, to fubjefts ac- 
cuftomid to live underMahomedan taws. 
Mahomedan cuftoms, and the fyftcm of 
' opprelRon pratlifed under the govern- 
ment of abfolute Princes. 

The great, and indeed only queftions 
in the cafe of Mr. Haftings ought to be 
thefe : — Had he governed India to the 
lacisfadtion of tke people ? and had he 


improvV^d the intereft which his nativi^ 
country had in thofe diftant poflelfi^ } 
Thefe would have been the only c^ef- 
tions which the late King of OAllia, 
the greateft and wifeft Man of tT»e age, 
would have alked Mr. Haftings, if he 
had polfelTed fo rich a dominion and f« 
meritorious a fervant. That able ftatef- 
man and profound politician would 
have ^calt with a perfoii holding and 
cxcrciling a diftant government of great 
importance and authority in this way. 

He would have looked to the general 
refult of his Governor’s «onduS. He 
would have faid, “ I fent you to rule 
over an extenfive territory, peopled 
with thirty millions of fubjefts. 1 en- 
tniftedyou with live millions of revenue 
for the fupport of youc government, 
and I gave you unlimited powers. 
Have you abufed thofe powers ? Have 
you embezzled the revenues entrufted 
to your management ? Have you injured 
the fubjefts put under your protection ? 
or have you dimiuiihed tha extent of 
my territories?’' Had fuch queftiona 
been put to Mr. Haftings, what would 
have been the anfwcr ? 

The anfwer their Lord/hips well 
knew, becaufe it was the language of 
truth: — “ I came to the government^ 
when its rcfoorces fcarcely exceeded 
three millions a year— when I left it, 
they were increafed to live millions liva, 
hundred thoufand pounds a year. I en* 
larged your dominions, and X left the 
people happy and contented, and plcaf- 
ed with my conduit.” The King of 
Pruffia, fatisficd with fiieh an anfwer, 
would have .enquired no further. Ht 
would not have defeended to inquire 
into the minuiia of his government, or 
laborioufty employed himl'elf in tracing 
out every peccadillo and miftake aril-- 
ing from’error of judgment. He would^ 
not have been trying his Governor for 
years together after hia return home, in 
order to difcover feme pitiful draw- 
back from fcrvices the moft meritori- 
ous and ufcful to his country ; he would 
have acknowledged that Mr. Haftings 
had made a beneficial ufe of the abfo- 
lute power lodged in hU hands. -The 
Marquis trufted, that no perfon waul'd 
conftrue what he had laid, as intending 
to caft a rcffedi:ion on the Houfe of Com- 
mons for prcferringtheaccufation.Their 
motives were perfedHy pure, he was con- 
vinced. He concluded by declaring, t|iac 
he Ihould not finally^ vote, yet he had 
examined the Charge with the clofeit 
nctencion ; he was fatisfied, that inftead 
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TnaHcioufl 7 persecuting and ^gerly 
Cp^clling Cheyt Sing, Mr, rfaftings 
hai^^anifciled patience and forbear- 
^Qce^en to a blamcable degree, and 
ivas convinced inhisconfcicnce that Mr. 
Hiiftings ought to be acquitted of every 
part of the Charge. 

The BiAiop of Rochefter Said, when 
he confidcrcci the accuf.ition preferred 
againft Mr. Haftings, he could nor, 
confidently with what he thought du.e 
to the character in which he fat in the 
Hoiife, content himiclf by giving a 
ilent vote *, and erpecialiy as, after the 
fuilefi: examination of it, he fiiould vote 
for the entire acquittal of Mr. Haftings. 
His Lordfhip faid, he could not agree 
with the Noble Marquis that it was of 
any conlequcnce to the merits of the 
caiifc, whether Cheyt Sing could boaft 
of a long line of anceftry or not. Be 
he of ever fo obfeure origin, he was 
entitled to juftice as an individual^ as 
jmucli as any other man ftanding in the 
fame relation to the Britilh Govern- 
;nent in India. Neither could he con- 
cur with the Noble Marquis’s idea, 
that Mr. Haftings ought to be tried by 
Mahomedan judges and a Mahomedan 
jury. A Britifli fuhjeft was jiitiflcd by 
Britifh laws to be tried by a Britiih 
^ jury and Britifti judges, ailing upon the 
principles of juftice, recognized and 
eftablillied under the Britiih conftitu- 
tion. Mr. Haftings had been tried by 
the higheft Court in the kingdom j and 
he had no doubt but the Court would 
continue to proceed with that temper, 
impartiality, and fairnefs, which had on 
all occafions fo eminently diftinguifiied 
^ts charailer. 

The Bifliop proceeded to a very mi- 
nute and accurate examination of the 
fails alledged in the pharge as crimes. 
He began this head of his fpeech with 
cbferving upon the tenure under which 
Cheyt Sing held his Zeniindary, and the 
duties that were impofed upon hirp. He 
proved, by a reference to the evidence, 

. that he bad viohued all the conditions 
cf his tenure, and faid it was clearly made 
out, that he had invariably Ihewn himlelf 
a di (loyal and difaffc£lcd (ubje^^^that he 
had aftually forfeited his ^cnjindarvrrr 
and that, m point of fa£l| if Mr. 
Haftings were ccnfurable at all, it was 
fora foolilh partiality to Cheyf Sing, 
which led him to pay too little attention 
to the complaints which for a feries of 
y^ars had been made to him againft 
Cheyt Sing, It \tas not pofiiblcjhc faid, 
to impute a criminal intention to Mr. 
Raftings; and thinking, as his Lord* 


fhip faid he did, that the Zemindary was 
forfeited, it was impolfiblc for him to 
condemn that Gentleman for intending 
to impofc a he.ivy fine upon him for his 
manifold delinquencies. 

He concluded by declaring that he 
ihoulcl vote aginft the motion. 

The queftion being then put, the 
Not -coni a fits were declared to have it. 

FRIDAY, MARCH 13 * 

Lord 7'hurlow rofe to open the next 
article of the allegation in the Benaret 
Article, which was, that after the cx- 
pulfion of Cheyt Sing, Mr. Haftings 
caufed the caftle of Bidjygur, the reh- 
dence of Fauna, to be befieged, though 
Ihcand'thc women had no concern ia 
the fuppofed rebellion; that he never 
inquired whether the treafures contain- 
ed in Bidjygur were the property of the 
women or Cheyt Sing ; that he ftimu- 
latcd the army to rapine and outrage, 
by the wicked orders he ilTucd ; and that 
the women were ultimately plundered 
in confequcnce of thole orders. 

His Lordfnip faid, he'vvould not flop 
to noricc the ftrange mode in which the 
Art'cle was worded ; the blunder of 
calling the ftrongeft fortrefs in Indof- 
tan Ulster Gualior, a Caftle ; and the 
alfcrtion of its being the refidence of 
Fauna and her attendants : Their Lord- 
ihips all knew that it was, in fa6l, the 
ftrong hold of Cheyt Sing, the place 
where he kept all his treafures. They 
knew that Until that fortrefs was cap- 
tured, the war could not be faid to be 
at an end. It was in evidence that 
Cheyt Sing retired with his women 
from Pateeta to Bidjygur, and, unwjU 
ling to riik a fiege himfelf, had quitted 
the fortrefs, carrying with him as much 
of his trenfiire as he could convey 
away, and leaving only what he could 
not carry otf, with a garrifon of feven 
hundred men, his mother, and many 
of the women of his family. It was in 
evidence alfo, that as foon a$ Mr* 
Haftings heard of his flight, Und that 
be had left his women in the fort, he 
earneftly recommended to Major Pop- 
ham to treat Fauna, the mother 'of 
Cheyt Sing, with the utmoft tenderneft 
and attention, to which, Mr. Haftinga 
obferves, ihc was intitled by her fex^ 
her rank, and the ftation Die had filled, 
and ftill more by her misfortunes. 

The queftion for their Lordfhips 
confideration would be, Whether any 
circumftance in the fubfequent letters 
of Mr. Hidings recommended, aiuhe- 
rifed, or ordered a difterent .me 4' of 
A a a pro. 
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|iroceed]|ig to this Ltdy ? The evidence 
adduced he would endeavour to Race 
with corre^tnels. 

After the fiege of Bu'-jygur had con- 
tinued alnu)ft ii month, the evidence 
begins by a private letter from Mr. 
Ilaftinps to Maj.jr Popham, in an- 
ifwer to one from the Major to him, 
which docs not appear. By the nnlwer 
it IS clear, hovvtvtr. that the K-innec 
had made a propofal to retire frr.in the 
fort on conditions whicii ?/Ii- Haftings 
thought urrearonablf , and in a mrdc 
by winch flic miglit contrive to defraud 
the captois of a coiiJidcr4il)ie part cf the 
booty i«r reward to winch he thought 
they WLi-c fo well intitkd. Mr. Ualbncs 
in a letter dated 0£lobcr 2 i, 
fays, he can make no ojcClion ; tliat 
M.'ijor P(?pham mu ft be the belt judge ; 
and tliat he will certainly ratity any 
thing that Major Popham has engaged 
for : but he pofuivety declares that he 
never will allo\v her to hold any land 
or any authority in the Zemiiuhiry, 
withtnit bcMig fubject to the authority 
of the Zcmiiuiar, 

In a fccond letter, dated the -^d of 
l^ovcmbtr, Mr, llallings txprefl'es his 
rcadincfs to comply with all the condi- 
tions on which Fauna had agreed to 
furrender the fort j that is, Ihc had pre- 
ierred certain conditions herfclf, to 
which Ml. Haftings fully confehts ; but 
adds, tliat it, after he has confented to 
her own propofals, ftie docs not give 
up the fort in twenty-four hours, lie 
fhall confider her retufal as a w'anron 
affront ; that he will then grant her no 
conditions, but leave her expofed to 
Tlu fc dangers which Ihc chufes to rife, 
rather than truft to tlic generofity and 
clemency of the Englilh (Jovirnmcnt, 
“ If flic complies',** favs Mr. Haftings 
tj Major Popham, “ it wijl be your part 
to fecure the fort and the property’ it 
contains for the benefit of yuuriblf 
and dctachnuMir.*’ 

Lord rhurlow fa'id, that he believed 
there was not one fy liable in thcl'c 
letters, which was intended to produce, 
or which could poftibiy produce, the 
«ffc6t ftated in the Ariiclc. It was im- 
pollible that thefe private letters to 
Mijur Popham could have ftimulated 
the army to rapine and outrage, for the 
fcontems of them never were commu- 
ricated to the army : The firft contain- 
ed an cpiniciii, that the officers and foU 
diers compofing the hefieging army were 
intitled to the treafurcs which were in 
latter repeated the fame 


opinioiu It was alfo impoffible, tha(^ 
when <ihe fort was furrendered, PauM, 
her relations, and dependants, flio^d 
have been plundered in confcquci^ of 
the fpirit of rapacity excited /iy th« 
orders of Mr. Haftings, becaiife it waij 
proved in evidence, by Major Popham, 
that the accident happened owing to an 
outpoft not having been withdrawn 
agreeably to his orders. • 

Mr. Haftings is next accufed of en- 
deavouring by various artifices to rct 
trad! his own permilfion to the army to 
(hare the plunder, and to recover the 
fpoil which they had divided. — Failing 
in that, he attempted to obtain it as it 
loan ; of which being alfo difappointed, 
he was altogether fruftrated as to the 
attainment of the objedl of his journey 
tollcnares. His Lordlhip faid, he was 
entirely at a lofs how to treat this part 
of the Charge as a crime ; but as there 
certainly appeared to be foniething ex- 
ceedingly unbecoming a great charadfer 
in fuch a mode of proceeding, he 
thought it but right to lay the whole 
tvidi nee before their Lordlhips for their 
con fide ration. 

Bidjygiir furrendered on the loth, 
after a Breach w as made* which the 
fpringing of a mine would very fobh 
have rendered practicable. Imrncdiate.r 
notice was lent to Mr. Haftings of the 
furrender. It does not appear that any 
letter was written to Mr. Haftings on 
the iith; on the 12 th Major Popham 
wrote a letter to Mr. Haftings, but 
without any inc\uion of the divlfion of 
the plunder. Captain Calcraft, an Aid- 
de-Camp of Major Popham, was de- 
puted to Mr. Haftings, and confeffed to 
him that the divifion of the plunder had 
been made. That gentleman told their 
Lordlhips what nailed between him a¥id 
Mr. Haftings ; the dilplcafure expreffed 
by Mr. Haftings at the diviflon havifig 
been made fo fuddcnly, and without 
authority ; his pofitivc denial that the 
letters to Major Popham were meant to 
be or could be con ft rued as an order; but it 
does not appear that Mr. Haftings ever 
entertained the notion of retradling His 
ojjinion, which uniformly was, that the 
officers had a right to the booty, ami 
that he would exert himfclf to obtain' it 
for them legally and fecurcly. The of- 
ficers thcmfelves (continued his Lord 
Ihip) do not quote the two letters in 
ciueftion as orders, after they came to 
the knowledge of them. They fay, ^at 
the opinion bf Mr., Haftings, fo 'fujly 
correfponding with their own', induced 
'■’* tlifc'm 
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^cm to njak« an immediate diyirion. 
^Tr. Haftings in bis anfwcr ^plains 
hiiWelf moft clearly : He fays, that even 
if t»e amount had been uncommonly 
great, Tjic fliould have hoped the Com- 
pany might have had the immediate be- 
nefit of it, in their prcihng exigencies, 
the property being Iccured by bonds 
to the captors ; if a niOileratc lum, he 
would himhJf have authorized the dif- 
tribution ; ard had he in any event 
thought it right to apply to the Board, 
he would himfeif have adviltd the gift. 
Mr. Hdllings adds, that if jMiijor Pop- 
ham conceived his private Utters to con- 
tain the wnicli he attributes to 

them, he is lorry that he did not avail 
hmilelf of ins entire knowledge of Mr, 
Hafiings’s private i'eiinmcnts. He de- 
fires Major Popham to fend him copies 
of all thofe letters, and particularly 
one of the icth of November, written 
by Major Palmer, his fecretary, which 
comprizes his opinions and willies in 
the fulUft and nioft pofitive terms. 
Though Major (now Colonel) Popham 
was crofs-examined at confiiUrable 
length by the Managers, yet it is very 
fingulsr that tlicy never did alk him 
any queltions relative to this very par- 
ticular letter of Mr. Haftings 'i’hc 
f, Managers had the power, if they chofc 
to life it, of removing every doubt from 
the fubjc^l : As the evidence flood, it 
was mull dear, that at every period 
Mi‘. llaftings contended for the right 
of the army to the Bicljygur prize- 
money ; but denied that they were au- 
thorized by him to feizc their right, 
without firft app.lying to him; and it 
is equally clear that the officers do not 
ll.iic the letters, which arc called ortlns 
in tlUChargc, higher than o/>uiions ywhich 
eniircly coincided with their own. 

From this review of the evidence, 
their Lordlljips would determine whe- 
ther Mr. Haftings had ad'ted that lhabby 
part which the Managers imputed to 
him. He thought it no more than juf- 
tice to a man who had filled fo elevated 
a rank in life, to Hate the fa6ls fairly, 
though in truth what the Managers had 
charged did not amount to a crime, 

Jt‘ was next alledged againll Mr. 
Hatlings, that he ailed' againll his own 
declared and recorded opinions, which 
were, that the very idea of prize-money 
was deftruiliim to the army* and might 
to be avoided hkc poifon. Their Lord- 
jhips would find this alfo a charge net 
amounting to a (;rime ; but it would be 
fair CO Hate to them what appeared ir\ 


the evidence; and what carried convl6* 
tion to his mind, that the cafe in which 
Mr. Hailing* ufed the expreliion alliid* 
ed to, was fo exceedingly different from 
that of Bidjygur, as to make it impof- 
fibic to charge him with iuconfifiency. 

it w.as an hillorical fa£l, that .when 
Collim Ally Cawn was driven out of 
Bengal by the Britilh army in 1763, 
ihcv were ailing as auxiliaries to Mcer 
Jalficr, who was exceedingly liberal in 
his promifes to the Britilh troops, aQuri. 
ing them, and ufing moH unfortunately 
a figurative expiellion, after the manner 
of the Oricntalifts, that when they had 
totally defeated and expelled Cu'lfim, he 
\v<tuld fill the cartouch-box of every 
Sepoy with rupees. This promile 
lu ver wa;, performed ; and the army 
was, in confcquencc of the non-perfor* 
iiiancc, in a moll dangerous Hate of mu- 
tiny for feven months, until, by very 
fpirited exertions, the evil was quel- 
led. 

In the year 1774, the Britifli army 
was afting as auxiliaries to Sujah 
Dowlah, in the Rohilla war. The 
Rohillas were defeated in a general 
aftion on the 23d of April; the battle 
was entirely gained by the Kngltlh, who 
marched in piirfuit through the enemy’s 
CMmp, which was plundered hy a body 
of Sujah Dowlah horfe that had net 
been in the cngigeincnt. This natu- 
rally occafioned fonie ill-humour in the 
army, and in the progrefs of rhe cam- 
paign fome of the officers clainiod a 
right to take what Ihould be found ia 
rcciabcet, an open defenceief^ town. 
On an application on the fuhjcdl front 
the Cominandcr in Chief to Mr- 
Haftings, that Gentleman gives the 
orders whicli are quoted in evidence 
by the Managers as contradiding, 
which they certainly do not ni the 
fmallell degree, the fentiments that 
Mr, Haflin^s held in 17S1. The fub- 
llancc is, that the Britilh army was 
ading as a llipcndiary army, in a fervice 
by which the State v)f Bengal was to 
receive confidcrablc benefit ; that under 
no circuiq fiances could they be intitled 
to plunder, except in a fortrefs or camp 
taken by ftorm ; that Sujah Dowlah's 
rcafoning was unanfwer^ble. How 
could he difeharge his engagements 
with the Company, if every thtng in 
the Rohilla country became the property 
of the Bi itilh arm\ ? ‘ 

At Bidjygur the cafe was totally dif- 
ferent ; the Corhpjny’s was the prin- 
cipai^ not tho auxiliary force ; and con- 
• ‘ ^ * fequencly 



[ ] 


fequcntly the fame reafoiiing would not 
•ppiy in the fmnllcTt dcgr'ic. LordThur- 
low profefled that he did not fte fo much 
irrcguUrity in ihe mode of pr^jcceding 
adopted by the officers. The place ir- 
Iclf nuift have fallen in a Vt ry fe.v 
and, to avoid the dreadfuJ con- 
iequcnces of a ^oim, Fauna vas in- 
duced to furrender the fort, on con- 
dition of rcctixing i 5 per cent, on the 
amount of the treal'uies in the fort; 
and Colonel Popham readily granted 
her thofc conditions. Jf, under fuch 
circumAiuces, the forrrefa was/ not to 
be detvned a fortrelii taken by ftorm, 
and itiic ihould be a prevalent idea, that 
nothing could juftify plunder but the 
adtual capture cf a fortrefs by ftorm, 
be was much afraid that no fortrefs in 
future would be permitted to furrei- 
#ler. On all' grounds, Lord Thurlow 
fgid, it was moft apparent, that Mr. 
Ilaliings wa^ clearly with the officers 
in the quertlon of their right to the 
property found in Bidjygur according 
to ijlagc ; iwid the only point in dif- 
pvuc wl'cther they werejuAilied 
in cxcrcifing that right the mft Ives, 
\indcr the two pafTages in the private 
letters from Mr. liallings to Colonel 
Poplum. 

As to all the remaining parts of this 
Charge, he imagined their Lordlhips 
■would be of opinion that they had n(»t 
been made good. It mu ft hdve been 
owing to carcleflhcfs that Mr. fallings 
was criminally charged for railing the 
public revenue from two huncLed and 
tliirty to four hundred ilioufand pound-sa 
year. He had already faid thatthntaddi- 
tional revenue had been regularly paid 
from the time it was fettled by Mr. 
Haftings to the prefent day.Thc remain- 
ing allegations were equally unimpor- 
tant in his mind ; but he would fit down 
without moving any queftion until he 
hc^rd the fentiments of other Noble 
Lords*, for he wasferioufly anxious to 
go into the fulled difeuffion of every 
point on which ihcre could be the fiight- 
eft difference of opinion amongft their 
Lordfbips. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, he had 
no nbjr^lion to the taking the whole of 
tbe rcftfluc of the Charge on one quef- 
tion. bfcaufe undoubtedly the plunder 
«.f tl'ic folditry on the taking of the 
fort of liid.jygur was the m un fa£f al- 
Itfjred in the rcftdim of the Charge; 
but he could not h 1 j d fFcring iratr- 
ridUv Nonle and learned 

Lold, as' to rtalbning iipofi ih.t 


fa£f, all the circumllanccs of tbcir 
cafe, vie would put wholly out of Ae 
queftion all confidcraiion of the feg of 
tne Rarinec, bccaufe, though argument* 
might be drawn from it calcu&ed to 
add to the colouring, and heighten and 
aggravate the extent of the Charge^ 
they vvere rather to be regarded as an 
appeal to the paffions of their Lord- 
fliips than to their judgment. With 
regard to the law of plunder, it was in 
iifelf an indefinite term. He conceived 
that nothing could properly be deemed 
plunder that had not undergone a legal 
adjudication. Nobody would contend 
that an army might Iprcad itfclf over a 
country, andfeize upon every fpecies of 
property it met with, becaulc that 
would not only prove a total want of 
difciplinc, but tend evidently to the 
ruin of the army itfelfi A foldier fo 
poftt fling himlclf of the property of 
another, would not only in the eye «f 
the law be individually refponfiblc to 
the owner, bur would be guilty of a 
criminal aft. That, however, did not 
immediately apply to the conduft of 
Mr. Haftings, iujrefpcft to the Charge 
under the confideration of the Commit- 
tee, upon which, fpcaking as a judge, he 
could not avoid faying, he was im- 
prdfed with a very different opinion t 
from that ftated by the Nobl^ and 
I.earned I.ord. — He thought the con- 
duft of Mr. Haftings throughout the 
tranfaftion highly unjuftifiablc ; and he 
refted that fentiment on the proof af- 
forded by the two letters, that of the 
zzd of Oftober, and that of November 
tiic 3d, from which the Noble and 
Learned I.Qrd had drawn conclufions 
fo extremely favourable to Mr. Haft* 
ings. His Lordlhip read the eflential 
pan of the letter of Oftober az, 1781, 
as follows ; I am this inftant fa- 
“ voured with yours of yefterday, 

** Mine of the fame date has before 
•* this time acquainted you vvith my 
“ refolutions and fentiments refpeft- 
“ ing the Ranncc (the mother of the 
Rt'ja Cheyt Sjing). I think every 
“ demand "ic has made to you, cx- 
“ cept that of lafety and refpeft fop 
“ her pcrlbn, is iiureafonable. If the 
“ reports brought to me arc true, 
** your rejefting her offers, or any 
“ ucgociacioiis with her, would fo6n 
“ obtain you poflellion of the fort up- 
“ on your own terms. 1 apprehend 
“ that Ihc will contrive to defraud 
the captors of a *coNfiderable pa j: 
“ of the booty, by being I’uffcrcd to 

deparp 
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,, tviihout cxamlnatiott j Bi/f 

u confideraiion^ and not 

min^, I ihould be very forry that 
your , officers and foldiers loft any 
!! ofthc reward to which they arc 
10 well entitled ; but I cannot make 
‘‘ any objeftions, as you mull be the bell 
‘ judge of the expediency of the promil* 
** ed indulgence to the Ranncc. What 
^ you have engaged for I will certainly 
ratify ,** &c. His Lordlhip proceeded to 
comment on the language and terms 
this letteTi and reprehended every one 
of the ilrong paiTagesyel'pecially that in 
which Mr. Hallings, after expreffing 
his apprehenfions of the Rannee’s con- 
triving “ to defraud the captors of a 
“ confiderablc part of the doo/y, by bc- 
** ing fuffered to retire without exami- 
** nationt’' but tbn h your con*- 

“ Jiderationt and not mine'* So far 
from this being proper language and 
advice for Mr. Hallings to hold, he 
contended, that it was a grofs n,egle£l 
and omillion of his duty ; and, coupled 
with the next fentence— “ f IhonJd be 
forry that your officers and foldiers 
” Ihould lofe any part of the re ward to 
which they arc fo well entitled,'* 
amounted not merely to a licence, but 
^cld out an encouragement to plun- 
der. 

Having emphatically preffed his re- 
marks on thefe parts of the letter of 
Oflober, his Lordlhip adverted to that 
of November, and obferved upon it 
vvith equal feverity. The letter of 
November 3, 1781, was as follows : “ I 
•* am wiilingto grant her now the fame 
“ conditions to which 1 at firft con- 
fented ; provided that Ihe delivers 
into your pofleffion, within twenty- 
** four hours from the time of rcceiv- 
“ ing your mclfage, the fort of Bidjy- 
** gur, with the treafure and elFcdts 
“ ltdjed therein by Cheyt Sing, or 
“ any of his adherents, with the re- 
** ferve only, as above mentioned, of 
“ fuch articles as you lli&ll think nc- 
ceflary to her fex and condition 5 or 
“ as you lhall be difpofed of yourfelf to 
indulge her with. If flic complies, 
** as 1 cxpe6t ihe will, it will be your 
part to fcciirc the fort, and ihe pro- 
“ perty it contains, for the benefit of 
yourfelf and detachments I have only 
further to requeft that you will grant 
“ an ifeort, if Pauna Ihould require 
•• it,' to condufl her here, or wherever 
Ihc may chufe to retire to : But 
ihould ihe refufe to execute the pro- 


mife ffic has made, er dda$ h be*' 
yond the term of twenty ^f our boun^ it 
“ is ray politive injunaion, that you 
immediately put a Hop to any further 
intercom fe or negotiation with her» 
and on no pretext renew it. If Ihe 
difappoints or trifies with me, after I 
have fubje£lcd niy Duan to the dif- 
“ grace of returning inefFe£lualiy, and 
** of courfe myfelf to diferedit, 1 lhall • 
conlider it as a wanion affront and tn* 
“ dignity which I can never forgive ; 

nor vsill 1 grant her any conditions 
“ whatever, but leave her expufed to 
“ thofe dangers which Ihe has cHiofcn 
“ to rifque, rather than truft to the 
“ clemency and generolity of our go- 
“ vernment. 1 think Ihc cannot be 
ignorant of thefe oonfequerces, and 
will not venture to incur them *, and 
“ it is for this rcafon I place a depen- 
dcncc on her offers, and have confeuted 
“ to ftiid my Duan to her.** His Lorcl- 
ihip contended that nothing could he 
more tyrannical, arbitrary, and oppref- 
livc, than the ftylc and terms of this 
letter ; k was fuch as a Britilh Gover- 
nor could fcarcely be warranted in hav- 
ing written on almoft any occafion that 
could poffibly have occuired; lea ft of 
all could it, in his mind, be juftified 
under the peculiar circuroftances of the 
cafe in queftion. A% to the fublequenc 
attempt 10 make the officers and foldiers 
refund the plunder which they had 
been thus encouraged to take, and to 
pay it on the footing of a loan, his 
Lordlhip conceived it was rather to be 
treated as a matter of ridicule than of 
ferious argument. Their Lord (hips all 
pretty well knew how difficult it was 
to get any body to refund— efpccially a 
vi^orious foldiery. With regard to 
other parts of the Charge, the Lord 
Chancellor faid, he had iliflFe'red from 
tlie Noble Lord before, nnd he ftill re- 
tained the fentiments he had dated on 
that fuhjedl to the Committee ; he there- 
fore thought the condu6l of Mr. Haf- 
tings, as allcdgcd in that part of the Fii ll 
Article, did amount to a high mifde- 
mcatior, and he Ihould gire his vote for 
the queftion, ** That the Commons had 
** made good the Charges contained in 
“ the rehduc of the Firft Article.*' 
Lord Thurlow in reply faid, that the 
Noble and Learned Lord had mtftaken 
his ftateiiicnt. The Hrft letter to Ma- 
jor Popham contained an opinion as c6 
the bell mode of getting poirelJionof 
the fort, but pofuirely refufing to al- 
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fo\v l*aun» to txertife independent au- 
thority in the Zennndary of Benares. 
The fecond contained an unqualified 
aflfent to all the propofitions made by 
Fauna on the i'urrendcr cf the fort. 
It was abfoliitcly impofliblc tliat Mt. 
Haftings could be fuppofed to intend 
either to excite the army to rapine or 
outrage, by any fcntinients contained in 
•thofc letters. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, he had no 
objection to the Learned Lord’s putting 
all that remained of this Artifcle into 
one qucftioii. 

Loia Thurlow then moved, ** That 
** the Commons had made good the 
** ten remaining allegations in the 

Firft Article j” which was nega- 
tived. 

MOS’DAT, MARCH i6. 

The Duke of Norfolk rofe, and 
fnid, that previous to the Houfe going 
intothe Committee, he wilhed to noiicc 
the proceedings that had already taken 
place. His Grace in feme manner cen- 
lurcd the mode that had been adopted, 
of putting the queftion upon every in- 
dividual Article of each Charge, and di- 
viding upon it : The dccifion thus 
given, went abroad as the verdnff of 
the Houfe upon the Charge thus dif- 
culfed ; but his Grace thought, tliat the 
Feers fhoiild each in their individual 
capacity, as judges in this trial, give 
their \crdiot of Guilty or Not Guilty, 
upon each Charge of th# Impeachment 
as prcfeiitcd by the Commons of Eng- 
land. Therefore, as he uiulerfiood that 
the firft Charge had already received that 
deliberation and dccilion in the Commit- 
tee to which he alluded, and that the 
Committee were now going to the con- 
lidcration of the fecond Charge, he 
thought it proper to fuggeft the above 
mode of dccifton, and made a motion to 
that cfic£t. 

This being ot>jc61ed to by Lord 
Thurlow, and his rcafuns for objecting 
to it ftated, the Duke withdrew his 
motion, and then naoved, “ That the 
** Committee of ih« whole Houle be 
■* direded to report to the Houfe their 

Proceedings upor>the JFirft Article of 

the’ Impeacbinciit againft Warren 
«• Haftings, Lfq.” 

Lord Thurlow in reply faid, that if 
the Noble Duke had been prefenc at 
the comirieacemeiit of the con fide rat ion 
9f the^ of proceeding proper for 
^ Uao&' tff adoptiaa wcU for iu owd 


convewence as for tKe better fecudn 
the ends of fubftantial juftice, he \\pul 
have heard the mode of procce^ri^[fit 
to be adopted, deliberated uprm with 
great coolncfs and temper, and known 
that the rofult had been a determina- 
tion, that a Committee Ihouid take the 
fevcral Charges fcparatcly into their 
conlideration, and come to dectftons on 
fuchqueftions as they ihould deem pro- 
per and applicable ; and that the Houfe 
ihould afterwards have a free and full 
opportunity of difculling tjie whole of 
their Refoiutions, and the 'grounds on 
which they ftood, previous to their pro- 
ceeding to Wtftminfter Hall^ to pafs 
judgment. With regard to himfelf, his 
Lordfliip faid, he had been perfectly 
indilfercnt what the mode of proceed- 
ing ihould be •, but a Committee hav- 
ing been appointed, in the nicinner that 
he had ftated, he thought their Lord- 
fliips had better, for the prclent, leave 
the bufinefs in the hands of that Com- 
mittee. His Lordlhrp fpokc of the ab- 
folutc neccility of thol'e who werp ra 
give a verdidf on any charge of a crimi- 
nal nature, prcvioiifly to confiilt toge- 
ther, for the purpofe of forming that 
verdict : aiul ftill more ncceflary vvat 
it, where there was a great number of^ 
judges to give a verdid’t upon chargcif 
fo multifarious as thofc which were 
be found in the Articles of the Impeach- 
ment. 

It would, he faid, be impofuble for 
the Houle to determine on the modd 
propofed by the Noble Duke ar jin fent, 
becdufc the Houfe was not in poUeiMon 
of the pavticulais that hid tranfpircdin 
the Committee ; a grear deal of light 
had there been thrown upon the fub- 
jeft ; but till a report from the Com- 
mittee was made to the Houfe, it woulJ 
be prefumptuoiis to give a verdict. 

The Duke of Norfolk faid, h? was 
by no means convinced by what had 
fallen from the Noble and Learned 
Lord. He admitted that a previous 
confultation among thofc who were to 
deliver a verditt, was in alinoft all calcs! 
ncccflary, but he thought his motion 
would tend to render the proceedings! 
more clear and perlpicuous* His Grace 
faid, that what he meant to impref^ 
upon the Houfe as his opinion was, tiiat 
they Ihould give their vcrditl upon th« 
diftcrcac* Charges in the fame manlier 
as if they attached to diftin6t perfoii^s, 
and for that rcafon*he had made hii 
motion ; but upon the obfcrvaiion of 
the Noble lud Li,arr4C(» Lord^ he now. 

fouAd* 
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NfauiKl that it would have been more 
conGftent with the forms of debate to 
have’ let the Houfe go into a Committee, 
and then have moved that the Chair- 
man report progrefs j however, as it 
was underftood that the Committee 
were to go into the fecond Charge of 
the ImpcachivoiJt, and he wilhed the 
Houfe to difcufs the firft, he trufted 
( that the feeming irregularity of his 
moving for the report now would not 
be deemed irrelevant. His Grace per- 
fihed in his motion. 

Lord Thurlow Lid, that this motion 
iVent to difeharge the Committee, and 
take the bufincfsout of their hands. 

The quLftion was put, and the Not* 
,C0nte?2ts iiad it. 

The Houfe then refolved itfclf into 
a Committee, Lord Walfingham in the 
Chair 5 when 

Lord Thurlow addrcfTcd their Lord- 
iltips on the matter contained in the 
Second Article. He faid,thar he ihouid 
wait until he heard the fentiments of 
other Noble Lords, before he propofed 
to pwr only a fingle queftion upon this 
Article, which, tn his opinion, would 
be fuflicient. If any Lords (hoiild 
defire to divide it inta parts, he 
would propofe as many feparatc quef- 
^Mions as there fhould appear to be 
doubts as to the innocence or Mr. Haft-. 
ings. In his view of the fubjeft, there 
were but three points to be confidcred 
in this Article : — The pn^priety of 
Mr. Haftings's conduct, firll in aflent- 
jng to the Nabob’s propofition for re* 
fuming the jaghirts, and afterwards, 
for uling a degree of compulfion to 
induce him to adopt that falutary mca- 
furc : Secondly, his confenc to the rc- 
fuinption of tne trcafurcs of his mo- 
ther ; And thirdly, his difobedicnceof 
(what the Charge calls) the orders of 
7.he Diredors, in not making a full 
inquiry into the fadf of the Begums re- 
bellion. Thefc Were the three points, 
.according to his idea, on which the 
. Charge turned, in fo far as there was 
any evidence produced that affected 
Mr. Haftings, The fiippofed treaty 
with the elder Begum he fliould pals 
over, becaufe it was clear from the evi- 
rdcnctj that neither the Board nor Mr. 
Haftings had authorifed Mr. Middleton 
. to conclude any treaty with her. The 
hardfhips and diltrclfes which had been 
wticc iuftained by the women in the 
Khord Mobul, he Ihoiild alfo pafs 
•over 5 fidce it was perfeftly clear to 
liim frotn the evidence, that Mr. Haf- 
r: Part VIll, 


tings never heard of them. It is alfo 
clear from the evidence, that when the 
humanity of an Englifli officer induced 
him to relieve them, the Nabob wrote 
a very angry letter to him, for pre- 
fiiining to interfere in the manner lie 
did. He Ihbuld alfo pafs over the alle- 
gation of the horfid and cruel m thods 
pradlifcd to compel the cunii'-hs' to 
difeover the trenfures of the Begum. 
There was no proof that any fuch . 
means had been made ufe of; but here 
ag'* D, Mr. Haftings neither authorifed 
nor advifed horrid or cruel means — His 
orders were direct, clear, and pofitive : 
Firft, that the fervicc Ibould be 
cuted until the Begum and her fervanrs 
were at the entire mercy cf the Nabob, 
and thtir wealth fccured from private 
cmbciilement *, and nexy, it w.-s his 
ftrenuuus advice to the Nabob, that the 
coudutf of the Begum's cuiuichs ut the 
time of the rebellion ftiould be fully in- 
veftigated ; and that, if on fuch in- 
veftigation they ftiould be tound guiW 
ty, the Nabob would punifti them cx- 
emplarily, as an example to others* 
Their Lordflrips knew from the evi- 
dence, that this advice was not follow- 
ed, nor his orders obeyed. The eu- 
nuchs were pardoned cn the condition 
of paying a ccrtiin fum from the Be- 
gum’s cicafury, and it was for a de- 
ficiency in pci forming their agreement, 
that they were confined from February 
to Oflober 1782, a Ihort part of the 
time in very flight irons ; but the place 
of their confinement was a palace, and 
they had its gardens to range in. Even 
of this flight confin. inciu d was in evi- 
dence alfo that Mr. Haftings was igno- 
rant, and confcquently the propi icty of 
his conduff turned only on the three 
points which he had already mentioned 
to their Lordfhips. 

Before he confidercd thefe three 
tranfadlions, bis Lorcftiip faid,hc would 
mention the point of view in which the 
Charge ft ruck him, which, though uti- 
neceffary for him to fiatc to fatisfy hi? 
own confcience in the vote which he 
ihould give, did, he conceived, require 
very fenous con fide ration from any No- 
ble ’Lord, if there was one, who thought 
that the Commons had’' made good any 
one point in this Article. 

A i^foble and Learned Lof'd (Lough- 
borough),, in the difcullioh of the Be- 
nares Article, had faid, that the Ma- 
nagers for the C^^mmons had \ycakened 
theie caufe very much, by theif at- 
tempts to prove that Chtyt Sing was 
B b an 
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an. independent Prince* Had they fuc- 
ceededt the cdfe, in the Noble and 
Learned Lord's opinion, would have 
been very diScrent, becaufe the d»f« 
tindlion between doing an adl of in- 
juftice to your own fubjcfls, and to an 
independent Sovereign, or the fubjedts 
of .an independent Sovereign, was very 
material indeed. Lord ThiirIo\vfaid,that 
he fully concurred with the Noble and 
Learned Lord, and he deHred him to 
take the diflin£lion in the prefent cafe. 
The Commons, it is true, had aihrmed 
in their Articles, that the coifdu£t ob- 
ferv^ towards Cheyt Sing and the Be- 
gunf£, had involved the Britiih name 
and chara£tiT in unfpeakable dilhonour 
and difgrace in the eyes ef all Afia. It 
had been fully proved, and the lad evi- 
dence to the point was the Marquis 
Cornwallis, that if luch confequences 
did fiiilow from thefe a£ls, nobody ever 
heard of them ; and he could have no 
'hehtation in faying, that the allegation 
was unfounded. The queilion then 
would be. Whether the Minilicr of one 
State, procuring, either by management 
9r compulfion, a mcafurc to be done, 
which was highly advantageous to his 
own State, could be amenable for the 
bccaul'e it involved in it a degree of 
injuftice to the fubje^ts of another 
State ? That was the queftion ; for 
whatever degree of influence Mr. Haf- 
tings might poflefs over the Nabob of 
Oude, ftili he was oflenflbly an inde- 
pendent Sovereign, and it was by ma- 
nagement alone, not by force, that we 
acquired and retained our influence 
over him— an influence which began 
in 1775, continued to this day pre- 
cifcly the fame ; as he lliould have oc- 
casion to ihcvv to their Lordihipa in 
the detail which he would now proceed 
to lay before them ; for, as the detail 
advanced, be thought it would clear 
up every circumflance relative to Mr. 
Haflings, 

in the month of January 1775, So- 
jah Dowlab died, a prince formed for 
the government of a great empire : He 
nominated in his laft illncfs, his only 
legitimate Ton, Afoph ul Dowlah, to 
the fucceflion. This young prince, in- 
dependent of his wanting all the qua- 
iifleations that diflinguilhed his father’s 
charadler, fucceeded under terms that 
will well account for all his fubfequent 
misfortunes* His father had vecently 
added the country of Rohilcund, the 
JD'owahj^OCih, turrah, and Allaha- 
bad} A large force 


was neceflary to fecure acquinttons (If 
recenrty attained. The* army was^ery 
confiderably in arrears, the exa£t amount 
of thofe arrears does not appear in evi- 
dence, and four hundred and eighty 
ttioufand pounds were due to the Eait 
India Company. The treafury con- 
tained money enough to extricate the 
Nabob from all his difficulties, amount** 
ing by common report to more than ) 
four millions fterling, bur fuppofed by 
Mr* Brillow, on good information, to 
amount at leaft to two millions flerling. 
This treafure, unhappily for the Nabob, 
was in the Zenana of the palace of Fyza- 
bad, and under the charge of the Na- 
bob’s mother, who had officiated as the 
treafurer of Sujah Dowlah prior to his 
dcccafc. 

The Charge calls thefe treafures va- 
luable moveables^ of which, as ic af- 
firms, the Begums were pofTcflcd, in 
order to enable them to maintain their 
own rank and dignity, as well as for the 
maintenance of their numerous family 
and dependents. But the evkience fully 
proves, that they were the public trea- 
fures of the State, amaflecl, as the Be- 
gum's eunuchs confclfcd tu Mr. Brif- 
tow, to provide againfl an emergency ; 
and conlcqucntly, in point of juftictv 
before the Begum could claim her 
eighth of thot’c treafures, the debt of 
the Company, and the turns due to Su- 
jah Dowlah’s army at his deceafe ought 
to have been paid from them. 

It is impoffible to review, faid Lord 
Thurlow,thefcene that followed with- 
out wonder, and even indignation. The 
Nabob, weak and ill-advifcd, addifted 
to thofe vices the moft bafe and de- 
grading to the human chara6ier, con- 
verted the companions of his miferablc 
plcafurcs and debaucheries into Mini- 
fiers of State. His mother, as he told 
Colonel Galliez,foon after his acceflion, 
was his bitter enemy > and it' appears 
by a fubfequent letter from her, that 
there had been great differences be- 
tween them. He continued in this 
date of did refs from his acceflion in 
January 1775, until the month of May, 
when ic was rather increafed chan dimi- 
nifhed. 

But jc is now material to confiderthc 
condu£l purfued by the Britifli Govern- 
ment, and that may be done in a 
very few words. — On the death of Su- 
jah Dowlah, the Council acknowledged 
his fon as Nabob of Oud'e, but detor- 
mined, againfl the opinion of Mr, ' 

tbgs, that the treaties fubfilHng be- 

civeea 
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proved thit the treafures lodged in the 
Zepana belong to the ladies of the Zc- 
napa. There is full evidence, that 
the treafury of Sujah Dowlah was in 
the Zenana of Fyzabad, and that the 
Begum’s fignature, as his treafurer, 
neceffary for all conliderable ilTues 
of money from that treafury. 

The next point, my Lords, on which 
the Managers relied to prove the guilt 
of Mr. HaOings was, his refufal to 
obey the orders of the Direftors receiv- 
ed in Aiiguft 1783, for making a fuller 
ini|uiry into the luppofcd rebellion of 
the Begums in 1781. To this point 
they called Mr. Stables, a very worthy 
man, but certainly not remarkable for 
the brilliancy of his talents, or the 
quicknefs of his conceptions. They 
afk him, if he did not move the inquiry 
into the Begum's conduct, and why he 
moved it } He tells them he did fo, 
becaufe he conceived that inquiry to 
have been ordered by the Dlredtors, as 
his minute written at the time would 
(hew. Now, my Lords, the Mana- 
gers, in order to (\ipport the credit of 
their witnefs, produced the minute al- 
luded to, in which Mr. Stables dif- 
tin6lly Dates that his reafon for moving 
an inquiry was, becaufc the Directors 
ieemed not to be faiisfied with the in- 
formation before them — a very diffe- 
rent Datemcnt indeed from that which 
appears in the Charge, and which Mr. 
Stables, by his oral evidence, did in fa6t 
fiipport*. However, the reference to 
the minute xvhich Mr. Stables made, 
clearly proved that that gentleman did 
not mean to miilead your Lordfliips, 
and it was rather hard to examine him 
as to his motives for making the motion 
he did, when a reference to the minute 
written at the time was the beD evi- 
dence to thr point. The debate at the 
Board on the fubjeff of the letter, 
which the Managers contend to be an 
order for a further inquiry into the 
condu^ of the Begum, lets the whole 
matter in fo clear appoint of view, that 
I am aDoniihed how fuch a charge 
could have been made in the name of 
the Commons, and not lefs furprized 
that it fliould be fupported by evidence 
which, in the opinion of every man of 
common fenfe, moft effeftuallv refutes 
it. A letter was received from the 
Directors in the month of Auguft 1783, 
direfting, in a very confufed and per- 
, plexed ientence, that if it fhould appear 
that the Begums had not taken fo aAive 
a part la the rebellion of Cheyc Sing as 


had been reported, the Nabob Ihould be 
applied to, to reftore them their jag- 
hires. The letter alfo fays, th. tthey^ 
do not appear to have armed prior to 
the revolt of Cheyt Sing, and it U pro- 
bable chat their {ubfequenc conduct 
was occuDoned by appre hen lions xyhich 
they alfo entertained, of being laid un- 
der unwarrantable contributions. Your 
Lordfhips will be of opinion, that it 
muft have been under very extraordi»% 
nary circumftanccs indeed, that thir- 
teen gentlemen could have been found 
to put«hcir names to a letter containing 
fuch orders and opinions. The quef- 
tion for an inquiry was^rigi§al\ mov- 
ed by Mr. Wheler : he expreues his 
readinefs at all times to obey orders; 
but, before they apply to the Nabobs 
he wiQics to inquire how far they mc<- 
rit the application for the reftoration 
of their jaghircs. Nothing had palfcd, 
Mr. Wheler fays, to change his opi- 
nion, that the Begums had been con- 
cerned in the rebellion \ that he had 
been Confirmed in the belief', from the 
opinions of many individuals, totally^ 
unconcerned in the bufinefs : but, as the 
Directors Teem to be of a difierent opi- 
nion, he thinks ftronger proofs of their 
difafte^lion ought to be laid before 
them : and he concludes by moving, 
that the late and prelenc Refulenc be 
called upon tocolle£t fuch proofs. 

Mr. Hafiings conceives Mr. Wheler 
to have mifconccived the intentions of 
the Court of Diredters, and therefore 
opm^fes the motion. 

Mr. Stables, at the end of the next 
month, renews thisfubjeCt, by obferv- 
ing, that the Directors fecin not to be 
fjiisficd that the evidence fent to them 
had fufficicntly proved the difalfe^tion 
of the Begums, and therefore he moves 
a farther inquiry. 

Mr. Hafiings conceives that they had 
fent no orders for an inquiry ; that very 
ilrong and authenticated evidence had 
been fent to them already. He refers 
to the letter to confirm his Icnfe of it ; 
and he adds, If evidence is to be col- 
** leafed, it fliould be collefted from all 
** perfons capable of giving it, and not 
** confined to official charaffers." Sir 
John Maepherfon fully concurs with 
Mr. Haflings as to the fenfe of the Di- 
rectors letter ; tho* on firfl heart the 
letter read he had conceived a dificrcac 
opinion. He does not fee what falutary 
purpofes fuch au inquiry could anfwer ; 
and I am fure your Lordfliips wiBagree 
with him. He obferves, chat there hat 

been 
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fc^eefi no appeal from thfc Bergnms, and^ 
there was ample proof at the time, 
that thofe who managed the concerns of 
rhe T 3 cgums were no friends, bnt real 
enemies, to the Englifli The motion 
for an incjuiry was wifely and properly 
negaiived. Had Mr. Haftings conceiv- 
ed the po/!ibility of what has fincehap- 
pentM, he muft have eagerly propofed, 
tvhilc in Bengal^ a fuller inquiry into 
the dirilFv:£tion of the Begums j and he 
would have weighed down the Direc- 
tors by proofs of the faCl ; for though 
the cafe flood clear cDFOUgli in mind 
upon the affidavits, it has hc'Jn fo cflec- 
tually/lT#jgth^ned by the teliimony of 
a niimhcr of refpcftable officers, as to 
fix it beyond all doubt* I'he fame evi- 
dence, and certainly much more in ad- 
dition to it, miglit have been procured 
in India in 17S3 ; and indeed Mr. liar- 
tings then obfetved, iliat if an tnqo’ry . 
were to take place, he defired tli.u all 
perfoiis capable of giving inforinaiiou 
might be examined : but if your Lt)rd- 
Jlhips will look to this Ittrer of ihu Di- 
rc^Vors, and to the i*ate of it. Ftbriiu'y 
17533, you wiii lee the fplnr with 
which it was wrinen u in a gr^nr de- 
gree to be imputed to rke politks of the 
time, r.ir Henry Fletcher was rb> n the 
Chairman, and it vv^is the faihion tot-t'c 
“Mr. llaflings for every thing iic did. 
'rhe letter fets out by 1 ivmg, tir-it tliey 
donor fee the policy of r'Jun.ing tie 
jiighirc;, and tlais under t»:ic 

head all tlic power of the eounerv, 
wlurh niiglif eveutually become for- 
'/iiidablc to Bengal. Hard fate of Mr. 
Haftings ! He is rated Iw the Directors 
for his endeavours to bring the clonii- 
nions of the Nabob into order; he is 
cenfured l)y tlte Managers for having 
involved them in dillrcls. The Direc- 
tors, in fpcaking of the Bcguuif!, fay. 

It dots not appear that ihey took up 
arms prior to the revolt of ChcvcSing, 
and, by arming afterwards, they oniv 
meant, in- all probability, to defend 
thcmfelves from unwarrantable contii- 
Initions. My Lords, they never were 
accuftd of arming before the revolt of 
Cheyt Sing j and if they arc innocent, 
as' they really appear to be in the opi- 
nion of the Diredors, for arming and 
ailing againrt the linglidi fubl^equcnt to 
’ that event, There is an end of the quef- 
tion : but no rational being can reafon 
' fo ^bfurdly. Your Lordffiips will fee 
the naiyjc of Sir Henry Fletcher at the 
brad of the thirteen gentlemen who 
figned tUc icitirr, and every thi»g vk'n^ 
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at that pfcrrod was dmic, in my npifiwn,^ 
to prove the ncceffity of the llrong ipca- 
fure that was brought before Palrjia* 
ment in the courfe oF that year. There 
can be no other rational way of account* 
ing for the condii6l of thofo gentlemen 
who ffa'-.'Cd that letter. 

I have now, my Lords, gone, though 
at too great a length I fear, but ft ill 
as ftiortly as J could, throngli the ma- 
terial fafts allcdgcd in the Article. 

The refumption of the jnghircs I 
deem to have been a mealure of the 
foundcll policy, and the me<ajns taken to 
compel the Nabob ultimately to adopt 
a mcafiirc propofed originally by him-< 
fclf, were not in any rtlpeft criminal, 
but meritorious. 

The Gonfent given by Mr. Haftings 
to rl;e (eizure of tlic treafnres, and 
the care which he took to Icciire them 
from private embezzlement, were a61s 
th^it appeal* to me in no rLfpedV crimi^ 
iial. Upon the rnoft attentive conltder- 
atinn of tlic v, hole evidence, 1 am tir-- 
cidedly of opinion, that uotliing crimi- 
nal h.r, been proved againft the De- 
feudan*-. At the ch^fe of the Charge, 
iiuked, it is ftated, that all the rid» 
imputed to him, and ftHtcd to be crimi- 
nal, arc highly aggravated by the avow- 
ed lorruprion in which they originated 
Mr. Haliings having accepted a prefent 
of ten lacks of rupees from the Nabob 
at the tunc he figned the treaty of Chu- 
nar. There is another Article in which 
the receipt of this Prcl'ent is exprcflly 
charged, and there it will be proper to 
confidcr it fully; as inferred in this Ar- 
ticle, it appears to be very inconfifteftt 
with the general tenor of the reft of it. 
In the former allegations, Mr. Haftings 
is faiu to have compelled the Nabob to 
adopt the two nieafurcs of refuming 
the trealurcs and the jagliircs. At the 
dole, the Nabob is fuppofed to have 
bribed Mr. Haftings to give his con- 
fent t<) tl‘.c adoption of thofc meafures.- 

1 lhall not intrude longer on your 
Lovdihips indulgence, but will conclude 
by declaring, that though, untill hear 
the opinion of other noble Lords, I 
Ihall not make any motion ; yet, if no 
objedion is made) I mean merely to 
move, “ That the Commons have made 
•• good the Second Article of Charge 
“ againft Warren Haftings, Efq.” 

*7 he Lord Chancellor laid, he did not 
object to takhrg ^the decifion on the 
whole Charge under one queftion. Jiw 
his vfcwof the Charge* he had not con- 
ftdered Afopi^ ul Dowlah, the Nabob 

of 
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^ Oudc, as a foreign Prince and inde- 
pendent Sovereign, but as a perfon 
whofe condu^i and government were 
under the abfolutc conrroul and com- 
mand of the overbearing influence of 
the Eaft India Company’s power cxcr- 
jpifed by Mr. Haflings. Having conli- 
def^ it in this light, he Ihould have 
occanbn, in order to fhew that he had 
rightly viewed it, to refer to fo many 
letters of Mr. Middle ton*s, that not 
being prepared I'ufficie itly, it would 
lave their Lordfliips time if they were 
to adjourn where they then were in rc- 
fpeft to the Charge j bccaufe, if they 
determined to proceed, he muft neceU 
farily call for all the letters to be read, 
to which he wifhed to refer, and that 
would wafte much time j whereas he 
would undertake to be ready with fuch 
extracts as he lliould deem it requiiiteto 
refer to by the next day. 

Lord Thurlow contented ; and the 
Chairman having flared that the quei- 
ticn before the Committee was, 

“ That the Commons had made good 
“ the Charges in their Second Article, 

rcfpetling the Begums,” it was mov- 
ed and agreed to that lie ihould leave the 
chair. 

The Committee adjourned the con- 
JiJeration of the morion till 


TUESDAY, MARCH 17, 

when the Lord Chancellor rofe, and 
began the refiimption of his reply to 
Lesd Thurlow, by admitting the propo- 
fition,tI)cn where the Miiiifler of another 
country prevailed on a foreign Prince, 
who was an independent Sovereign, to 
do in atl of iiijullice to one of his own 
fubje£ls, that Minifter was not crimi 
xially refponfible and amenable to the 
laws of the Government he ferved un- 
der for fuch conduct ; but where, on 
the other hand, it was proved that the 
Minifler of a'Britifli Government pro- 
cured the Prince of a foreign country, 
who was not independent, but abfo- 
lutely under the influence and coniroul 
of fuch Minifter, to do an a£l of injuf- 
ticc to one of his own fubjefts, that 
Minifter, he contended, was clearly 
amenable to Britilh laws for having 
done that which was in itfelf, in the 
view of Britifli laws, illegal and crimi' 
nal. The decifion of the Court of 
Common Pleas in the cafe of Rafael 
the Armenian and Governor Verelft 
had turned entirely on that point, it 


was in that cafe proved that Sujah 
Bowlah, the then Nabob of Oude, was 
under the awe and influence of Gover- 
nor Verelft, and that fa£t led to the 
ultimate judgment. 

His Lordftiip ftated all the circum- 
ftanccs of the cafe which had*beeii 
iirft decided agaiiift the defendant Ve- 
rclft, with 5000I. damages, and on the 
new trial, a fpecial verdict was return- 
ed by the jury, upon which, at length,* 
the Court decided for the plaintift', and 
he obtained conftderable damages. He 
iliewcd\ upon what ground it was t|iac 
on the firrt trial all the Judges, except* 
ing Sir William de Grey (Chic^ Juf* 
ticc), eiiterrained ftrong opinions* of 
doubt as to the queftion, Whether 
Governor Verelft, as Governor of Ben- 
gal, was amenable to Britilh laws, and 
to the cognizance of an Englilh Court of 
Jiul icat ure,for any wrong done to a nothcr 
perfon by a foreign Prince. He then 
traced the caufe through the progrefa 
and particulars of the fecond trial, and 
declared, that the manner in which the 
jury had returned the verduSt was fuch 
as removed fi ijin the minds of the three 
dilfeiiiing Judges of the Court, Mr* 
Juftice (jould, Mr. Juftice Blackftonfe, 
and Mr. I afticcNares,alloccAfioii toiiiliR 
further on ihcir doubts. It was in con- 
fcquence, as beh id lUted, that Gover- 
nor Verelft loft the caufe, and paid con* 
fulertiblc damages. A writ of error was 
talked of, but no fuch writ was brought 
up to thatlfoufc. Tlie point, therefore, 
was legally cftabliflied by the event of 
that trial, that the Minifter of the go- 
vein mtiu of India, under the fovc- 
reigntv of Great Britain, was amenable 
to B’ltilh laws, for having been the 
caufe of a foreign Prince, confeffcdly 
under Ills concroul, awe, and influence, 
having injured one of his own fubjedls 
in fuch a degree, as -.o entitle him to re- 
cover damages in an Englilh Court of 
Judicature, provided that he could 
make our his cafe and prove his dama- 
ges to the farisfadtion of an Englilh 
jury. The cafe of the Armenian Ra- 
fael and Governor Verelft, to be fceii 
in Juftice Blackftone’s Reports, 983, 
1055, his Lordlhip faid, was directly ia 
point with the cafe alledged in the 
Charge rcfpc£ling the condudl: of the 
Nabob to the Begums. As Sujah Dow- 
lah was confeflcdly known to be fub- 
jedt in the whole of hts condud^ to the 
controul of Governor Verelft, lb, in 


* Tried in the Court of Common Pleas at Guildhall, in Hilaiy Term 15* Geo* XH- 
PartVW. Cs Uke 
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like maniicr>the reigning Nabob Afoph 
u! Dowlah was undt r the ah<oluie ron- 
troul, awe, and intlucnce of Mr. Haf- 
tings, who was in fail the contriver, 
inventor, and in truth might r^nloniibiy 
be ftated to be the pcrj.etrator of all 
the injiidicc prailil’td under the n me 
of thfi Nabob on the Bhow BL^um and 
the ,Bcgum (his mother and gsaneJmn- 
ihcr), ami all the ciimcs and enormities 
allcdgcdin the Charge. 

and 

* The following arc the extrafls from the letters on tlic fuhjcft of refumlntt the jaghircs 
•nd ftlzing uj'wn tlie (icnOjics, which prifTtd between iVir MiddlLton, tlie UcfK'r.nt in Glide, 
tnd thc^Govtinor-Gcneul, in December lySi, and J inuaiy and febiuaiy 1782, read by 
the Ckrk. 

Mt. MiilMctonto tic ^Gincral ; dnKd J tuln'.io^ tic \ft of Dtccmhcr 1781 - 

** I have this «la> fignifted ti the Mirilicr my cxpcilat*on tlist tl\c v/liole of tl>e jaghlrec 
be refumed, and ihcir K\cniiC‘, after pacing tofuch of the pioprietore as Invc a riplii 10 claim 
Ihe mediation of our Government the amount of then j.»ghiic>, I t- applied to the Jiquida^ 
tion of the Nabob’s debt to tl'.e lion Company. 1 lhail he very ^lad if I11& bxccUtncy 
conftnts to make this meafurc .m aft of h s own, as 1 conceive it would be more agreeable 
to you, and more coiv.illcnt wltii thofe ;ippcaiances vducu it may he thouy.ht expedient to 
prefcrvc with his lixceilency ; hut it he dcelMUS it, ai> is I y no me.ms improbable, J fhali 
think Tnyffli jullifted by )our inltiuttiOiis in iniiftinj on it: bcinj; done even without liU 
•oncurrencc.** 

M*\ MidJiltcn to tb: Hen, fi’.rnn ^ J.iicti Lu^' rbc Gtb cj Pcemhr 1781, 

“ Finding the Nabob wavciin;; in his determination about t)ic refumption of the jag* y 
hires, 1 this day in preft.rr'e ol and vs 1th the M.ndUr’s conun.tnct , sadcred the nexelVdry 
perwannahs to be winttn to it.c h vc.al auojih r*i ih.it pinpoi'e, ,ind it was my firm re- 
Iblution to have dlfpatvhvU Uuin this evtnmy, \/itM pioper piepli; to he ths.m punctually 
and implicitly c.uritd mto ..xrcut.pn : but btlorc t’.it'v wtTc all liar.lc»ilurf 1 received a mtf- 
i'age lion) the Nabob, wl o li.id been irloimed by the Mmiher of the rcfohition I had taken, 
•ntreating that J would withholrt tiiv penv miaha until to-nibriow moniing, when he would 
attend mu, and aifoid me r..ti..iactoa on this point.” 

^tr. Mldiiltcton ti ihe lien. lljJliKgs ; dat^d Lu^km>':v^ th tf Deember 17S1, 

My dear S;r, 

“ 1 had the honour to addrefs yon yefterd.iv, informing yon of the fleps I had taken in 
regard to the rrfumptloi) of the jaghlrcs. This morning tlie Vizier came to me according 
to his agi cement, but fccmingly w.thout any inumion 01 dc fire to yield me fatiafaftion on 
the fubjtft under d.fcu(licn ; for after a pic.at deal of ecj.vcfatio.'', ccnfjftmg on his part 
of tnflmg evaficn and puerile cxculcs for withiiolding his .aflunc to the iiicafure, though at 
tlie fame time profeiling the mort implicit fuhr'ujTion to your willies, 1 found myfclf with- 
out any other rcfource than the one of employing that exciufjve autlioiity with which I 
cor.fider your inftruftioas to veft me. T therefore d^cbitd to the Nal ob, in prefence of 
the MinilU'i and Mr. Johnfon, who I dcfjied migi't hear witncfs of the converfition, that 
1 confliucd b.is rejeftion ot the mcafure prepofed .is a breach of liiu folcirn pio.nifc to you, 
and an unwiUiu^nefs to yield that ;.ffiiUnce which was cvidfritly in liis jiowtr towards 
liquidating his heavy accumulated debt to tb.e Company j and tiiat I jr.tft in confequence 
determine, in my own juAificaiion, to jJVue iminrdjately the ptiwannah?, whicii had only 
• been wiihhsld in t!»c f.,i.gulnc hope t^wt he would be prevailed upon to make that his own 
aft, which ivthinghui the moil ui jenc ncceirity could force me to make mine, lie left me 
without any reply, but afterwards lent lor his MiniAer, and authorifed him to give mt 
hopes that my rcquifition would be complied with j on whicli I expielTcd my fatisfaftion, 
bttt declarer] tlut ] could admit of jw fuitUr delays, and uolcii 1 his £xcelle);cy^s 

lurmal 


In order to prove the influence which 
Mr. Haftings had over Afoph ul Dow* 
jahjthe vaffalage in which he held him, 
and that he luggcftcd the meafurc^ of 
rcfumirig the jighircs, which the Nabob 
had granted to the Begums, and feizirg 
upon the treafures in their poireibon, 
in the Zenana, he caiifed letters, adtn 
various extrafts of Ictcrrs*. writt/h to 
Mr. Ilaflings by Mr. Middlctoii, the 
Refidcnt at Lucknow, in Dee, 1781, 
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•nd Jam ancl Feb. 17?!, to be rcii!, tors at home, and that paffapje from bi« 

and alfo the letter written by Mr. Defence bebjro the ot Commons, 

IX^Hings and his Council to t.ic Direc- in which Mi. U.iliin^rj, f^yg the rrca- 
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formal acquicfcencc before the evoninji;, I ihould then mo^ afTurcfliy irtwe mv nervCannahs,^ 
x^Jiich 1 have accordingly (hne, not luvinig h.id any alfijtaiiceii irom lii:» ii^xcellci|uy that 
•ouW jultify a further fufpenhon.’* 

M\MidJl-tiin to thi lien. I’P^atrcn ILiJIingSt dated Lucknvj)^ the ^th of December 
My dear Sir, 

1 had tlic lionour to n<Kli‘f f-i you on the 7th m'latir, iJiforminjc you of the converfaiion 
which had paflTed between the N ihob and ni« on tlu fubjeel of rtlu»nin5 the jaghiics, and 
the dep 1 had taken in conlln'cence — Hii txctllcn.y appealed to he very i.iuclijiurt and 
incenfctl at the meafuie, and Icudiy coinpl.ln^ of r-.e tr..* icheiy of J'ii Minilleis : Firft, in 
giving you any hopes tiiar luch a meafuic v.ouKl he a'bpted ; and itcoidly, in their pio» 
mifing me their whole fijpport in caiiying ii through. But, as I ipniohend, rather than 
fuflfer it to appear that the point had htt:i cained m oppuiit-ju u> h s will, he at lengt^i 
yielded a nominal acqu*cfoencc, and his this day iffued lui own ]»erwinn'i'is to that if-^ 
feft f declaring, however, at tlie fame time, both to me and iiis that it is an adl 

of compuhion.** 

•nv Goojtrno' ^General to Mr, MidJLton ; d.ttid Bc/iart:, the cf 1781. ‘ 

I have waited thus long in the liopcs of hearing thd fome piogref:^ had been made In 
the execution of the pl.n v/hich 1 concluded witli the Nabob m September lad. 1 do not 
find t!i.itjny Ilep toward* it ha* been yet taken, thougii thiee months au cbpfid, and little 
more tlian tint peiicxi did appear to me rcquiiite to have acco.nplilhcd the moil efl'mii.il 
parts of it, and to h.wc b ought t’le wludc into train. 'I'hi* t.iidmcfi, and the opixifit.oii 
prepared to tlu* only decided aft yet midcrukcn, have a b»id appearance. 1 approve tb«Na« 
bob’s refolutions to deprhe tlie Begums of their ill. employed trtafures.’* 

M>. MiddLtons pt'ifate Letter to tie Gova rot ^Gcttchil ; dated Luckno^i^, the \%thofDeccinm 

het lySi, 

If your new demand is to be infillrd up%>n, wliich your letter feems to portend, I 
mull beg your preeife orders Uj.on it j a^.liom the riithciilti’.'> I have witlnn tlit fe few day* 
cXpciitnced, in carrying the points you have enjoined with the Nahoh, 1 have the belt 
gioimds lor bclievir.g that he ouiJ confid.; .t a direct bi each of tlie Lite agreement, and 
totally rejeft the jjiojiolal fuch j a-xt J iniiit own 10 you, ih.it, in his prefent fermented 
fi.»ic of iiund, 1 ouM expect nothing kfs than delpaii, and a dccl.ircd ruptuie. 

“ riicwielhng I’umick.ilnd, Kyr»guf, and Fyzula Cawn’s country from his govern- 
ment (foi in (li.ir hglit, iny dear St, J can ftithfully allure you he views the meafiircs 
adopted in ufpeft to tn. fe countries), togVilier 'zcuh the njumpthn of all the j.ighbeSf Ja 
hiuh agdi.fi hi ir.d-.mit^^n, luvc ^dicady bi ought the N.\bob to a pcifualion that nothing 
Icfs than h.s dclhuftion, or the annihilation ol every fhadow of his power, is meant j and 
all rny labours to convince Imn to the cor.tmiy have proved abortive. A fettled melan- 
choly has fcizcd hi.n, and his health reduced beyond conception ; and I do moft folemnly 
believe, that the march of four regiments of Sepoys tOvAards Lucknow, under whatever 
c.rcumltanccs it might be reprefented, would be conlidcred by Ifim ps a force ultimately to 
be ufed in fecurir.g Ins per Ion. In fliort, my dear Sir, it is a mailer of fiicli immediate 
moment, and involving apparently fuch vciy ferious and impoitant confequtnces, that 1 
have not only taken upon me to fufpend tl\e communication ot it to the Nabob, until I 
(hould be honoured w,th your Imihtr commands, hut have alfo ventured to write the in* 
clofed letter to Colonel Morgan— liberties whicli I confidently iruft you w’lll excufc, vvhtfi 
you confidcr tlui I can be aftualed by no other motive than a zeal fur the public fcTvice ; 
and that if, after all, you determine that the meafure (haU be infified on/ it wiU be only 
the lofs of fix or at moft eight days in propofing it. But, in the lart event, J c-unefily 
entreat your orders may be explicit and poiuive, that I may dearly know what lengths you 
* wptiTd with me to proceicl in carrying them into execution/* 
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furcs. were fcized in confeqiience of the degree of fufpicion, when falfc motives 
refinance made by the Begum to the were aligned for an afilion fo very ex- 
refumptien of her jaghirc. This ac- traordinary in its nature, as the fei^uro 
count was undoubtedly ui true, and it of the treafures of the mother of a 
naturally excited a very confidcrabie fove reign Prince. He faid it appeared 

to 

Jdr. MlddlctotCs fuhhc Letter to the lion. Warren Hajktigr, C^emor^Ccneral, &Cp f&e, 
dated Luckno^t tke ^etb cf December 1781. d 

• For the fake of perfpicuity, I have thought it bed to recapitulate the feveral paragraphs 
•f your'kttcr, and arrange my anfwers to them rcfpeftively in the fame order. 


** ad. I have waited thus long, in hopes 
of hearing that fomc progrefb Ins been made 
in the execution of the plan wh ch 1 con- 
cluded with the Nabob in September lafl \ 1 
do not find that .nny ftep towards it has yet 
been taken, though three months are clapfed, 
and little more than tliat period did appear to 
me requifite to have accomplifhed the moft 
cfTential parts of it, and to have brought the 
whole into train. Thib tardinefa, and the 
pppofition prepare<l to the only decided ztl 
qpdeitaken, have a bad appearance. 


3d. I approve the Nabob’s rcfolttjon 
•0 dfpnvc the Begums of their ilUemploycd 
^afurcs. In both fervices it muft be your 
care to prevent an abufe of the powers given 
io thofc that are employed in them. You 
youifdf ought to be perfopally prefen t. You 
muft not allow any negotiation or forbear- 
ance, but muft profcpute both fervlces until 
rhe Begums are at the entire mercy of the 
Jfabob, their jaghircs in the quiet poflef- 
llcn of his aumils, and ihcir wealth in fuch 
charge as may fccure it againft privatq eip- 
^,2(c:{nent.’’ 


In reply to the fecond paragraph, I beg 
leave to refer you to my former letter, ftat- 
ing the turbulent ftatc of the country. Three 
months is a period in which <he changes you 
allude to probably might have been effeded 
in times of perfe£t tranquillity ; but when 
all the djftri^ts acrofs the Gogra were Io 
arms, and all the jaghrirdars (a very nume- 
rous and powerful body) were very little 
fhort of tlie fame ftate in every diftrifl, and 
for the rcguL-iting and rcdudlion of whom 
the aumils were principally to be applied to 
•—could a general change or attack upon 
thofc aumils with cafe have been undertaken? 
I think not ; but 1 put this argument of the 
pradficability or imprafticahility out of the 
queiiion^ as it was not that confideration 
wlilcli prevented me from enforcing the mca- 
furcs recommended by you to the Nabob in 
the M-caty the faft is this : 1 did not 
undtrftand, at the period of executing the 
agreenient bttWeen you and the Vizier, that 
your intention wa', that the whole of the 
rsibrm piopofed was in its fullcft extent to 
take place this year, nor indeed at all, if (lie 
Company’s debt became liquidated ; I con- 
ceived your interference in the Nabob’s go- 
vernment tended folely to eftablifli the means 
of the ir.oft fpeedy payment poffible of the 
Company's debt, and that whenever this Aiould 
be accompliflied, every (hadow of interference 
was to be defifted fiom ; which 1 ftated 
to the Nabob and theMinIfteis, and I be- 
lieve upon the faith of that afturance prin- 
cipally was his Excellency's acquiefeence ob- 
tained. 

** To the 3d paragraph I lliall only fay, 
that I march to-morrow with the Nabob to 
enforce both the fervices you exaft in it $ 
and if 1 fucceed, as 1 have the ftrongeft 
reafons to hope, in obtaining large rcady- 
monty refources towards liquidating the ar- 
rears to the troops, which foiin a large pro- 
portion of the debt to the Company, I have 
not a doubt of accompliftiing every end you 
have now declared you look to the inftant 
performance oE’* 
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to bim, from the letters of Mr. Mid* 
dleton, that both he and Albph ul 
Do&vlah were rclu^^anc to comply with 
Mr. Haftingb's I'uggcllion to Icize on 
the trealurcs of the Begums ; he faid 


no proof had been given that th© Be* 
gums had aftually been in rebollion- 
Thc Lord Chancellor further oljfervcd, 
that at the time thefe compiilfory snea- 
fures were ufed towards the Nabobs 


MtddUton^s private Letter tQ the Cevernor-Ct-nertiJ ^ dated Luck-^oWy the jO/A oi^ 

\ Deumbtr lySt. 

*^ly dear Sir, 

I Irave this day anfwcred your publio letter, m the form you feemed to expeft. I 
hope there is nothing in it that may appear to you too pointed. If you wilh the matter to hm 
otherwife underifood than 1 have taken up and Hated it, 1 need not fay 1 Hiall be ready to 
coniorm to whatever you may preforibe, and to takd ujwn inyftlf any ihaie of the blam» 
of the (hitherto) non-performance of the (lipulatlons made on behalf of the ^ Nabob | 
though I do .tAiirc you, 1 myfcll reprefented tohis Excellency and the MiuiHers, conceiv- 
ing it to be your dcfire, that tlic apparent aflfumption of tlic reins of his Govt mint nt (for 
in that light he undoubtedly confidered it at the firH view), as fpccified in tiie agreement 
executed by him, was not meant to be fully and liteially enforced, but tliat it was ncccf- 
fary you fhculd have fomething to fhew on your fitle, a^ the t'ompany were deprived of a 
benefit without a requital j and upon the faith of th;s affuiance alone, 1 believe 1 may 
fafely affirm, his Excellency’s objeAions to fignlng the treaty were given up. If I have 
underflood the matter wrong, or mifconccived your dtTign, I am truly forry for it ; how- 
ever, it is not too late to corredl the error $ and I am ready to undertake, and, Cod 
willing, to carry thiough, whatever you may, on receipt of n»y public letter, tell me is- 
your filial refolve.’* 


Mr, MiddhtQa to the ILn, JVUtrinllafl'trgi, Go verncr- General^ Off. dated Fy%abaJp 

wc i^tb rf "Jamuiy 1782. 

With rcfp:£l to the bufinefs here, I have the honour to inform you, that yeflercl.iy> 
V finding that the tcmporifing and indecifive conduct of the Nabob feemed to proniile an ilTue 
very different from that expelled in your commands of the a6th of December laft.*’ 


Mr, M'.ddUton to the Hen, JFarr^ril UaJlingSy Governor -Guieraly &c, &c. dated F^’zabad, 
the ZOtb of 'January 1782. 


« Sir, 

The Begum having finally agreed to furrender to tlie Nalwb the IreafureS of Ills late 
father, the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah, vrhich (he had hithcito retained in her poffeffion, lus 
^Excellency defired me to withdraw the troops from the KcUa.” 


Mr, Middleton to the Hen, fFarren JlaJlingSj Governor General ^ &c, dated Lucknow f 

the litti of February 17182. 


« Sir, 

Inclofed I have the honour to forward you addreffes from his Excellency tlic Vizier 
and his Miniffcrs. In juflice to the latter, it is inciimlieni upon me to inform you, that 
during the progrefs ot the bufinefs at Fyzabad, I received from them the molt willing 
and zealous fuppert; and that to their excrtionu I confider iii>feir greatly indebted for the 
complete fuccefs wliich attended that bufinef..** 


His Lordlhlp ladly referred to the letter tranfinltted by the Governor- General and Ccutcil 
to the Directors, dated the 11th of February 17S2, 


ExtraH from the f,eteer of the Covernor-General and Council to the Court of DireHorSy dated the 
lltb of Ftbtuary 1782, 

<< In order to punlfii the Begum for this daring ill condu^ (marching an armed force to 
oppofe the rclumption of the jaghircs), and to put icout of her power to apply the tica- 
furcs^hich Hie had amaffed tp thepurpofe ot raifing any lurther oommoticn in the coun- 
the Nal>ob rcfolved to fei^ her wealth, which by the Mahomedan law he was eniii'ed 
* to as an inheritance from his father, who in die latter years of his life had committed his 
Ireafury wholly to her charge, and it remained with her aft;;r his ci?atli.** 

* hU 
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his country in every p'trt of it was iillctl 
bv troops under the coriun.tnt! of hririHi 
ofccers and in lirmlli pMv ; th it :t wis 
perfectly true there hid be.:n niiriv.'ts 
and iururreclioiis in iIk j»r-»v mco .idjoii:- 
iog to riic j.»'‘ii re ; but tlnJe 

were to he artribuLed, 1:1 :i‘s opinion, 
op,-»rt of C\il.5nel lianiiay 

and his onicei*'. not ro r!:e iiU; r.c:'Lnc'e 
of the liC'jtiinb i^r iliwir junuciis ; and 
thcrei‘'ore, he con'-.nded, rlitre was 
no rtMl liroMHi! h i tl'j lei/int; upon 
their trc<i(hn.i, m-! i re.ii rn- n in tiu 
feverc and op[.i-L*iii\ e marine^ in wliirli 
they biid bvC'i rr.ated. His L('.-d- 
Ihip concluded wiiii dctlarin:> ihii, to 
his convi^l’! :i, Mr. Ih.'di'Kj;., tru:;!ir not 
to he iici[uitied of th: Ch iri;e, l>ut that 
the MvUi i/crs li.ul nude it i;fj <'*. 

Tlv- l‘"irl of Morton laid, he was 
much fur’jnifLd to I’.tar the f,<‘:irned 
Lord lay, tlut i.o proof's h.id hjri. ?‘\'cn 
of the rehedio'o of the f?‘. pnnii. Did 
his Lonilhip lay no lire I', upo'ii the 
ftrontj h:‘ls Ihirid in the uhidi.ivits, and 
the p niUei) e'. icI'.I'Cl jpveii n VVtll- 
niinlter Hull In erv rwlpc^luMc 

•dicers, ifiativc to rlic j> yumh ! ddiers 
li.i\:n^ been .u^dna'i) t I'l* en 1*1 arms .it 
PaCLLt.i, and tlu; othe; Hr cii ciim- 
fcances, \*'hiclj, his hordiliip laid, car- 
ried complete coiiv irtVi.ui to lit, ini.ul, 
thir they took a very ar^live part in tiiat 
roiiellioii ? 

Lord ''l'lnlrlo^e, in replv, ^^ent much 
at larj'jf iiU'; i (.ii'l nn;!t tiir'al lirKcintut 
of die Lir 1-! K.r I. 1 . 111(1 G ^eriKir 
Verciir. -iiul dccKtrtil what h: ! been 
Ms opinion upon Uicli a c.ifo .ai the time 
til it lio was ‘-\tiorncv-Ci. ner.d tommo- 
lii' .Old d'l ,«n.' .o»^!in 10 biir oi.»nier 
r'Cspen, ti'j Umler ov v "erarv uf ‘>tate, 
i o! 'p»,r, o';^. i.iL, ruM’i.j'u' t-f a French 
inid.V' 'll , ^n .1 Spiniil* l.n-jwCl 

ti,foiii.,!i nn. lijUTpolitii-u of 
tills touni.v. liw d i»’d, as a l-'w- 
y 1 , the irmli ol ihe pr*ip<‘hnon 

kiic. t’ou n 'ov il’.' N n)u, all'* Lf irijnj 
Lir d, I't 'hect in:: *‘1* '.Mi’uHcr of the 

i.iiii " xen.mtsi'- i*. loi; hj^^-.ily nine- 
ind io ho.- any .icl of .in indepnujeiit 
foe -'.^n pri ice t" one ^.f his o ' n lub- 
jc.lr j, .Tu! eonrended, that Ai'-ph ul 
J)( <\'I ih Coi/kI iv: eo-jr,«JLred no other- 
wi ,• ti..in ‘n iii.k-p.-ndent r.j-i . ri i.;a 
J'f nice • 1-' Ici-ii v,'t in-il rei o'^nilkd fmn 
i*\ ..i' oni {; .iii.-s, ..irl in id the 

rhe ih i idi le." ^ t. n.mci.r in India. He 
If apo’i tl" «.f Oude. and was 

iiM V.d '-P '' Cs . 1 ind* pendent fovc- 
rnt.n I'rii'C'. 1 1.' r.utH tl.orefi-re not 
hc'..e.i '.d 1‘’‘ r- ,.*ar;’. (c the /‘Z; v/zhV 


Sovereign, and the nflenjihh Nabob and 
Vizier f»f Oudf, and an independent 
Sovereign and Nabi^bfor another. , 
Having repiied to ii.is point, hi$ 
I-f ruiiiip proceeded to anlwtr the re- 
niarJ-.:* or rii.. Learned I.orci, If, faid 
he, I li'Vc lUvCcee' cd in conveying to 
your f.oi‘(hliip» I he opinions w^.ich I 
enrertniii, I icrt.niilv did Hate *he dc- 
pc:i'*£.n.:e of rhe Nilvib upon me Beii- 
gal governniei'f as b-oa.lly as the Learn- 
ed Lord hlmlelf lias laid it down ; all 
J conteiiei for is ihis i Tlrat it was cxcr- 
ciled. and nccelhiniv^ cxercifed, ny all 
preceding and riicceilive Adminiftra- 
rio'is in the f.ime manner: by the ma- 
jority in tiic time of Geiicr-al Clavering, 
bv Mr. JLiflings, by Lord Cornwallis, 
and by Sir John Shore. Let me en- 
treat your Lordlh ps to look to the let- 
ter written by Mr. ll.illings in the year 
1777 to the Nabob. He there repre- 
Ibiiis to iiim, in th^ moll foiciblc lin- 
guage, the ahfolute necelhiy of ap- 
pointing a Naib of charafler, and in- 
Veiling liim with great power : that by 
no other means c.in ids alVairs be 
In (.light into order. He begs him to 
diicurd the unworthy characters that 
fuiTuuiid iiiin, and one man in parti- 
cui.ir, whom he mentions hy name. 
What is the threat if his advice is not ' 
followed ? it is this, niy Lords — The 
F.iigiiih will not coniiiuie a connexion 
with you- it will be dilhonourable to 
them. I'he -id vice \v:u folbnvtd. The 
Minifier rtcoinmeink d by Mr. Haftings 
was appoinu'd. I mean Hydcr licg 
JChriii, the oriier and the liiperior, Hiif- 
Lin Reza Cawn, being bur a lunninal 
Miniltu*. lls Irr iitg Ivhan ri^ccived 
fiom Mr. Ilailmgs the llrongell: alTur- 
ancc. oj lupyn s t as ! mg ;.s lie ccininutd 
to I vecutc tlie duiit.v vliieh he owed to 
liii mailer with lideiitv, in which the in- 
tercltb of ihe Bengal government were 
I'o martiiailv com trued. He received 
prccileiv tl'.e lame alfurancts from 
f.ord Cornwallis, in other w( rds, lie 
was proteiflcd boili bv Air. Haltings 
and (.ord Cornwallis againft the in- 
trigues of thole men who were the 
companions of the Naboi‘*s loofer hours, 
and without fiich proteftion he could 
not have iicld his Iiaii.on a M.:ir. This 
Miriilter, w ho m loinc of the Articles 
before your Lordlhips is called an im- 
placable tyrant, died w-hile Loid Corn- 
wmIIis was uj)on rlie coaft in the year 
iTi)!. Hi.'. Lordlhip, in Ins letters fo 
the Oirertors, Irimcitis his death as a 
great public misf-jituue, both on accoiiiit 
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€f his attachment to the Enjrlifli, an<l 
his abilities, which were profL-fTedly, 
his Lordljiip lays, iMpcrior to thofe of 
any pther perlbn in the Nab b’s domi- 
nions, But to ihc'\ that the influence 
of the Bencal government is now what 
it always has been over the Nabob, 
Cornwallis writes that tl^e Nabob 
had da^lincd to appoint a Prime IVTinif- 
ter, frVn the time of llydcr Beg’s 
death i\til his Loreili'ip’s rituni ro 
Bengal. It is therefore perfectly char 
that tlie Nabob has at all limc'' been un- 
der a fiiiiilar degree of influence to the 
government of Bengal. 

The Noble and Learned 1 ord has 
read all that correrpondence beiwccii 
Mr. Middleton and Sir Elijah Inipey, 
and between Mr, Middleton and Mr. 
Hallings, to wliicb I ha\ c lb fullv al- 
luded, that r will not go over it again. 

J admit as dirtir/lly as tiic Noble and 
Learned Lord can debre me ro ad- 
mit, that between the iQ'-h of Septem- 
ber and the 26th ol Deccudjcr 1781, 
the Nabob did Ihew an extreme unvvil- 
lingncfb to adopt tlioie very mcafiires 
which in the month of September he 
appeared flrrrdy der> nnined ro adopt. 

1 admit that iSlr. •'I iddierou's letters 
prove ilie facl: ntofl t.’.by. The Learn - 
^ed L*)rd has alio f..'d h good (hal of 
tliatpruatc Infer of .\li, iN:idd\*toa*s 
v'hich iircomp u.od ’nr-' ’pnnlie letter of 
the 261I1 of OetemlKT, m whieli he of- 
fers, if tile pubbe letter is nor f itnf’c- 
tory, to alter it ia ns to inaKt it ron. 
foi mab'.e to Mr. llaftingsb \MnKS ; 
bur adding, that if he had nnlt.iken 
Mr. HaftiJUis’s intnitions be w is vcr\ 
forry for It. lie hid realiv ct-neeiv^H 
the lo!e end uliirli ^Ir. I la^.insi'i had 
in view by the tre oy (jf Chunar ns, s to 
obtain the payim nt cf the Nabob’s 
debt in the Ihorufl poflible time. J 
am fine it inuit base been bv mere ac- 
cident that the Noble and Ltarned 
Lord hid not ordered the v le.-k ro 
read Mr. Ha flings *!> anTwer to that let- 
ter, Nvhich Nvhs a reply r«N t’ic whole 
1 cries of MuL'letonb prisate hr- 

ters. It is inipoitant indeed, and »n 
my mind rt moves ».vcry degici doMor 
and lul'picicn that can anfe upon rljib 
Ailicle in the bread of any candid man, 
Mr. Haltings, in terms of ftiong indig- 
nation, tells Mr. Middleton, “ 1 lias e 
“ been deceived : I know not yet by 
** whom.’* He goei on to exprefs his 
flirpril'e nr the contents of Mr. Middle- 
^ ten’s letters. ** 'I'he rclumption nf the 
^ jjghircs/* fays'hc, though a mea- 


“ fure to which the Nabob originalty* 

** folicited my confent three month* 

“ ago, is but at this moment about t® 

“ be commenced, and againll the Na- 
<< bob’s inclination. You expeft rc- 
“ fiftai'Ce. You apply to Colonel Mor- 
“ gan for a rcg:meiit. You write to 
me. that iinlels you arc much mil- 
“ riikeii, .a largti force will be iv*sLe'f-* 

“ lary. Unwilling to ri(k the* reputa- 
“ lion of our army, or to fritter away. 
** our force by dttncliments, X order a 
“ l.irger force, niul then you tell me 
“ the l^'.ibob will never be brought to 
“ conle.u to the intafure ; and Mr. 

“ Johnbin writes me, that it wjll be 
putting ilic temporary brigade upon 
him ag'in.” — '* I’l^fc (fays Mr. 

“ H ifliiigs) ai e abi'oli.te contradiiffifjn.s. 

“ 1 will r, )t ( idds he) liiNide the bri- 
“ gadc at Caw npour w Idle the Marat- 
“ l.is .aic <»ii our frontier, and the pc.'.cc 
with them fo retenily conclud- 
“ ed. ] lia\ c w rinen to ihe N.ibob, 
“ nnd .-’.o you ttll iiim that 1 d® 
“ lujt willi to interlirt in his atTiir^ 
** .igainll tils iiii '»n iliniu ; but 1 will 
Hot faenfu e tin. Company’., i u.c- 
‘‘ ilAs to iiie caprice ()l’ I'.i'i adv.lers. 
** l-et biin pay the debt now ilue, and 
“ 1 will Nvulidr'iw r.ll our f.irces, and 
** tb( Rufidcni s ofllce, luit ' will not 
“ iur’.r bis dill nec t(; be r cio'/ inflei«d 
'* (d an r.d'Mii: ige to lbi\>\!.” “ Be 

** caiiiu-us (he contii.i.c^) Hi. t the Na- 
“ l>r b does not mlUoiiCiJi e mv I•‘trL r, ns 
“ b. 'un'i! any eNjMc/hon or t’lfplrafure 
“ row' -ds hnn. 1 ilnnk hnu gr. lily dc- 
“ ceiVv I w'iib bun to re‘ ard me m 
“ ills fill 11 ( 1 , and to c'-Mlule Ijoih in IH’C 
f 'lib an. I .u tachiOLiit. t am wiHiirc: 
III gu e Iniri iind'/iibicd proofi (§f 
“ bf>lii. 1 Nsiii do noil ing ;or Hie jirii— 
“ lerv.'’.ti()n o! i'lis lurculi, ,!g.in,fl liK 
will ; but I will not b.-.z.ird ihe lafc- 
“ ly and honour of oer ai ms, nor la-- 
“ cnKce the Couipan>'s mu re As and 
“ rg 'us, to the c'lpnee of his ad^- 
** vilers.” flc* coi’iclu if n. ir h ouferv.* 
inu. iivr't b\> repui.uiou may fuf-. 
ur from tin- dmajs tiou i..‘Ve uakens 
pir, c .I’ld he dcur^s Huu .ih Mr. Mid-* 
eii ton’s Icriu'*, in fu uri . m. . be olfj-. 
chI, thrt, if neceflii N, be m.iv mako* 
a public reference to them. Ir is im— 
poliihle fo-. any of No.-ir Lordflnps tc* 
read this letter without i)cin» eon' meed! 
rh.ir Mr ILifHngs w as in a ' er\ l'ig^3 
deuree Cifltiuded at tiic letter w I ic Ijl 
N lr. Miiidhton had written to him ; 
and it is ecjually clcfir th.it he dors iiC -C 
impute to the N*.bob the delay > tt-a-s 
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ftad taken place. The letter written 
by Mr. Hailings to the Nabob produced 
an immediate effeA. The Nabob thanks 
liim for his advice, and promifes to fol- 
low it, whicii he docs. 

Mr. Middleton in his evidence im- 
putes ^II this Yerfatility in the Nabob’s 
aifpoiition to the influence of his per- 
fonCSl^vouritca : 1 have not a doubt of 
the fa 61 , and am convinced from the 
whole tenor of the evidence, that the 
Nabob was induced to a£i; as he did, 
not to fave the jaghire of iiis mother, 
but to prevent the refumptiun pf the 
jaghircs of his favourites. You have it 
in evidence, my Lords, that as early as 
March i776» he urged his mother, 
through Mr. Briftow, to accept money 
in lieu of her jaghires, becaufe, as he 
faid, two rulers were too much for one 
country. 

The Noble and Learned Lord furcly 
docs not mean to iinprefs your Lord- 
Ihips with an idea that Mr. Haftings 
meant to compel the Nabob by force to 
refumc the jrjghircs, or to take the trea- 
fures. The troops under Britilh ofiiccrs 
had been placed in Oude air 1 >c Nabob’o 
defire, and for the protection of his 
country. It never was the intention of 
Mr. Haftin^is to ule force, if we may 
judge from all that appears in evidence. 
On the contrary, Mr. HHftin)’',s inoft ex- 
prcfsly fays, that he will not iiuerterc 
in the Nabob’s internal government 
againd his confeni, and that he is ready 
lo withdraw the Rcfident and all the 
troops that are in Oude, and to break 
ofF the connexion between the two 
countries, if the Nabob defues it. I 
h^vc fo fully explained already the na 
ture of the compulfion tiled by Mr. 
Haftings, that I belicte your Loulfliips 
arc fully convinced it is very dilferent 
indeed trom that fort of compulfion dc-^ 
feribed by the Noble and Learned 
Lord. 

The Noble and Learned Lord fup- 
pofes that the oppreflions fnppofed to 
have been committed by Colonel Han- 
nay were the real caulc of the mfiir- 
reftipns in September 1781. As the 
Manager who I'ummcd up the cvjdcncc 
•n this Article proFelTed to entertain 
the fame fentimenrs, 1 was led to a 
^ery minute examination of the evi- 
dence to this particular point. I>ut fufar 
from fimhng any thing in it tojuftifyfuch 
H conclulion, 1 muft t’rccly confds^^y 
LiOrds, that the f&dt of the cxiftence of 
Oolunel Hannay** opprtlRon is^by no 
111^4 cftabiiftied— It is laere idle ru- 


mour. Mr. Holt’s evidence h fo very 
general, that J can make nothing of it# 
He went out a boy, between fifteen and 
fixteen years of age, with Sir Eyre 
C»otc, in 1779 ; and in the next year 
he was in Barrectch and Gornicpore# 
He knew nothing of the ftatc of thofc 
countries prior to that period. He tjilks 
of feeing mud forts and bamboo pi^ons, 
where Renters were confined foj/ their 
balances. He fays the country^ad, at 
he has heard, an unfavourable opinion 
of Colonel Hannay, and in converfation 
he has heard that he was worth thirty 
lacks of rupees, or three hundred thou- 
fand pounds fterling. 

CaptaiuEdwards^s evidence is equally 
loofc and unfatisfa^lory to the point the 
Managers contended for. He had heard 
that the condufl of Colonel llannay was 
opprtflive, but he could fpcak to no 
particular fa6^. Colonel Ahmiity fays, 
that he had htard report*; of the inha- 
bitants of Gorrucporc being much dif- 
fatisued with Colmiel Hannay, but he 
knows nothing of particular fa^s, aa 
Gorrucporc was fr. dillant from the 
]dacc where he commanded : tho’, my 
Lords, be adds, “ ail the Gorriicpoic 
“ (liftridl were a rcbeljoiis people, and 

I believe were people who never 
“ paid any revenue to the Nabob, 
“ Avithout its being very fcvcrcly en- 
“ forced.** 

In a very early period, long before 
Colonel Hnnnay went to Gorrucporc, 
that province was deferibed by the 
liriti/h Rcfident ris In fuch a ftatc of 
anarchy and rebellion, tl,:it it could 
hardly be laid to make a part of the 
Nabob’s dominions, jMajor Liimfdaine, 
who knew Colonel Hannay, and well 
knew the country he managed, fpcaks 
of him in very high terms. There is 
nothing therefore upon the evidence 
that goes to a fpecific fa(^ of opprcllion 
committed by Colonel llannay or his 
officers. Three of his officers, Major 
Liimfdaine, Captain Williams, and 
Captain Gordon, were examined at your 
1 -ordlhips bar — Their teftimony is per- 
fc^Jy clear, and fully proves that the 
Britilh troops were oppofed by forces 
in the Begum’s pay. Major Macdonald, 
atiorber officer of Colonel Hannay’s, 
who is ftill in India, diftiii6tly ftates in 
his affidavit, the hoftile conduct of the 
eunuchs in the city of Fyzabad, and the 
critical fituation in which he remained 
within fifteen miles of that city, for 
many days after the revolt of Cheyi 
SiRj; was circulated tLrougU the coun- 
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tr]r* rt'he ndtorictjr of t(i6 ret)eIltoii of 
the Beguni was' fuch, that one of the 
Mtnofles at jrbur Lordlhips bar, Captaia 
Wade) I think, on being afked oy a 
Manager if he was applied to to make 
’ an affidavit) faid^ that if any one in 
India had tailed upon him for fuch a 
purpofc^ he ihould have thought they 
were Joking. 

Another point on which the jToble 
and Learned Lord has laid a coniider- 
able (IrefS) I have really fo fully ex* 
plained already) that 1 am afraid of 
trefpaffing upon your patience by going 
f^ver the ground again. The Koblc and 
Learned Lord fayS) that it ought to 
excite fufpicion when we find a man 
giving a falfe account of the motives of 
his own condu£V. He fays, Mr.Haflings 
teprefents to the Court of Dirc6^or8> 
and fo dates it in his Defence in the 
Houfe of Commons, that the treafures 
were feized in confequence of the refid^ 
ance made by the Begum to the refump* 
tion of her jaghires- My Lords, I ad- 
tnit it fully, that he does fo date it. But 
how ? Mr. Middleton furnifhed the 
materials for the Defence in the Houfe 
of 'Commonsi and did fo reprefent it, 
though he declared alfo in hU evidence 
>before the Houfe of Commons, and 
though he has fworn befort your Lord- 
Ihips that it was determined to refume 
the treafures before the jaghircs were 
attacked. It is therefore beyond all 
quedion a blunder, and a blunder, as I 
obferved before, which the Managers 
have allowed Mr. Hadings completely 
to'corre6t, by inferring in their evidence 
what they, call hit fccond Defence. 1 
admit ajfothat the fame blunder is com- 
mitted in the letter to the Directors, of 
the iith Feb 1782, from the Board, and 
that Mr. Haftingt figned the letter jud* 
af;er his return to Calcutta. But the 
Board refcY rheP^rc£iors mod particu- 
larly to all Mr« Hadings’s letters, and 
they fay, that by thofe it will appear 
that it was topunilh the Begum for her 
daring ill conduct in reddingithe re* 
fumpeion of the jaghires, that the Na* 
bob refolved to feize her jaghires. Now, 
my Lords, ip ^he letter of Mr. Haftings, 
to which the BoArd refer tb^ Dire^lors, 
as containing complete information) that 
Gentleman mod exprtfsly dates that he 
drenuoudy encouraged and fupported 
the Nabob in feizing the. treafures, be* 
caufc the ' Begum had affided Cheyt 
Hliug during hfs yrcbelljon, and fo the 
Court bf Directs fully imderdood it. 
To infer gili^hefefbre froia a midakt 
Fa&t v/ll^ 


of Mr. Middleton, or from the iitaceti* 
racy of the Secretary, in the wording 
of a general letter, is what 1 am fare, 
from the judlce and honour of your 
Lordfliips* you never will do. 

.l/pon the whole, my Lords, I do de- 
clare to you upon my honour, that after 
the fulled invedigation of every all^ga* 
iioh in this Article, and comparing each 
mod carefully with the evidence ad-* 
duced in fupport of ir^ I am decidedly 
of opinion that Mr. Hadiugs ought to 
be acquitted of every pan of the Charge. 
Your Lordlhipt will confider 
the a6ts were done^ which are alledged 
to be criminal ; and 1 think you will 
agree with me, that Mr. Hadings adfed 
highly meritorioufly in every part of hU 
conduct relative to Oude. ^ 

The Lord Chancellor faid, it did ap^ 
pear to him that the Nabob ih'ewed aia 
unwillingnefs to refume the treafuresi 
and the jaghires of his mother ; that as 
fo much therefore of the Charge was in 
his opinion made out, he could not con« 
feientioudy acquit Mr. Hadings of all 
blame $ but what he had faid was merely 
to judify his own vote; and not from a 
view or an expeftation cf influencing 
the judgment of any one of their Lord« 
ihips. 

The Biihopof Rocheder faid, he could 
not give a confeientious vote of Nou 
Content to the quedion upon the propo* 
fltion agreed to by both the Noble and 
Learned Lords, that the Minideruf one 
country was not amenable to the laws 
of that country, if he procured an in- 
dependent foreign Prince to do an aft of' 
injudice to one of that foreign Prince’s 
fubje£fs. Judice, in the cyeofreafoa 
and morality! was due to every indivi- 
dual, whether the fubjeft of a defpotia 
Prince or a free government. He quoted 
the writers on the jus gentium^ and iif 
particular Qroiittu to fupport his argu- 
ment on that points He then referred 
to his own notes of the evidencs, tef 
prove that the treafures in polTetlion of 
the bhow Begum were, excepting one 
eighth (whieh by the laws and eudoms 
of Mahomedans were her propertyi ai 
the widow' of Sujah Dowla;, tne adkual ' 
property of the reigning Nabob, Afoph 
ul Dowia. His Lordfhip faid, that the 
treaty, as it was called, of 1775 
afiualU ofUrious, and would have been 
fet afide oh that ground by any court of 
Uw in Wedminder.HalL The re- 
fumpeion of the jaghires was in his opr« 
nion a measure of found policy, and rhs* '' 
only meafurc that could afibraa chance 
O d of 



of refloring order to fo diftradted a go« years ago* Ke had met with nothin}^ 
verflnient as Cade. Whether the mea- on a clofcr review of ihc particular mea- 
fure of feizing the treafurcs oritrinated fures of his adminiftration^ to indue; 
frota the Nabob or from Mr. Haftingar, him to change that opinion. But he 
made no fort of alteration, according to confelTed that he looked upon the 
his view of the quedion. They had Charge now before their Lorddiips as 
clearly* forfeited their right to them, oiie which in all its parrs deferved their 
* Hts Lordibip then, from his notes, read moft mature and careful examination* 
extfadh from fome of the affidavits, and He freely admitted alfo that he difliked 
from the evidence given in Weft minder Prefents ; when offered as benevolences 
Hall by Colonel Popham, Lieutenant from psrfons of inferior ftations to 
Wade,LieutenantBirrel,CaptainSymes, Princes (and in that charafler Mr* 
Captain Grey, Mr. Shuldham, Captain Haftings certainly moved while In 
Gc^don, Captain Williams, and *other India), they often merited the name of 
Gentlemen, which contained, in his extortion ; when tendered as Prefents, 
opiniont a body of proof not to be refift- they generally meant corruption. But 
cd. No doubt could remain as to the at fhe fame time that he called upon their 
rebellions conduA of the Begums, Lordfliips to lift the evidence to the 
ttdiing in the only way they could alV, bottom, it was not ncccflary in fueh jr 
through their agents. To take it on Court, to caution them as judges to 
another ground, and that the ftrongeft difinifs from their remembrance all that 
poflible — the Nabob owed the C^mipany they had heard that was extraneoua 
a Urge debt : Mr. Haftings, as Gover- both to the evidence and the Charge* 
nor*General, ftood in the fitnation of Inferences were not to be received, and 
the Nabob’s principal creditor 5 he knew he was fnre they would not be received 
that the Nabob had I'ufficicnt to pay it by their Lordfliips at fubftitutes for 
In the hands of a third peiTon, and he proof. It had been often remarked, 
compelled the Nabob to take that pro- that if it were poffible to lift this bufi* 
perry fo unjuttly held from him, and nefs of the Pfclents, or if the evidence 
apply it to the difeharge of his debt to offered had been admitred, much more 
the Company among others. What was would have been difeovered than has 
there illegal or unfair In a creditor’s yet been brought to light* Thefe ob« 
purfiiing fuch a line of conduA ? The fervatiens w*cre not to be attended to. 
a^s therefore were juftifiable without Their Lord /hips would not be bialTed 
refortingtothe pleaofncceffity jbutthe by the remark fo often repeated, that 
fiecelfity had been proved in the cleareft Mr. Haftings might have received many 
manner, and his Lordfliip had no hefita- more Prefents than thofe which are 
tio^ in faying that Mr. Haftings faved noticed in the Charge. No; The 
India by the mcafurc which he adopted Court wonld determine by the evidence, 
in Oude fubfequent to the treaty of and by thofe rnfercnccs only whichwere 
Chunar. fairly to be concluded from it. They 

The queftion was then put on Lord were bound to believe, as the faCl: un* 
Thurlowe’s motion. The Not*Conunts doubtedly was, that by the induftry of 
were declared to have it, and the whole the profecutors, and by the aztention. 
Charge was negatived by one voce. of the Defendant's Gounfel, the whole 

■■■ - truth was fully and completely before 

FRIDAY, MAKCK 20. them. 

Lord Tburlow rofc to lay before their The Article entitled Prefents was 
Lordfliips the evidence as it appeared to divided into two parts, and the lirft 
him to apply to the Charge of Prefents, cUufe in ' the Charge applied to the 
ftated by the Commons to have been re- Prefent Uft received ; yet the Commons 
celved corruptly by Mr. Haftings in had very properly purfued^ a different 
fome inftances, and in others in breach mode in oringing the fubjed^ before 
of an A£t of Parliament. His Lordfliip their Lordfliips. One year ( 1789) was 
fald, that long before the return of Mr. employed by their Lordfliips in receive 
Haftings to Great Britain, he certainly ing evidence as to the Prelents alledged 
•had formed a very high opinion both of to have been taken corruptly in the 
his talents and of his fuccefsful exer- years 1772, 1773, and *774* 
tions in the public fervicc, during his The next year of the Trial (1790) 
very lone adminiftrarion | and he had was employed in adducing evidence to 
fully declared his opinion of this Gentle-' prove the receipt of Prefents in the 
man’s ch»ra 61 cr to their Lordihips many years 1780, 1781,1782, ii d 1783; that 

is. 
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the Prcfcnt? for which Mr. Haftings 
tlas accounted to the Company : fo that, 
in^the intermediate period o^ ycars^ 
it IS not charged that Mr. Hallings rc*> 
eeived any Prefcnt whatever. In the 
firft period, that is, between 1772 and 
1774, Mr. Haftings is charged with re- 
ceiving three lacks and fifty-four thou 
(and rupees, as bribes for certain app«int« 
^ ments which he made at Muorfhedabad 
1772. He is alfb charged with re- 
ceiving four lacks and forty-four thou- 
fand rupees from the Ranee Bowan- 
flee, who is the female Zemindar of 
Radfhaee, and with appropriating to his 
own ufc forty thoufand ri^ces a year 
from the faiary of the Phoufdar of 
Houghly. Your Lordfliips will ob- 
ferve that he is fuppofed to have taken 
all this money in the ftrongeft fenfe of 
the words, mq/i corruptly ; as bribes or 
brokage for appointments to offices. 

The Turns taken at the Utter period I 
ihall now but barely mention, becaufe 
they will retire a feparate coiilidcration 
entirely. The firft fum was the two 
lacks taken from Cheyt Sing in 1780, 
which, by the mode or its being entered 
upon the public accounts, did appear to 
be the property of Mr. Haftings. Whe- 
ther, from circumftanccs which I fhall 
^o( now go into, that Turn was not fo 
difclofed as to make it bona fide the 
Company’s money the inflant they took 
it, will be for your Lordfhips hereafter 
fo determine. 

The next is a receipt of two lacks 
from Patna, entered under the head of 
Purbar Charges, and received in April 

1781. 

The next is afumoffifyr-c*gbf thou* 
fand rupees entered alfo as Durbar 
Charge?, 9nd }t js followed by the large 
Jrelcnt of one hundred thoufand 
pounej's, received from the Nabob Vizier 
by bills in i73«» which bills were not 
fully paid until March 178*. Thcfe 
fums Were alfo entered under the he^d 
of Durbar Charges. By being fo enter- 
ed, they imWicdiately became the pro- 
perty of the Eaft India Coiopany, and 
were open to any fort of invelligation 
afiroad or ii) E|>gUiid. Your LordOiips 
will at once fee that tliefe Charges in- 
volve a very difterept cafe from the 
former. I fliall nof go them a^ 
prefent. 

The Uft is the Prcfpnt froip Ifob- 
kifTen* which being in (bn^e meagre 
different from the three preceding Ar- 
‘ tides, will requiK a feparate connaer%- 
tion alfo. r 

^t the pment momengl w|lii en* 


tirely confine my obfervattoni to th. 
evidence which applie. to the cafe of 
the Prefents allcdged to have been re? 
eeived in the years 1772, 1773, 

1774*; that is, to the Prefents which 
Mr. Haflings is charged to have receiv. 
cd for corrupt appointments to offices 
ill Bengal, bv which he added nearly 
one hundred thoufand pounds to bis 
private fortune. X will confefs to you, 
my Lords, that when a Charge of this ‘ 
very feriouf nature was preferred by fo 
great aiiody as the Houle of Commons* 

1 conceived It to be moft important in- 
deed i i believed that thofe who fraiuv 
ed the Charge were prepared io*fup- 
port it by feme ftrong evidence that had 
recently been difeovered. Your Lord- 
fliips all know, that the Legiflature has 
often re-appointed Mr. Haflingstothe 
high office of Governor-General of Ben- 
gal fubfequent to the period when the 
matter which forms this part of the 
Charge of Prefents, had been very fully 
dilculfcd in England. Your Lordfliips 
all know that in the year 1773 the Mi- 
uiftcr of that day hefd up Mr. Haftings 
to the view of the Houfc of Commons 
as a man who was proof againil that fort 
of temptation, which a very great cha- 
rafter had publicly laid the moft virtu- 
ous man was not able to reflft* It is 
nearly nineteen years ago (ince I was 
calico upon in another ntuatton to con- 
fider and to give my opinion on one of 
the material points in the Charge now 
under your Lordfliips confideration. I 
did not therefore conceive that fa£ts 
which at that period were not deemed 
worthy of public inquiry, would, after 
the lapfe or fo many years, have been 
thought matter for Impeachment, un- 
lefs, which I fuppofed to be the cafe, 
fome ftrong and deciiive evidence on 
the points alluded to had been difeo- 
vered. In that cafe, I fliould hav(? 
held the argument often urged, that 
twenty vears had clapfed flnee the whole 
cafe had been referred to England, to 
have been fallacious and nugatory. No 
diftance of time, no public fervice, no 
Parliamentary appointments, ought to 
fereen a man from punlfliment, who, 
charged with the government of an em- 
pire, has taken bribes for official ap« 

E iintments. I have therefore, my 

ords, looked >Ylth all the diligence in 
my power through the evidence which 
has been given in fupport of this 
Charge. 

With refpeft to the Ranee Bowan^ 
nefi from whom Mr. Haftingf is acc^f^ 
ed m having extorted the Ufg^ fum ^ 
P d e forty* 
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ko^y«four thoufajid pound* fterjing, 
there certainly is not one tittle of evi- 
dence to fupport the charge, nor can I 
find even the name of this perfon mcn- 
tihned in any part of the evidence. No 
evidence has been oflered to fuppoi t ano- 
ihev allegation. Mr. Haftings is charged 
^ith receiving four thoufand pounds a 
j^ar from the falary of Khan Jehan 
'JChan, who was Phoufdar of Horghly ; 
. <but there is no evidence oflered to fupport 
the charge, and confequently, on both 
thefe allegations, Mr. Hailings mud be 
acmiitted. 

The only remaining Charge is, that 
in the year 1772, Mr. Haftings corruptly 
received three lacks and fifty- four .thou- 
sand rupees, nearly forty thoufand pounds, 
from Nundcomar ’ and Muny Begum, for 
appointing the fon of the former Duan, 
and the Jatter guardian to the Nabob of 
JBengal.*' 

Your Lordfhips will recoIle6t that one 
whole year was employed in Weft minder 
Hall in this part of the Charge ; 1 will 
endeavour therefore, as dioitly as I nm 
able, to lay befors )our Lordftiips the 
tcfult of the evidence upon it, as it drikes 
^ my mind. 

|n the month of May 1765 Loid Clive 
arrived in Bengal, and brought with him 
pofjtive dtre^ions to enforce the exe- 
cution of pertain covenants which the 
Directors had ordeml their fei vanis to 
enter into, By thofc covenants every 
man was bound not to leceive more than 
tone thoufiind rupees from any Prince, 
&c. in India vvithout the content of the 
Council, npr above four thoufand rupees 
Without the confent of the Dire£lors. The 
Company, as the Charge afterts, adopted 
this meafiiie in confecjuence of the ex- 
tortions that had been praftifed under the 
plea of receiving Prcients | and it is a 
lingular fa£l, that after all the laudable 
indudiy exerted in the year 177a, by a 
Committee of the Houfe cf Commons, to 
difeover the perfops wlio had received 
Prefenis at thp, two gicat revolutions in 
Bengal, it did not appear that any Pre- 
. fent was received by Mr. Hetftings^ 
tho* he had been confidentially employed 
both by Loid Clive and Mr, Vanfitlart. 
In addition to tKe covenants, Loixl Clive, 
in the month of September 1766, pro- 
pofed that cfvery Governor ihould take 9 
lolemti oath at the Mayor’s Court in Cal* 
tutta, that he would not take a pie/ent 
for irimfelf beyprd the amount fpecified 
in his cbvenant. He ' g:|ve to a Governor 
one and one-eighth per ctiU. commifllon 
oh (hd revenues, ^ He took the oath him* 
felf; ^1-0 VerM, who iu^ceeded hifn 
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in January 1767, look it alfo. But thi 
Diieflors made a new arrangement, and 
gave the Governor thiity-one out of 
one hundred ihares, in a conimiilion«of 
two and a half per cent, on the revenues. 
Tin's totally changed the nature of the 
oath. Mr, Cartier fucceeded Mr. Verelft 
in January 1770. He did not take 
the oath, and in April J77a, when Mr, 
Haftings fucceeded Mr, Cartier, the oath 
itfclf was becoijie obfoJete, which was ' 
the pcpieifion uled by a witnefs at your 
bar. The Managers, I think, wafted a 
great deal of time, and very unneceftarily, 
on this fubjeft, in order to convince your 
Lordfliips, that Mr, Haftings had pre- 
determined to do all thole corrupt a 61 s 
whicli they charge him with having done! 
and therefore evaded taking the oath. 
Now, my Lords, I really think that any 
man who could commit the crimes aU 
Icuged againft Mr. Haftings, would hard- 
ly hefiiate a moment to add the crime of 
perjury to the catalogue. 

Lord Clive acquired for the Company, 
as your Lordlhips well know, the Pewan- 
nee of Bengal in 1765. It was his 
policy to draw what advantages he could 
Irom this grant through the medium of 
a double government ; in other word?, 
he not only prefeived all the Mahomme, 
flan forms, but he actually committed to 
Mahomed Reza Cawn the entire managCT 
ment ot the revenues, and the adininiftra. 
tion of civil and criminal juftice to the 
people. The Britilh government pro* 
tc^ed the country by its army, and re* 
ccived into the treafury the public reve* 
nuts that remained after paying twenty* 
fix lacks a year to the Mogul, fifty-three 
Jacks to the Nabob, and twelve lacks to 
his Minifter Mahomed Reza Cawn, who 
enjoyed the high title of Naib Soubah- 
It was the earneft and prefling advice of 
Loid Clive both tovjiis fuccelTor Mr. 
Verclft and to the Direftors, that this 
lyftem flicpld remain entire in all its parts. 
He conceived that the intricacies in an 
Indian fyftem of finance were not to be 
unravelled by Europeans, and that the 
form of the double government was ne- 
celfary to keep down the jealoufy offo- 
leign nations. 

This fyftem continued from 1765 until 
1772, Yuur tordftiips well know thai 
froin various caufes the promifes of Lord 
Clive were not realized, and in faft, in- 
ftead of Bengal yielding a balance of a 
million derling a year in favour of Great 
Britain, the income barely fufficed to 
meet the expenditure. Under thele 
ciiliar circuhiftances wllV'Mr. Hayings 
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diiys after he became Cover nor» In 
April 1772, orders of a veiy important 
nature were received from the Dirc£lor3» 
and your LordHiips will fee that this de* 
tail is nece/Tary to the complete know- 
ledge of the cafe, becauie the prefent 
Charge originated from the manner in 
which Mr. Haflings .executed tiiei'e or- 
4 ers. He was dire 61 ed» in concert with 
his Council, to deftroy thjc whole fabric 
of the double government. He was to 
tcolle£l the revenues, and to take every 
meafuie connc 61 cd with them, through the 
agency of the Company's fervants. In 
ihort, he was to foiin a lyitem for the gu- 
vemment of Bengal, under in{lru6llons fo 
general, that 1 may fairly fay the whole 
plan was left to his judgment and dil- 
cretlon. 

In addition to tUefe orders, which ne- 
^elTarily involved the dilmiiljon of Ma- 
homed Keza Cawn from his oilhee of Naib 
Soubah, a letter was written to Mr. 
Halfings himl'elf, and which in the event 
of his death was not to be opened by arty 
other pt^rfun, dirc^ing him immediately 
to ifliie orders* for ieizing the pf'ifon of 
Mahomed Reza Cawn, his family and 
dependents. He was fuiiher dire^ed to 
order him to Calcutta, and to tiy him, 
on the charges pf having einbe^szled the 
public revenues, monopolizing rice duiing 
the famine, and for leaving a balance un- 
paid, from the time of his having been 
the renter of the ^irovince of Dacca. Mr. 
Hudings was iuilher diredlcd to em- 
ploy Nuudcom.u' in detc6iing the mal- 
pra6lices of Mahomed Reza Cawn, and 
to afford him the degree of countenance 
ijeccfTary to effect this purpof-. The 
Directors add, they were confident, that 
theperffcif knowledge Mr. lladings bad 
of the man's character, would pievenf him 
from giving him any improper degree of 
power. 

In the execijtion of thefe fevere orders, 
Mr. Hadings appears to have a^ted with 
every poflible degree of tendernel's and 
humanity. He wrote himtelf to M<iho> 
med Reza Cavyn, expref^iug his concern 
for his fiLiiation ; and to the Gentleman 
«yho was entruded with the chaige of 
taking him prifoiier, he recommended 
every kindnei's and attention that cou’d 
be diewn to him, confident with the Hurd 
and drifV obedience of the ordisrs. Mar 
homed Keza pawn was brought down tp 
Calcutta. Nundcomar was employed by 
Hadings 5 but the Infamous melons 
to which he reforted in order to convt6f 
Mahomed Reza Cavyn were fo apparent, 
Mr. i«Ui tli; Pire^t t)i< 


own charaAer h,i| AiifiireJ, he wm 
by the fupport which he had to Nu'nd* 
comar ^ “ however,** he adds, “ 10 yopr 
* * widies I have facrideed ipy own fecU 
** ings.'* In the end, Mahomed Rezn 
Cawn was fully acquitted | and though 
your Lord Ihips have heard Mr. Hadings 
accufed in lVe({inindcr*H\ill of tivating 
him with harfhnefs and injudice, Maho* 
med Reza Cawn himfdf was fenfible, aiS 
appeal s by the evidence, that he owed his 
honour and his life to the judice and im* 
partiality of Mr. Hadings. . 

I will now date the plan adopted by 
Mr. Hadinp foi the future government 
of Bengal, in the adoption of which he 
provided for the Ibn ot Nundcomar, and 
expofed himfdf to the pref.MU acciifaiioi^ 
It was dete! mined that a Comrnhtt'e ^ 
the Council diould proceed to Moorfhe- 
dabad j Mr. Hidings was Preddent of 
that Committee; he left Calcutta in May^ 
and returned in September^ having been 
about two months and a half at Moor^ 
dieduKid. During hi$ ablence, he formed 
an arrangement new in all its parts. The 
lands were let on leales of dve years* 
Couits of judice were idablidiedthrougli* 
out the provinces ; the feat of goverm 
ment was icmovcd to Calcutta, with all 
the nccedary offices, tlie records, &c. In 
diort, in every nieafure taken by Mr# 
Hadings he appears to have a6lcd fyf- 
teiiiatically, and with a view of convincing 
the natives tliat the Governor and Council 
of Bengal would in future manage all the 
details of government. 

In the courfe of the various difcudlons 
which ncced'arily employed Mr. Hadings 
and his Committee, they were to con- 
fider in what manner they weie to obey 
the orders whicli the Dire6lors had tent 
them, for appointing another Minidcr in 
the room of Mahomed Reza Cawn. Ths 
Dire 61 ors had conceived fpeh an appoint* 
ment to be neceifaiy as well for tianfafk- 
ing uccafional burmefs with the Nabob, as 
to be the medium of communication with 
the Picnch, Dutch, and Panifh govern* 
ineius in Bengal. After very mature de* 
libeiation, and well confidering how far « 
liberal execution of thefe orders would 
derange the new fydeni of things, Mr. 
Hadings detei mined, and in my opinion 
with very great propriety, to difobey them $ 
^nd fo far the Managers have made good 
their Charge. He obferved, that if any 
Angle MiniUer was to be appointed with d 
falary of three lacks of rupees a year, 
wfiicli was the order, it would convey an 
idea to the natives, that the office of Niib 
SuLibdh ffiU I'ubfiltcd ; chet it was un- 
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jieccfary for the mere purpofe of being the 
.clunnet of communication with foreign 
;Dations & tbeiiefotre he dc^ermineci to 
.divide amonj^ three peribns* 

Muny the widow of Meer Jaf- 

licr^m^ sijpj^nted guardian of the young 
and ruperintendant of his bciiiie- 
|h<||ld & GoordaiSj the fon of Nundcomar, 
.evaif^&ipoint^ Duan. and ^ajabullub, 
ftoy 'Aayan of the Khalfa. The Board 
jfully approved of two of the appoint* 
fncmai but, ignorant of the motiy^s which 
induced Mr. Haftings to propofe Raja 
Ooordals, tliey oppoled his appointment, 
€n account of the dotoi'iou^y infamous 
ch3ra6ter of his father Nnndcoi^tar. Tijui 
biajortty however concurred with Mr. 
Halhngs, and all the appointments were 
iconfiimed. The Charge goes upon ^ 
idea, that Muny Begom was really jn- 
trutled wiiti great power in the govern.* 
ment of tli,e country, ond ihe is delcribcd 
in it as a perfon wholly unfit to gbisern 
the Nabob's dominions. The Manager 
iwho opened the Charge To argued it too ^ 
but tlie whole evidence proves the trutb 
pf Mr. Huthngs's aflfertioii when the ap- 
pointment took place, that in fai^ (he wo^iild 
iiave no authority beyond the walls of the 
SSenana. She applied t9 him fur certain 
privileges heretolbre enjoyed by the pei> 
ion afliiig as guardian to the Nabob, ^y 
allowing them, Mr. Hillings would have 
given her (bme power, and in language 
perte^tly (lolite, he declined compliapee 
With any of her requetts. In his letter 
|o the Dii colors, Mr. Haflings fully eic* 
plains his leafons for alf his 9^ions : 
tells llie pireAors that the uncle of the 
Nabob was the on)y perfon who could have 
had a lupcrior claim to Muny Begum to 
the appointment in queltion, and his rea? 
fons tor preferring the Begum are fo clear, 
and iiidce<i fu unanfwerable, that I am 
confident your JLordIhips will be convinced 
of tlie pcrfe£t propriety of his conduct. 
As loon as the piieaors had received 
an account from Mr, Haiti iigs of the 
various ti-anfa^ions which were crowded 
into the Bril fuc months of his admihi- 
ftraiton, they fent him a letter pf thanks, 
and ex prefled their complete approbation 
of all lie had done, adding particularly| 
that they (iilly approved the appointmept 
of Muny Begum. Your Lordfliips there* 
fore will conhder, that though tlie Coip- 
. mops have proved that Mi . Haflings dif* 
obeyed the Company's orders, it is proved 
alfo,that ill their opinion he had conlidera* 
biy improved upon the plan which they 
bad pi clcribed. 

Tile arrangements thus approved were 
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fubmitted to the inrpevUion of Parliament 

i773f and to the Minifler of that d^ 
they appeared to do Mr. Haflings (o 
much vredit, that he propofed to nomi* 
nate him the firft Governor- General of 
Bengal under the regulating Aft of that 
year.-pr-Thc new government took place in 
Bengal in Oftober 1774.}^ and your Lord- 
ihips have it in evidence, that the firft 
three months were fpent in difeufling 
the political mcafures which Mr. Haf- 
tings had adopted iu that and the pre* 
ceding year. The iintpitunate diflfeti* 
fions in tjie Council begap, in faft, on 
the lecond day that the Board aflembled. 

But it was not until the month of 
March 1775 that any meafure was brought 
iprward winch pointed at the private cha* 
rafter of Mr. I^aflings. On the tith of 
that month, a letter was brought to the 
Board hy Mr. ^rancis^ which he iai(f 
was delivered to him publicly by ffundy 
comar, who required him, ps a Coiinfel* 
lor of the State, to deliver it to the Beard, 
Your Lordfliips have all read the letter, 
and a more extraordinary, or a more in* 
(blent prod(i£bon neves* appeared tin* 
doiibtedly, nor one which carried falle* 
hood upon the face of it more ftrongly. 
After (tating his fervices; the promde^ 
which Mr. Halvings had inade to Itim^ 
to induce him to difeover the embezzle* 
ments of Mahomed Reza Cawn, which^ 
kc fays, amounted to nearly three millions 
fterling j the breach of Mr. Haftings’s 
proiniles ; the enmity which lie bad (nice 
(hewn him, and which he ^yows to be hif 
motive for what he is going to relate ; he 
(Irongly Ipfinuates that Mr. Haflings had 
received immenle Turns from Mahome^ 
Reza Cawn, fiittabr^, anc) others. He 
adds, Having fp far written generally! 

I now come to particulars”— and 
then he Bates that at various times in the 
year 177a, Mr. Haflings had received the 
fum of three Ijcks and (^fly-four thoq. 
fand rupees from himfelf, his Ton C^oor* 
dafs, and Muny Begum, in conftderation 
of making th6 apppjntmeiits which I 
have already mentioned to your Lord* 
(hips. After the letter had been read 
through, the Board adjourned, Mr. Haf- 
tings having very properly, in my opi- 
nion, obferv^d upon the iingular circum* 
dance of a member of the government 
prefenting. fueh a letter to the Council. 

At their next meeting another letter 
was (ent in by Nundcomar, delinng (o. be 
confronted witli Mr. Haflings, abd to 
bring ppofs of his charges nefore the 
Boaref* In the fa^e letter he tel[]^ the 
Board that be bad warnl^ former Go! 

V veinors 
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vtrnors of the conrequences of attending 
to their own intercity and not to that 
of the Company. It is imponible to read 
fiihh a letter* and the proceedings which 
foilowedf without admitting that there 
was at leaft much indiferetiou in the 
eondudV of the majority* who wiih- 
ad to call Nundcomar before the Board# 
Mr. Hadings declared that he would not 
fit at that Board* the firlf BritilK fiibje^ 
in India, to be confronted with fucii a 
milcreant as Nundcomar $ that the propo« 
fttion was made with a view to infult, to 
degrade him, and to proclaim the anni- 
hilation of his power to all Indoftan ; but 
he added, which is very material to con- 
fider* that in a Committee of the Board 
tliey might hear all that Nundcomar had 
to fay^ and they might infiitute any 
procelsthey pleafed. The Board perilled, 
and Mr. HaHings declared the Council 
diifolved. 

Here the evidence ends. What pafled 
after Mr. Haftings had diifolved the Coun- 
cil, your Lordihips, as judges, cannot 
know, except in fo far as the proceedings 
are alluded to in thofe letters from Mr. 
Mailings and the majority to the Com- 
pany. But it is an hiftoncai fa^, which 
perhaps I may fairly be allowed to men- 
tion, that all the information given by 
^Nundcomar to the majority was Tub- 
mated to the Law-oiHcers of the Com- 
pany in Bengal, who did not recommend 
any profecution in India, but advifed the 
Boaid to tranimlt every papei', and all the 
evidence, to the Company, who might, 
if the matter were worthy of their notice, 
file a bill againll Mr. Mailings, and com- 
pel a difeovery. Thefe documents ar- 
rived at a time when it certainly was the 
anxious wilh of the Minifter to take any 
fair and reafonable ground he could for the 
removal of Mr. Mailings. The papers 
were all fubmitted to the Law-olHcers of 
the Company, who declared that the in- 
formation ot Nundcomar, even upon the 
fX forte cafe before them, could not pof- 
fibly be true. The reafons for that belief 
were a/Bgned at length. The Direaors, 
though a majority ot tlicm were very well 
difpofed to oblige the Minitter, concurred 
with their Law-olBcers, and all that rub- 
biAi and traih rematned unnoticed from 
1776 to the year 17*9 \ 

Lordlhips know, it was repeatedly pref- 
led upon you by the Managers, as contain- 
tng proofs of the corruption of Afr. Haf- 
tings* and it was very properly rejeaed 
by the Court. It was never pretended by 
;he Managers* tlytt they had evidence 
to go btiOBii this r^dled^ ta- 
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formation of Nundcomar : And bcrc,^ 
Lords, I cannot avoid faying — Hard fate 
of Mr. Mailings 1 ! !— The gcnilcinenof 
the majority were fo indifertet, lb far X 
think I may fay, as to write to the Di- 
re£lors in March 1775. *hat though .Mr. 
Haftings then called Nundcomar amif- 
creant, he had been high in his confix 
dence* and clofely conneAed with him 
before their arrival 1 I fay it was iiKiif- . 
creet, my Lords* to fend fuch intelli- 
gence to the body* in obedience to whole 
commands alone it was owing that 
Nundcohiar was employed at all, or eves 
admitted into the prclence of Mr.^Haf- 
tingt. To fend fuch a letter to a oody 
who had l>een told by Mr. Haftings abo\x 
a year before, that he had every diiiig to 
expe£l from the malignity and diiappotiit- 
ed ambition of Nundcomar, who liadi' 
hoped to rife on the ruin of Maliomed 
Reaa Cawn — I fay, my Lords, the fate 
of Mr. Mailings was hard indeed. Placed 
as he was by the Dirc£lors in the facred 
charafler of a judge, he took every pof- 
fible means to determine fairly and jullly 
on the accufation againll Mahomed Reza 
CawA. The acquittal gave general fatis- 
faRion, though Nundcomar imputed it to 
the bafeft conuption. 

I come now, my Lords, to the next 
point in this Charge on which your Lord- 
ftiips inuft decide t It is fully proved— 
Mr. Haftings himfelf never denied the 
faft— I mean the receipt of a lack and a 
half of rupees for reafut, a Perllan woul 
for entertainment, which was paid to Mr. 
Haftings from the treafiiry of llie Nabob, 
and entered on the public accounts of his 
treafury in the year 1772, 

It is neceftary to Hate the circumftances 
which led to the difcuinon of this fubjcfl i 
they are ciu'ioiis, and- Ihew the unhappy 
fpirit which prevailed at that time in tlie 
Supreme Council. 

In tlx mouth of May 1 775, a man em- 
ployed in the treafury by tlie Begum, 
brought a number of accounts to an Eng- 
lifti gentleman, and by thofe, he faid,**it 
would ypear chat part of the Nabob’s 
money for fhany years paft had been em- 
beszl^. The information having been 
given to the Supreme Council, they im- 
mediarely dlvefted the Begum of her ap- 
^intment, and deputed Mf. Goring to 
MoorOiedabad, to fdae all* her papers* 
containing the accounts of the N.ibob'a 
expenditure from the year 17641 to 177s. 
Tikis gentleman was to deliver over the 
accounts, after he bad feiaed them, to 
thi'ee Commiftioners. Soqn after his af- 
ifvil at Mooribedabadf bg feat a letter 
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written declaration from the Begum, th it 
had paid a lack and a lialf of rupees 
to Mr, Haftings. His condufl on (he 
receipt of this information was exa£l)y 
what hr\% man would have held. He ex- 
JiseiTes his furprize that Mr. Goring, who 
was entrullcd with a limited com million, 
and that commiflion not to examine ac- 
counts^ hut to dclirer them to others, 
lliould have fc levied this item for tranl* 
i miffion. He defircs the Begum to be 
a^d if the fum was paid by a^reeinent^ 
by application from him, or in confe<^ 
fjiience of eftablifhed ulageand ctilfom? 
The anfwcr is clear and decifive. Every 
Governor^ fhe fays^ coming to Moor/lie- 
dabad received v^‘o thoufand m pees a day 
in lieu of provifioAs i beyond that ilie 
had not given a fingle cowiie, and etery 
payment would appear upon the record. 
Now, .iny Lords, as the record alluded 
to was in the poflefllon of Mr. Goring, 
and was to undergo a clofe infpef^ion by 
three CommifTiuncrs, it is abfolutety im* 
pofTible to believe that Mr. liadings did 
receive any othrr fum beyond that which 
he never for a moment denied that he had 
received. Mr. Goring fpeaks out fully, 
and with great fmcertiy explains the bufu 
ziefs. Mr. Hadings had requeded that he 
might ^ defired to account for fo paitial 
a' iele£lion. Mr. Goring, in reply, on 
the 3d of June faid, the Begum gave 
the account, on being earncdly preded 
hy him to date how tl>e deficiency aro(e. 
He humbly begs pardon of the Board if 
he has exceeded his duty, but adds,<* The 
“ extraordinaiy conddence you- were 
** plealed to repoie in me, and the un- 
limited power attending it, moved me 
to exert inyfelf tp the iitmud, that iltc 
** intent of my appointment might not be 
•* entirely fruillefs,” 

Now, my Lordli, .after fhU frank and 
plain decoration, your Lordlhips mud ail 
be convinced that the leal objedt of Mr» 


profecutlon winch Invalidates tie declarif^ 
tion of the Begum, that it was giveii 
agieeably tueHablidied ufage. . 

Colonel Monfon fays, he has heard 
that it has bren an clYabliflied ufage, for 
perfons of didingiiilhed'.rank, when refi^ 
dent at the courts of Eadern Princes, to 
have large fuirrs of mohey paid them for 
their table expences^ that Mr. Hadings 
Can fatisfy the Dhreffors whether he did 
fo receive this fom, or whether he hast 
charged his expences to the Company 
while he was at Mobrfhed^ad* 

Now, my Lords, the Mana^rs have 
given evidence to prove that the travelling' 
expences of Mr. HallingS aifd his lurte 
to and from Calcutta were paid ; the 
whole amount does not exceed three 
thoufand pounds t ^ and there is alfo 2s 
general charge for the Committee of Cir* 
cuir^ which cannot he applic<able to Mr« 
Haftings. It is perfeflly clear therefore 
that the expences of Mr. Haftings while 
at Moordiedabad were not clefiayed by 
the Company. The evidence for the 
Defendant carries the matter but one ftep 
further. It relies on the Begun/s decla- 
ration that all Governors received a limi- 
lar allowance, and the Council prove that 
as often as the Nabob was in Calcuita, 
lie received from the Company one thou^- 
fand rupees a day for zeafut. But in the 
evidence in reply the Maimgers for the 
Commons fairly and candidly, and much 
to their honour, produced evidence which 
the Counfel of the Defendant, with .ill ' 
their induftry, had not been able to dlf* 
cover. The Amiitor of the India Houfe 
being called by the Managers, read fionr 
a book of public accounts, a ftatement' 
of the allowances made to Lord Clive ■ 
firft, and next to Mr. Verelft, when tliey 
were at Moorfhedabad as Governors $ and 
no doubt therefore can remain ad to the 
truth of the Begum’s declaration, (hat 
every Governor, while at Mborfhed<iba<f, 
received the fame allowance as Mr. Ilafr ' 


Goring's appointment was to obtain for tings. With this body of evidence be- 
the majority a fuUaccount of all the funis fore you, I' do not believe that any one of 
which Mr. Hjfttings had riceived at your Lordlhips will think that the Com* 
Moorfhedabad ; your Lord/hipt muft alfo ' mons have made good any part of tlie 
be fully fansfiecl that the only Aim which Charge of Prtftnts dated to- have been 
Mr. Haliings did need ve, wad two thou* ’corruptly received in the years 1772, 
land rupees a day, for xeafutor entertain- 1773, and 1774.. The pavment 4 fiow irf 
ment, agreeably to ellahlilhed tifage.-— ’ .queltion is exprefly charged^ to ben briber ^ 
The Managers afhrm in the Charge, and The evidence certainly difproves the 
baVe (b argued it, that i)iis was* a ium re* Charge. 

ceil^rd for an appmntrnent to office, and * Rut the Comnaons have given evidence 
if It* wtre Co, rectrvtd, it is a crime of a to ihew the partiality of Mr#' HaAltvgs to- 
mdA ietious nattiry, dcfcrvmg the marked wards tlie Begum, from whence they *^ 
Condemnation ol >*fiur LortKhtps. But would info’ fonie comipt, nhdgrAaniilmg 
XcikUinC line of eviUcnce on ihe between them. It ajipearjs in 
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the evidence that fhe had embezzled any 
part of the Nabob’s money. All will 
appear, ftie fays, upon the records, and 
(lie ftems to be completely juftified. — 
Voiir LordHiips heard, and with inuch 
pain, I am lure, a gre it deal of coar(e 
inve£live uttered agamlt thts lady. She 
was deferibed as a danci-.g giil— a com- 
moil piolbtute — a deaicr in fpiiits j and 
many other epithets were applied to her, 
wh'ch I lhall not enumerate ; but I cer- 
tainly have take'll iome pains to trace, as 
far as I could, liotli from the evidence and 
the hirtory of the times, the real fituation 
of this lady. 1 find that the only auihoi ity 
on which fhe has been called a dancing 
eirl by the Manager, is a Ictier wiitten 
from a nun of the name of Nuned Roy 
to General Clavering, in which he tells 
the G«Jneral, “ Eveiy day’s news is ' 
“ tranfmiited to yiAi”— and then he In- 
doles a paper, which contains what he 
calls thehiftoryof IVTiiny Begum j dating 
that her mother being poor, die fold her 
to a miftrel’s of <iancing gii Is j that rtie 
came to MoorflieJabad, danced bf-fore 
Meer Jaffier, who took her to his houfe, 
where fhe became the mother of the Na- 
bob Nudjum ul Dowinh — Heie the dory 
ends. This young Nabob died in 1766, 
above the age of twenty 3 fo that, if ere- 
dit is to be given to any part of the in- 
telligence of Nuned Hoy, Muny Begum 
has been at lealt half a century in a 
very elevated lituation. She was a woman 
of high rank when we were mere mer- 
chants in Bengal. Lord Clive dclcribcs 
hcT lb far back as 1765 as the widow of 
Mecr Jatiier, and upon ilie credit of her 
teltimony he received a legacy of five 
lacks of rupees as a bequelt from her 
late hulband Meer Jaffier, which the No* 
ble Lord appropriated as a fund for the 
half-pay of the Company’s officers and 
foldiers. In her teftimony fhe dates that 
Meer Jaffier her hufband had exprtfly 
d)red;ed her to pay this money to Lord 
Clive on his arrival in Bengal, and, af- 
ter receiving her own fctilement, to dif- 
burle ilie remainder in the manner he 
had dire^fed. Your Lordfhips will find 
this tranfaftion fully detailed in one 
of the Reports of the Houfe of Cum* 
iiions. 

It appears from the evidence, that in 
1771, Mahomed Reza Cawn, giving an 
account to the Governor of the wives of 
Meer Jaffier, reprefents the deceafed mo- 
ther of Meeran as tlte firft and moft re- 
fpefted amengft them. He then mentions 
Muny Begum tho next j but her Ibn^ 
Pa ax VIH. 


who was Nabob of Bengal, beingVead 
and the mother of the leigning Nabob ffill 
ahve, it was propt r, in Mahomed Kt.'za 
Cawn’s opinion, iliat thcle two ladies 
fhould be ileemcd of equal rank. Your 
Lotdfliips fee by the evidence in what 
light fhe was cltcemL •• by Mr. Hartings • 
and his Council. The Direitors oialcfed 
her to be diliniff.’d from the office, to 
which Mr, Hadinp.s leappoinied her, at 
the exprefs application of the Nabob in 
1778. She was accordingly removed in 
1780 ^ .and the next evidence reljjeifing 
hei, IS a letter from Mr. Haltings to the 
Directors, <lated in November 17^3, in- 
doling a reprefentation from the B**guin 
of The lituation which (he had filled, the 
refpea in which fhe had been held in 
Bengal for fo in my years, and the hard- 
fhlps which fhe had fuffained in confe- 
quence of the unfortunate dilf-renccs in 
the Supieme Council. This letter was 
produced by the Managers ; ami a more 
temperate, affeifing, and dignified letter I 
never lead. It pioves tiiai, whatever 
fituatioii file may have filled in very early 
life, if it be true that her or gin was low, 
fhe was well calculated to fuitain with the 
utmoll decorum and propi.cty the high 
lank to which ffie had been elevated by 
Meer Jaffiei. Time having loficned thofe 
j)rejudiC£s by which this laily had fo le- 
vercly fuffered, the Court of Diieftors^ 
with a humanity and a ihui'e of juliice 
which well became them, referred this 
leprclenlation to Lord CornwalHs, fiom 
a convidion that the Noble Marquis 
would determine upon the merits of this 
lady with the ftriffell impartiality ; and 
accordingly, my Lords, it appears in 
evidence, that a penfion was fettled upon 
her of ten thoufand rupees a month, about 
twelve thoufand pounds a year 3 which 
was within a mere trifle of the extent of 
her requelL Tims, my Lords, has this 
lady received fome comprnfation for tho 
injinles which file had formerly fultalneds 
and after having held the rank of the firft 
woman in Bengal for near forty year9> 
the wife of one Prince, thi* mother of 
another, and the guardian of two other 
Pi luces 3 after having feen h"! hufband 
ilic abfQlute Sovere»g • of Bengal, :*ad 
the family of her hufband ortginaily re- 
ceiving fifty-three lacks of lupees a 
year, which has now been brought 
down to fixieen 3 (he will at leali have 
the fatistaCtion, in her latter days, of 
being relieved from every apprehenfion 
of perfonal wants, or perfonal indigni- 
ties. 

£ Q Your 
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Yollt LordSiip!!, T hope, will cxciifo 
the for having clttainc^l vou lo long on 
this part of the cafe. You wjll retol- 
lc6t that the Commons dcciriLil it io 
^Veight) and important, that they em- 
ployed •four (lays in opening it in Weft- 
'minfttr Hall. I hive cxaniint J all the 
evidence \vith the u'inort attention of 
whit h I am capable, and I am con- 
vhicrd that it is abfolutcly impoffible 
for your Lordiliips to determine 
that the Commons have made good any 
part of the Charge. The lack ^nd a 
a half of lupje', K h clear, was not 
rccrivcc' as a bribe for an appointment 
to ofTicu ; c.n'fequcntly it is not that 
crime which rh- Commons charge. Jt 
was a compliance with an eftablifhed 
vifagc, and would have been received 
equally, if no arrangement had been 
made in 1772. I have been the more 
particular alfo, my Lords, m fummtng 
uv < IIthe evidence in this cafe, btcaiife 
'he' Manager [Mr. FoxJ, who ieplu,d 
on tliis Charge, and of whtife acutenefs 
and abUities I have a very high opinion, 
proftlTed hiinfclf to be convinced that 
the Commons had proved the charge 
of corruption in this luAr.nce inoft com- 
pletely. 1 will not detain your Lord- 
ihijis longer than to move, ** That the 
“ Corntnons have made good the Sixth 
“ .Article, as far as it i elate:? to a cor- 
** nips n i*m[)tof three lacks and nfty- 
** four thouland rupees in the year 

“ 1772-*' 

The I.ord Chancellor f.nd, he fhouM 
detain their Lordfhips but a very few 
moments, not meaning to go into the 
circnmflantial derail that the Commit- 
tee had Iicard I'o ably hated by the 
JMoblc and Learned Lord. He was 
pcrfeffly ready to admit that the Cem- 
mons had totally failed in making good 
any part of the Charge except the re- 
ceipt of the lack and a half of rupees 
which Mr. Plallings had admitted 
to be true ; and even though the faft 
of his having received the lack and a half 
was proved, yet there certainly was no 
proof that Mr. Haftings had received it 
as a confideration for an appointment 
to office, which he concurred with the 
Learned Lord in thinking would have 
been a crime of a very heavy nature 
• indeed. He was induced to think that 
if this Article had flood alone, the 
Commons would not have charged it. 
It was mixed with otheis. of which, 
under their Lorddiips rules, no evi- 
dcnce could be given. Ji had been dif- 
tinftly proved by the Managers, that 


it was ufual for Governors to receive 
two rhoul'cind rupees a day while at 
Moorfliedabad ; and the money paid 
firft to Lord Clive and next to Mr. 
Verclft, on the fame account, was in 
evidence. As there was no ground 
therefore to believe that Mr. Hdflings 
had prolonged his flay one day at 
Moorihedabad with a view of putting 
two thoufand rupees in his pocket, he 
certainly Ihould concur with the Noble 
and Learned Lord ; but he confidently 
hoped that this prafticc, which however 
cuftom might have juftified in feme de- 
gree, no longer obtained in India* He 
would propofe, in preference to the 
Learned Lord’s motion, to put it, 
“ That the Commons had made good 
“ the Sixth Article, as far as it related 
“ to a corrupt receipt of Preients in 
the years 1772, 1773, and 1774.*' 
Lord 'i hurlow confenied to the 
amtudment. The motion was put and 
negatived, nC7;t»nt' dijfininnte^ 


MON PAY, MARCH 23. 

Lord Thurlow role to lUtt to their 
Lordihips thf naiure of the ftcond divi- 
fion of the Clurr,c of Pi.,rcnts, and to 
adduce the evidence which had been 
given upon it by the M^magers and the 
Dtfeiulanr’s Conn ft I. 

He cbfciMd, that the Lfl day oa 
which the Committee fit, their Lord- 
Ihips had di-tcrniined, yteviinc dijfenm 
tiemcy that the Commons had net made 
good the firft branch of this Charge, 
namely, the receipt of ion fide table 
PrelVnts for brnkage and bribes for 
the laic of offices the moft odious 
and dil’gnceful I'pccies of ern nipt ion 
that could be charged againli a public 
man. 

The prefent accufation, fays Lord 
Thurlow, is in its nature very mate- 
rially different. We are now to confi- 
dcr Mr. Haftings’s conduftin receiving 
Prefents, between the years 1780 and 
1784, to a very large amount, for the 
uic of the Company, as he contends ; 
but, as the Managers in argument have 
contended, for his own ufe ; though 
at a fubfequeni period, as they fay, fear 
induced him to apply them to the pub- 
lic fcrvicc. 

If the Managers have fucceeded in 
proving that Mr. Haftings received 
thefe Prefents, intending to apply theoj 
to his own ufe, then Mr. Haftings muft 
be found guilty, and will be punilhed, 
as he very well deferves to be. But 
gn the other hand, if your Lordfhips 



tiall be of opinion that he hona fide 
intended, at the time the feveral Pre- 
fects were received, to apply them in 
the manner they aihially were applied, 
to the public fcrvice, then you will 
have to confider the conllruttion which 
the Manai^crs liave put upon the A6t 
* 77 3 i bv which, as they fav, it be- 
came cnmiu.il t-j receive PreiVnts for 
the Company’s ufe. You will aJlo have 
toconfidcr whetlier the meie breach of 
that ftatute could now be a matter of 
impeachment, iinci. the claiife relative 
to the receipt of Prefents was repealed 
in 171^4. 

I do not rccolldfl that the Manager 
[Mr. Fo\] vvhoih nmed upthis y'haige 
on the pnrt of rive Commons laid that 
particular tlrcls on the broach of the 
law at tlut period, which he did m 
fmnmiiig up the evidence in reply, 
wlien it was ver) hrenuuully contended, 
that Mr. Haftings mull be convitted 
upon ihc breach of rhe law, even if 
your Lnrd/liips lliould be of opinion 
that each Prcfcnc was received with 
the clearcft d--tcrminatit»n to appropri- 
ate it to the life of the Company. It 
v/:is alfo contended, and evidence was 
brought to prove, that Mr. iljftings, 
in receiving thefo Prefents, had adted 
againllhis own recorded opinion of the 
true fenfo and meaning of the Adt ot 
1773. Now, my Lords, it has happen- 
ed in this inhance, as it has in to many 
others, that the evidence produced did 
in fadl prove the reverfe of the iVlana- 
ger’s alferrions. Ir appears very clt,ir 
to me, that Mr.Haltings aiul ihc Coun- 
cil in Calcutta, and the Dlre<:t^>rs and 
liis Majefty's Mmiftcrs at home, ton- 
ftrued i-lie Ai*l in this way — that Bri- 
tilh fabjc'j'is in India might receive 
Prefents fur tjie Company’s iifc, though 
ilicy Were interdidteJ from rcccivimj 
tiisin for tlu-irowii ufe. This appears 
pcrfeftly clear from what ad^tually p«f- 
I'cd relative to a Prefent from Sujvh 
Duwlah to a brigade of liritiih forces 
in the year 1774. Mr. Hallings Lid, 
that the Ail actually precluded the 
ofliccrs from accepting that Prefent, 
but advifed its being received as a de- 
pofit in the Company’s treafury ; and 
lie promifed the Army to recomni'. nd 
their cafe llrongly to the Court of Di- 
redtors. The Prefent was received 
from Afoph ul Dowlah, lodged in the 
Company’s treafury, and diftributed by 
an order of the tourc of Diredfors, 
which order wa« approved itV the Board 
of Controul, while the Noble Lord 
who new fits in ihe Chair at your table 


was a member of th^it Bo?rd, Jii» 
name appears to the letter of approbi- 
tion. 

It will not thcrrforc be con; ended 
here, tho’ it was in VVcftminficr Hail, 
that Mr. llaftings has held twoopioinns 
as to the rrue intent and meaning of that , 
Adi. He took Prefents every year of his 
government, eithei of fmairamounc or 
to a confiilerable value, and brought 
them the Company’s credit. 

The Prefents which yet remain to be 
confidcred dirt'er in fome circumllanccs : 
I fha'll therefore follow the rule fo 
wifely laid down by your Lordlhipj, 
and take theiii up li’parately- 

The firft .s the Prefent from Cheyt 
Sing, received in June 1780. Your 
Lnrd/hips will fee that this Prefent is 
entered as a depcfit in the Company’s 
book*: • that 11, as afum at the command 
of Mr. Uahmga, and making part of 
his private fun line. Now, my Lords, 
Mr. Haftings imilt be convidted on this 
head, unlcls, on a fair and full view 
of all the evidence, it ihall be made 
our, to tbc latisfadlion of vour Lord- 
/hips, that he really made that fort of 
difclofure of this Prefunt as fooii as he 
had received it, asabfolutcly prccludul 
him from the power of convertjng 
it to his own ufe. 1 will endea- 
vour, ns Ihortly as i can, to ihue the 
ertedt of rhe evidence tu your Lurddiips 
as ii ftrikes my mind. 

In the month v)f June 1780, Mr, 
Haftings propolcd lo ihc Countil the 
jdan ol an expedition iiiTo the province 
ot iNTilwa, lie expedtetl by ihi'* ♦"xpe- 
ditioii tu draw Mad.jet Srmdia from 
Gu/zerat to the defence <jf bis own 
dominions j and in that event it vvould 
have been a very powerful diverlion in 
favour of General Cioddaid ; or that it 
would produce the ultimate ol)jodt 
which Sir. Haftings hoped to attain hy 
the expedition— a peace with the Mn- 
i.ittas, to which he Inppoled Scindia 
would be averfe, as long as he was 
himklf at the luud of the Maratta ar- 
mies, and as long as his own dominions, 
fhnuld remain uninvaded. This plan 
was oppofed by Mr. Francis and Mr. 
Wilder, wl'iO formed the majority, nor- 
withllanding the very uncommon car- 
uellnefs with which Mr. Haftings en- 
treated them to leave the condiici, as 
they had thrown the refpoulibility, of 
the Maratta war upon him. Ac the 
clofe of his propofition, he ufes theft*, 
remarkable exprcflions : “ I wiih I 
“ could ftake my life on the fuccefs of 
the expedition.*' Whether it would 
Lc a hav« 
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have. Vjccft better for the majority to 
have fubmittCil their opinions to iha- of 
Mr. cannot be a matter of 

doubt, bccauff the expedition did take 
place at a period Ibmewhat later, ai d 
did atlually produce all thoie b.Mielicial 
conTequeneeb which Mr. Wa'lingb Jiad 
prcdi6ted from its aocjption. 

It appears from the evidenre, that, 
after this propofition \v..s rejected, Mr. 
Hallings lent for the iiuxey of Cheyt 
Sing, who had ottlrcd him a prefent of 
two lacks of riipets kme time be- 
fore. There is lomc difference in the 
ftritement of the ground on which this 
Prefent wa*. cfferid. Mr.Larkins fays 
that Jt was (dfered on a plea of atoning 
for the pa ft mifrundu^^ of Chtyt Sing, 
though really v/itli a hope of it- i.i- 
ducing Mr. Ilr.irings r-j wavc in future 
the demand »'f t’ne fubliily. Mi. Ilaf- 
tings ill ill'. L'efe’ > e UVb, that lo' fully 
CApi.iiMid tti S.uJanum. the j^iopiicty 
and jurtice cf the war-luLiiidy ; that he 
told Him 11 nevtr would he gi''- n up 
while ilie war lai'ttil ; hut on ilie re- 
ftoration of peace thie extra paynient 
would no longei be demanded. He 
fays, that he received the iulhllaffur- 
ances in the name of liie K.'ja from 
Sddamiml cjf fl rn^f oh' du ne - in tutiire, 
an I Jii offer <if Pvch nr of Vij 1.-. :ks 
of rupees 'icc onipdim d bv < poioj.ue'' for 
hi.s former ill bthavioui . ISir. Jh'ftuigs 
goes 1 11 tf ijv, rhat he coidi.illy :tcetfiu 
cd his r.jiul 'giej, bur dieiimo the Pre- 
fent. Cti the reliihil ot the majority 
to c.jnltir to ihe pn’pontion of 
IIci (tings, it appe.ircd to him mat li.e 
only objection urged aga.nft the inca- 
fure was the exira e^pence which 
would be ii.currid by it. On his re- 
turn then fore In m tin Council he fent 
to Sttv. inund and told him he h<<fl re- 
coniidercd his maner’s offei, would ac- 
cept the money, and dcfiiH'd him to pay 
It to Mr. Larkins. Uc requeued Mr. 
Larkins to teccive it, to fend it to Mr. 
Crutics the treafurer, and he informed 
Mr. Larkins that it was a fum that 
h-4d been offered to liiiii, and which he 
accepted fvr the Company, in order 
to remove the ohje/i'li(ms which had 
been urged by Mr- Francis and Mr. 
Wheler to the expedition agamft 
Maiwa. 

'1 his was on the aift of June ; on 
the a6th Mr. HaOings again fubrnitted 
the fuhjedt of the expedition to the coii- 
iideration of tfit Board, and with a de-' 
gree of carneftnefs that muft convince 
your Lordlhips it was a point, n his 
cpiui n, on which th>: fate of India 


depended, as in fa£t it did. In his 
nute he <eJls the Board, that they do 
not appear to have offered any reafop 
iti>le ohjedfii.n to tlie plan, except that 
It would be attended with confidcrabU 
additional expencc. 

“ I'hc obje61inn made to the txpcnce 
“ (fays Mr. Haftings), is a material 
“ one *, but a vigorous exertion tannot 
“ be made without expcnce, n^r can 
“ the war be concluded honourably 
“ or profccutcd fucct Isfully wiriiout 
“ fuch an exertion. Feeble me .fures, 
“ and advances for peace, \vi I but add 
“ to the ftrength and prefumption of 
“ our advcrlariis, di(c('urage one 
friends, and perhaps induce ihcni to 
“ become parties agaiiolt us.” 

In ano»her part of his minute he 
fays, The part which this Govern- 
“ rncnt has hitherto burne in the war 
is mine ; the other members liaving 
“ r* pe iitdiy difrlaimtd rlii,ir fharc in 
** the 1 elp'inlVoiliry attending it. It is 
“ hartl, ihar whde they load me with 
rl.c weight if Inch a chaigc, they 
flioui ( bind my hands, and deny my 
“ tile means of ftipporl.ng il.” 

Uc cumiudes fiis minute by ftaiing, 
that wlietiiei the trt'ups which he pro- 
pofcs.to employ in the invafion of 
Malwa arc in the field or in canton- 
ments, their pay muft be the lame ; 
that the cortingent exptnees iher«.foie 
are all whicn can fairly be ch.nrged to 
the expedi lor.. Thofc contingencies 
berates Ingli wiun he foppulLs ilicy 
will amount to tv\o lacks of rupe'cs : 
that fnm, he fays, he is defiious lo cou- 
tiuiuit* 1) carry his nuafure, to which 
he hopes there can ro h.nger be .in ob- 
je£^tion ; and, he adds, that he has 
already depolited it, witiiin a fmall 
amount, in the hands of the fub-trea- 
fur^r. 

The majority Hill pcrfifted in their 
oppofuiun j and there is a circumrtaace 
which ought to follow in the evidence, 
but by fomc accident it does not, and 
thcrcfciie I fhall ftate it, not as making 
p.at of the cafe, but leaving it to your 
Lordfnips to give the circumftanccs 
what confideration you may think they 
delcrve ; Mr. Markham was examined 
in Woftiriinfter Hall on this Prefent: 
he declares himfelf to have been privy 
to it at the time, refers to the evi- 
dence which he had given on the fub- 
je£t in the Houfe of Commons, and 
fays it would fave tiiiiC if that were 
inferred ao his anfwer. I piefumcthac 
a copy of the evidence given in the 
licule uf Commons was nut at hand. 
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The Commons went to another head 
of (.xHinin.<ition, niid it is left m this 
iiTij.'ierfet-t wav upun v >,«■ Lm-JIhipb 
minutes. I iHVL- Mr. M rk- 

hiiin b evident'; l>t,I no If >ule of 

Cnm .injU't, ii i [ 11 n.. rii.it iir very fiiliy 
iii i .'U i.i ..Mnn.anM iricu maai, ro him 
hy -'Vlr. Jhai.m;', rv i.itivo to thi.> Pre- 
Icni. i'll coiiVcVi.iriiju lu]ij>oiieil im 
iri'-Jiareiv ^irii tlio r jtt'MDii oi Mr. 

i Ihu jn')p.>iifi..n t.j r{ie 
Cil, and he evp,.Ji_.i his conoi-ni to 
All* MarkliMii in ii he imd uiccprtd the 
Prelcnt from Cm yr smy, litice iic c juM 
not now make ilie uli. it he iniend- 
cd. It was hy an accidenrai oiiMliioii 
of all the panics, as your Co dlhips 
mull pciccivc, rliat the complete evi- 
dence IS not upon your mmutts. The 
ne\t c(»mmunicatioii tins Prefenr, 
my Lords, was to Mr. Siil'.van, and 11 
was lent by a foreign llilp in Au^uft 
2780, with liheitv to iMr. Suli van to 
make any public or private ufe of u 
lie p'ealcd. From ad thclc circumtlan 
CCS, vvhicii arc in evidence, 1 think it 
appeals in oft clcaily, iliac Air. Haftings 
never had the moft diftani idea of ap- 
projiriritiiu; this innuey to his ijwn ulc. 

'1 iure vvj') .1 foiiriii C' luiuunieation 
which Mr Hiftini^s fuppoicd he had 
m.idt of this I’releiir, ilmugh, in point 
of f i6l, he had not made it ; tmr in the 
way It III ikes me, it ^ives ip'cai weight 
to the prccediiUi/ evidence. Alajqr Scott 
received a letter from Air, Haftings, 
dated Tli^ 7th of Decimber i/Hi, fonie 
tunc in the montli of Alay 17^3, and 
he iindervvent a xtiV long exuminaiion 
befure the Stledt Com in nice of tnc 
Houle of Coininoiis, which, by the de- 
li re of bolii p.iities, was read 10 } our 
I.,oi dlhips. it appeared, that on being 
afived whetlier he knew fiom whom 
the fevci'ai I'ums were received that 
Air. Ha ft mgs had accouiucd for to the 
Company, lie faul that one of the fumii 
was fiom Cliey: Sing ; and he read a 
part of a letter from Air. Ilailings to 
i'un, in winch he lh>s, Ymu may 
remember the two iacks which 1 rc- 
ccivtul from Ctiryt Sing to defray 
** rh.e expence of Camac’s detach- 
ment.*’ Alajor Scott depofed before 
your Lordftiips, that no communication 
had been made to him of this Prefent, 
becaufe he bad left Alr.llaftings’s fami- 
ly at tiie time it wjs received, and was 
on hib wav to Chun.ir. I inter from 
tiiis, that Mr. Haftings bail no concep- 
f’on of keeping the niatrer fecret ; that 
I'lippoling Air. Scott to have hem in liis 
tamily at the time the Prcicnt was re- 


ceived, he conceived he had comJnuni- 
cared it to him, as he certainly would 
have done, had Air. Scott been at Cal- 
cutta at till time. 

y<»ur Lordihips will find, tiidi the 
next communication of the Prefent was 
niidein a letter from Air, Hilling-. r'>. 
the Court of DireAtois, dated the :.)rh 
of November jySo. he oblcrvaiious 
svhicii Were made upon this iciter, hoiij 
on the part of the Managers and the 
C4yuiiiel for the Dt-fcndan:, will lay me 
under the necclbty of det.aining your 
Lordfhi,/s lome ii tie time on this very 
inate::a! pirt ot the cd'e. VV^’lien Air. 

oftureil to pay two lacks of ru- 
pees roi the extra expenses of Major 
CaiTiic's deracliinenr* Ills ou'er was lb 
s^'Tcleil. Ui it Jus Council would natu- 
r liy luj’pi'Ie he me.uu to give tins 1110- 
nev fr.rn liis owj private fortu.ie. Jt was 
abfoluiviy necefi ly for him, Lherefore, 
to ordLr me r.i uk v to be cntert.d as a de- 
pofii : but 10 IP., 1 ui' Ators.iu this lecicrt 
he lays, riic iiu-fiuy was nm my own, 
“ and 1 null her C';u.<i n.n* would have 
“ received it but for your beiielit.’* 
Now, my Lords, you null determn'c 
whether, alter toe v'uious commiiii.cM- 
tions vvmcb Air. Hahiues had made of 
this Prefent, it was pi lliDlc that lie 
could lia\e iiad an ule.i ol cuiiverciiig it 
to his uv 11 ufe* j bevaule lie hai!otilei\d 
It to re enieretl as a di ptdir, il he did 
fo order it ; or beiaule, wnthoui any* 
i'peeiai diret^lions from him, it vv.is en- 
tereil as a depofii, in Ills name, in the 
Company’s books. 

I will now proceed to the other parts 
of this letter of the 29:11 of November 
1785. 'I’he Managers pioduce it m 
r.hc tronc of their evulenct, for the 
cxpicfs purpole, as they lay, of hdfi- 
lying it 111 all ii.-> parrs — an exprclhoa 
rather rafh and ill-coiifidcrcd. ) t !-» a 
\eiy long and important poluiccd let- 
ter, reprefeiuing, in very foiciule lan- 
guage, foiTic Very interelting circum- 
ftanccs, 'Phe firll paragraph <ft‘ the 
ietter I have already iiieiiiioned. It 
goes on to I'tdtc ihe al.irniing iiruation 
if India at that moment — the uieafans 
he* had taken to repel the dangers that 
furrouiidcd them ; and then he men- 
tions the cirumftance of thirty thoufand 
borfe being on the weftern Iroutier of 
llengal. Me tells the Dirc^lor^, wh-it 
fublequciir evetif; proved to be rtu-, 
that tliough Moodiijce Bo* ll.i wr.s com- 
pelled to join the corifeUcrat v againft 
ihe Kngliih, he w'&s really ;jr fiom 
being liohile to the Citivenuncni of 
Bengal, tliat nothing but the la (I tie. 
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would induce him to proceed to 
extremities at’;ainlt us. He reprefenrs 
the diftrels ''vhich fo large .nj army 
had rurfered friun ihe want or pay, and 
the danger, under fuch circiiiiiftancet», 
of any accidental coimnni - emt nt of 
hoihlifies. After full conCdcration he 
friyb, that he h.id taken upon himfclf to 
feti'l thret: lacks of ruj^ es prlv itely to 
the Commin-ler of thr. army, ^^liO 
was the fon of Moodajee BoolU, and he 
had pioniiftd liun larger iiiin piovided 
any lei vice was peilonr.ed hy the army 
which lliould jukdy him in rehuving then 
wants. Your Loidrtiips will :cmfmber, 
that a vtiy large deUth.ntnt wns at this 
nionicnt on the goint ot proceeding to 
Madras a»-d their loute lay liuoiigh that 
part of Moodajee Bo. fia's tvriitoric' in 
which tins body ot thirty ihnulanvl hoj le 
were then encamped, piofcfl..illy toi :lie 
purpofe cf inv'uling Bengal. Mr. Halt- 
ing goes on to ftale, that though lie could 
cany ilie point of IvUvling this fupply of 
three lacks in Council, yet he knew he 
could not cany ir without oppol.tio i ; and 
theiefoie he had fent the money piivately, 
and had taken the entire relponfilvlity 
upon hnnl'eU. When the M.^nngn » laid 
they meant to falfify this icirer in all its 
putts, it was nttuial to expert that lome 
tv’idcnce would li.ive been olleicd to dil- 
prove ail ihelc. impoi tantcwinmunie itions, 
iMr. ilallings pioceids id Itati', that ul the 
fupply of tnree lacks liuis tent to tiic 
Bti.u anny in Cuttack, In. had i ailed two 
tlu'ids by his own cie.J.it, and had Itipjdied 
the other thl;d by calh in his hands, bc- 
loDging to the Company. Now, my 
JL-ords, tills was undoubtedly a millake, 
and ,i millake whicli a nmie cautions mnn 
would not iv’vt commiiicMl. V\'liL*ihei in 
common candour it Ihould not luve been 
lic^enicd a mere millake, and cxcul.tbJe in 
a man writing without accounts btfore 
him, when liis whole mind was engaged 
Oil fubjLclsof the nlinoit nnjjoita-ice to the 
Bii.idi inteiclls in India, your Lonllhips 
will licte: inme. The iaCl was, that two 
thi'.is ol the lupply lent to iMoodahe 
Booili w.is uionc) in hit hands, belonging 
to the Conu-anv, and the other thiui was 
iv.oriey railed on hls own citdii j ihu is, 
hit o\M’i rior.cy. becaule, it he boiiowcd 
ir, he m:*ilc bimlclf accountable for the 
liim lv)i‘o’' ed. 'J'hc Manageis have ra.t 
tod y.-n. Lordfli:| s anv podihlc m.nire 
Vwl.ich ^ll. Haiimg# rouid Iiave had f.>r 
pi tins dtccj non 5 nor have they 
clfeivcu, that It Ml. Haliings inmulf 
b.ad luit coi!«.fi«.d M.i ’'duiiilcr, it wend 
not ! ^l^ b..n t'\. n v .'r «.j h.isc mt- 


covered it. In good truth, I (liould fijp- 
pofe that the real nnoiive for reading tins 
lcti**r at all was, to introduce the ftoiy, of 
the Bonds, which not being in chaig* 
could not have been inirodnccd but untler 
this fort of cover. So much lias been laid 
of thole Bonds, that, though nothing 
wliich has a relation to them is m chaigc, 
I Hull endeavour to Aate all that appears 
on the fiibjecl. 

For three l icks fent to the Berar army 
the 3d of Cclober 17S0, Mr. Hallings, 
on the 5th of Januaiy 1781, applies to 
the Boaid for three Bonds, as if they 
wepi all his own pioperty. He dcfires to 
have Bonds for two lacks, on a loan, 
bevUiug an intucll of tight ptr cent- the 
principal and intLidl piiyablc m Bengal. 
Tins was, in fiA, the Company’s money, 
btiiig the Prclcnt he had received Irom 
Biuagcpore, which is notin chaige. For 
the thud Bond, which was his own pro- 
pel ty, he delires a Bond t'4 be liquidated 
by lu ls upon England, payable in live 
ycc.r.., and which the Managers have 
proved were duly paid to his Agents in 
England. Mr. Hallings took another 
Bond for one lack and a half cf lupccs, 
being ihe amount of a Prefent which he 
had leceived from Nudelea, and paid into 
ihfc Company ticafuiyon the *3(1 ot No.* 
veniber 1730. This Bond is not in 
cii'irge, but 1 mention it becaufe the ob.. 
leivations made on the two Bonds for the 
Dmagepoie pelhcufh apply to this alfo j 
ami they are all included in the account 
which accompaifud that letter of the 2zd 
of May 1782, which is in evidence; and 
having been the iubjc^l of lb much ani- 
madvfiiiv>n, I will ende.ivour to (late the 
whole as diliin^tly as pofl'ible. 

Your Loidlliips will remember, that in 
the leiier ot the 291!! ol Novembtr 1780, 
Mr. Hailing', told ihe Dii colors that i.e 
had rcceivcU two lacks of rupees in Jum, 
w'hicb he had dcpofited in the tieafiiiy. 
This was the Piclent from Chtyt Sing, 
On the 20ih cf Januaiy 17S2 lie wioic to 
the Diie£lois th.u he had leceivcd a Pie- 
fem of ten lacks from the Nabob Vizier, 
in September, by bills, which had been 
in pai i icalized, and expemied in the public 
lervice. He alfuies the Dn eclois, that 
the remainder of that Prclbsit, v^'hen ic- 
ceived, ftlali alfo Ixj expended in the pub- 
lic feivice. He returned to Calcutta on 
the 22d of May by which lime the 

whole of the Pieicut had been received ^ 
and on the zzd of IMay 1782 he writes a 
letter to the Diicilors, in which he giveg. 
an at count of all' the Piefents that he had 
rectivcd. '1‘hclc conldt of two lacks from 
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PInagcporc, one and a half from Nud- 
deah, two from Cheyt Sing, two from 
Palna, ten from the Nabob Vizier, and 
fifty -ei^lu thoufand rupees from Nundo- 
lol. Thcfe feveral funis, when converted 
into current lupees, make fomething more 
than nineteen lacks, oi about two hundred 
thoufand puinds fttrling. He infuims 
the Direftors that thefe fnms weie taken 
at times when the Company very much 
wanted them ; that none of them paiTul 
through his hands ; that for the firft llims 
(Dinagepore and Niiddeah) he h;ui taken 
IJonds. — He fays, if he were afkcd wliy 
he look Bonds for thefe fums, hi. fhouLl 
anfw'tr, iliat he took them in order to con- 
ceal the receipt fiom public ciniofity ; 
or poflibly a£\cd from any ftudJed deiigii 
which Ins memory, at that diltance of 
time, enabltd liim nottolbus. 'I'he depai- 
ture of the Packet by wliich this letter 
W'is intended to go, was delayed fiom 
May to Dt'cember> in the daily expe^fa* 
tion of receiving fiom Poona the ratifica- 
tion of the Maratta peace. In the inter- 
mediate time, that Is, between May and 
December 1782, when the Packet did ac- 
tually fail, Mr. Hafiings received an ac- 
count from England of the llrange pro- 
ceedings which had taken place here j for 
your LopJfhips will rtcoUect, that early 
^in May 1782, a Eefoinrion was moved 
and voted in the lloufc of Commons, 
That it was the duty of the Diiedlois 
“ to remove Mr. Hafiings from the Go- 
“ vernment ot Bengal, on an idea that 
•* he had foifcited the confidence of the 
“ Princes in India.” This Kcfolution 
the Proprietois had the manliiie's and the 
good feiife to refill j and they have lincchad 
the faiisfy^Iion of hearing their rcfiftance 
appl.uulrd by the Gentleman [Mr. Dun- 
das] who made the motion tor the recal 
of Mr. Ilafiings, who declared in bi.s 
place III tlie Hoiife of Commons, that by 
leiifiiiig his Refolution, the Proprietors 
had preferved India to Great Britain. To 
obviate the fnipicion of having been in- 
duced, by the events which had happened 
in England, to ihfcover the leceipt of 
thefe Prelents, the letter of the 2 2d of 
May 1782 was opened, and an affidavit, 
fworn by Mr. Lai kins, befoie one of the 
Judges in Calcutta, was put into it, 
which proved that the letter and account 
wcraboih wiitien on the zzdof May, on 
an idea that the Packet would fail im- 
iiiedi'itely. Mr. Halliiigs writes another 
letter on the 16th of December 1782, in 
which he tells the Dire^ors that the atfi- 
davit is lent with' the letter for the pur- 
pofe vrhich I have mentioned i and he 


fays in this lad letter, that the fouree* 
from whence thefe fup)dies, fo necelfiiry 
for their fervice, were obtained, could have 
been obtained in no other way j that if he 
had had a W'long motive (meaning obvi- 
onfly if he had meant to put the money 
into his own pocket), he could have con- 
cealed the leceipts fiom their’s and the 
public «ye for ever. He adds, that if he 
has been wrong, he gives up that lecurity. 
which iholi: enjoy who commit crimes or 
trrois ; he is ready to anfwer any qutfliou 
which the DIreilors may put to him, up- 
on honour or upon oath. This letter 
reached Engi.ind in the month of May 
1783, and no notice was taken of it 
to Ml. Hallings, tiiougli the fubje^t 
of much rem.'.ik, and of one veiy long 
Report to the Houfcof Conim«ns, until 
the 16th of Maich 1784, which was af- 
ter the India Kill of Mr. Fox had 
been thrown out, and then, umlcr a new 
Adminiltiation, a letter was wiitten to 
IVlu Hilting.s, by the Dircclois, in wliich 
they tell him, that they vlo not doubt Ins 
imcgiity 5 on the contrary, ihaC hivino; 
leceived llicje Piefcnts, they approve or 
his having paid them into the Company's 
treafnry : bur, as he had voluntaiily of- 
fered to anfwer any queftions, and as the 
account was in mnry pa"ts unintelligible 
to them, they defne to b? infor'iieti ?t 
what periods the feveml finns weie rcc^ Iv- 
cd J why he concealed the leceipt fruiri 
the Council and llie Coint of Dire^Iois ; 
and why he entered fome of the leccipts 
under the iiead 01 Depofits* and took 
Bonds for other fi-ms. 

This iett^r ai lived In Bongai in the 
month of September 1784, when Mr. 
Haftings in Oude. He re»m ii»*d to 
Calcutta oil the 5th of November, and 
quitted India on the 5th of Fvl*ru iry fol- 
lowing, wiihcur lepiying to tins Inter j 
and in candour your Loidlhlps ^'ili be- 
lieve, when you conlidci the multipl’city 
of bufinels which he had to tranlail piior 
to his leiignat'op, iliat he really had not 
advened to this pirticnlar para^rnph. Me 
landed in England in June, and w«iU foon 
alter to Cheltenham. Being remmded by 
Jvlajor bcoti that he had not anfweicd ih,i 
particular paragraph, lie wrote a kt'.er 
fiuin Cheltenham to the Difetfoi?, reply- 
ing TO the three quelb.ons which 1 i.kI b«-cn 
put 10 him. 'I'his letier aliw ha-^becn very 
iiiuch commented upon*, but youi 
fhips, weighing* the wJiolc as hoiunna- 
ble and impaiiial judges, v.^Hi not foigrt 
lliat }.(* wroie on maiieis of account, with- 
out an account to lefVr to, in u piy to a 
lettei of the Dluflois, aud not in reply 

to 



m that Article of Impeachment which 
was preferred againft him two years af- 
ter. He tells the Divedtors, that as f.ir 
as he can recollect, he will infoim 
them ; that if the information which 
he gives is not fufficient, he refers 
them to Mr. Larkins for further in- 
formation on the points they had men- 
tioned, as the channel for making any 
farther invcliigation they thought pro- 
per, as That gentleman was acquainted 
with the whole rranfadlion. He fays, 
he believes the fums were received at 
©r very near the time they wore paid 
into the treafury, hut that Mr, Lar- 
kins 'vill be able to anl'wer the (jueftion 
txaitiy, as he poffelTc-s, according to his 
bulief, rlic only meiuoranduin which 
he ever kept of the tranfai^fion. This 
was an aniwer to one queftion. To 
the fecund, he fays, he really does not 
know wliv a film was totereJ a'* a De- 
priit. puvlibly wiihour any dircdtions 
from him, as he had avowed the tranf- 
sidlii'n then, on the zfjthof Novem- 
ber iv'bo, that IS, Cheyt Sink’s Pre- 
Icnt. 

Why he took Jl^mds for two of the 
films (thu 13 , tlic Dini'gcpore and 
Nuildcaii j]f)nc!s) l»e caniu-r 1 ly more 
particularly than lie had <di ea.ly done. 
lUit he is conlident that he inuiulcd to 
conceal all the ric .ipts from it. cm, un- 
til the magnitude of the fum rM*civcd 
from the N.ib«»h made it iinpolfibie to 
conce.d that Prefenr. He then anfwcrs 
a (puftion winch he fuppedes they 
iniL^hr have diked — Tlnit piior to July 
1780 lie indoiled the three Bonds, to 
prevent thiir being a charge upon the 
Company in the event of his death, 
With this inf*»rmaiion It appears, my 
Lords, that both the Diredlors and the 
Board of Cor.troul were fati^^ficd, for 
tin y rnaclc no further inquiries. But 
Mr. Hafiings, anxious to give as com- 
plet., an ai.fwer as he could to the qiief- 
iions whicli the Dirt^^ors h?d alkcd 
him, wrijte himfeif to Mr. Larkins, 
and leqncfirtl him to fend to the Chair- 
man th It memorandum which was in 
h’s poilciiion, and which contained an 
accoiinr of the periods when the Icve- 
xai Limv were received. This applica- 
tion to Mr. I .arkins produced the letter 
f t ihe 5ih of Augvll 17^6, and that 
i'i Count was inclofed in it, upon which 
y< yrLoidllf'pshave heard foiiiauy com- 
ments in Weilminiler HjU. And here 
1 cannot avoid mnkiug an obfcivation 
which Tam fure mu ft have occurred to 
your Lvrdl/ips, and to which every 


honourable man fitting as a judge will 
give the attention it deferves. Though 
this fubjeiSt of the Prefent" has takea 
up fo many years in the (llfcullion, the 
Managers have never been able to this 
moment to procure a tittle of evidence 
beyond what Mr. Haftings himfeif has 
furnilhed them with. I own, when I 
con Oder all that has happened in the 
laft twelve years, I am muchllruck with 
that part of Mr. Haftings’s letter to the 
Diredfors, of the i6th of December 
1782, in which he tells' them, “ If I 
“ had had a wrong motive, I could 
“ have concealed the receipt of thefc 
“ fums from your’s and the public eye 
** for ever.*’ — I believe the alTcrtion to 
be ftridtly true. 

I have but ore fuhjedt more to men- 
tion, and though not at all applicable 
to any matter in charge, it was dwelt 
upon with fo much force bv one of the 
Mrvnagers[AIr.Fox] in the icj>Iy ‘In: lift 
year, that it is well wot.liv your Lfr i- 
Ibips moll fe' it'us rrr*,ntiMn. You ^viil 
rccolledt that for ilmfe fiijUs which arc 
nut in charge M’-. Il.'idings took Bonds. 
Jnthe account inclolcd m hii letter of 
the 2 2d of May 1782, he fav.. the 
tilde Bonds icmaincviin h.is poiu d'''”, 
with an indorfemmi 00 c-nc! ; »hjr he 
had nt) right to eiiiicr .he prmrij>.il or 
iutcrcll; and thai he li...l ri(.r nedwd 
any of the latter. It du! imt appo ir 
by this jlatenipnt at what p^i’od. the 
Bonds were ind.a-ltd. ?^rlr. ! lafting^j 
told the Dircdlc'rs tb-it ri'/.v v-rc in 
doried piior to ius leav.ri^ C .K i.fra in 
the month of ]o!y , but d.jiiroj^ 
in this inft.neo, as in ali others, 10 give 
every infi)rniaii‘'n r((]iiirit], or to veri- 
fy his own allrmons, an application 
was made to Lorrl Cornwaiiis by* the 
authoiiiy and ai the ilefire- of Mr. 
Haftings, for thoft Bonds to be feiu rcj 
England; and they arrived ..t the In^ 
dia Huiife in rlic yc.tr lyS.;, V’^our 
Lordlbips well remember tlie rf marks 
made upon this lubje^f in the following 
year by the Manageir. j f<)r the faOb 
turned out to be, th<it the Bunds were 
not really indorfed until the 291!! of 
?,Tay X7S2, that is, feven days after the 
letter of the 22d of M^y was written. 
The Managers fpent no inconfiderable 
time in endeavouring to convince your 
Lordfhips that this blunder proved the 
guilt of Mr. Haftings j polfibly your 
Lcrdftiips, as judges, may draw a diffe- 
rent conclufion. It is certainly a quef- 
lion of inference ; and* after weighing 
the matter fully, 1 confefs that I do 

draw 
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Jraw t condufion the vcrv rcverfe from 
that of the Manap^er*;. Why did Mr. 
Haftings tell the Direftors that he had 
inderfed tlic Bondb prior to the of 
July 1781, unlefs he rcallv conceived he 
had done fo ? The Dircflors alkcd him 
no queftion as to the date of the indorfe- 
menr, and no poHible advantage could 
rcfult to him from the afTernon of lb 
V foolifli d falfliood. You mufl go fur- 
“ thcr, my Lords, if you believe with the 
Managers, that Mr. Haftmgs told a 
falOiood ill order to miQead the Direc.- 
tors. You mud alk, What nii tivc could 
induce Mr. Hadings to fend to Brng ^‘1 
for evidence to expofe his own falfc- 
hootl ? You mud conclude that he wrote 
what was ftot true, for the mere plea- 
fure of detecting himfclf in a falfehood. 
When Mr. Hadings addredctl your 
Lord 111 ips, at the clofe of the year 1791, 
he expreffed his furprizc and concern at 
the many miftakes which he had com- 
mitted j and he naturally enough, I 
ihuik, imputed thtfe mid:,kcs to his 
hawng written on matters of account 
without an account before hi''.; ; for i»e 
adds, that if there had been one circum- 
llaiice m»re drongjy imprinted on his 
memory than another, it was this, 
that prior to his leaving Calcutta in 
July 173 1, he had iiulorfed thofe Bonds; 
rliat it was he himfclf who fent to Ben- 
gal for the Bonds to verify the 
which he had alTcrted, but having dif- 
covered his error, he was alnuid afraid 
to hazard a conjc6liire. He prefumed 
however that he mud have confounded 
two didinfl things ; that in point of fadt 
he had left the Bonds with Mr. F.arkins 
to deliver up to the Company in the 
event of his death, Mp. Larkins having 
known /» 07 ?jihe that the Bonds w ere 
not his property. 

My Lords, the unprecedented length 
of this trial enabled the Court to have 
the benefit of the evidence both of tbs 
IVIaiquis Cornwallis and Mr, Larkins. 
The nature of the evidence of the latter 
Gentleman, given in reply, in the lad 
year, induced one Manager [Mr. 
Bl'RKe] to affirm, that the guilt of 
Mr, Haftings was now fo apparent that 
he mud w'ilh for mountains to cover 
him. Another Manager [Mr^ FoxJ, 
who fiimmcd up the evidence in reply, 
contended that the guilt of Mr. Haf- 
tings was fullycdablifhcdbythe evidence 
ot Air. Larkins ; and 1 am very ready 
to agree, that if Mr. Larkins’s evidence 
had really been what the Manager faid 
r was, this conclufion was inevitable. 
Part VUi. 


Th^ Commons would btve fixed an 
dtlible ftain upon the character of AJr, 
Hadings; tliough your Lord Ihip* could 
not have convicted him, on a point 
Vvhifh is not in charge. The Manager 
faul, that Mr. Uattings, not fuppofing 
“ it poliible that Mr. Larkins lliould 
“ arrive in England in rime to give 
“ evidence on this caxHV, had taken tho 
“ advantage of liis abftncu to affinu 
“ m«id pohtn'ely, that fiMin the fird Mr. 
■“ l^nrkns knew the Bi)nds not to be* 
‘‘ his projveicy; and as Mr. Laikins 
“ was a man of acknowledged integrity, 
high In the confidence of Lord Corn- 
“ wallis, and in great edeem with the 
“ Directors and ihc Boaul of Confroul, 
“ Air. ll.idingN had conceived that your 
“ T.ordlliips would infer his innocence 
“ from the circumllancc of having 
“ communicated thefe privirc receipts 
“ of iiioncv to a man of fo hnji and fair 
“ a rhniv.acr. Mr. Larkins liowcvcr 
had fworn to your Lordllups, that 
‘‘ he did not know ihc Bonds to he the 
propcity of the Company until the 
“ 2 2d May 17S2, confcquertly Air. 
“ IJ.idings had aii'erteJ what was not 
“ true ; and it was impodible for the 
“ mod credulous man alive, 01 the man 
<< mod warmly .ittached to him, to be- 
“ heve that he had made fucli anaffer- 
“ tion with any other view tliaii t» 
« cover his own guilt.” 

J have read c»vi i the evidence of Air. 
Larkins with the urnioll attention. PoU 
fibly it was npr printed whe*n Air. Fox 
fpoki* 5 or he mieht haw confidtd in a 
fyiiabus drawn up i)y thei^gents; or he 
miglit have truded to liic imprcliiou 
which, from a partial attention to Air. 
Larkins when he delivered his evidence, 
remained upon his memory. 1 will en- 
deavour to dare to you ihe rcfult of Air. 
Larkins*s evidence on the point in 
queftion, which, after a loiv^ examina- 
tion in cliief by the Alaiu'^ei 3, a ciofs- 
examination by the DcfLud.oit s Conn- 
fel, and a rc-examinancn by the Ala- 
nagers to this particular point, is, *hac 
Air. Larkins cannot rccolledt being told 
by Mr. Haftings prior to the month of 
July 1781, that the HomL in queftion, 
not being his property, were to be de- 
livered up in the event of his death ; 
that he by no means v.il’i fwear that he 
was not fo told, though he thinks jt it 
a circumftance that conla not hate 
efc.iped his memory ; that thcle Bonds 
were always in his cuftody ; hat the 
private books of Air. Haftings weic 
alfo m his cuftody, that thtfe Bonds 
pf i»etct 
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iic\*fcr tvcre enterea in thufe private 
booksi which they woultl have been, 
had he not known that they Aood in 
Ibmc peculiar light : That the firft 
year’s intereft became payable upon 
thefc Bonds while Mr Hartings was 
abfent from Calcutta ; and unlefs he, 
Larkins, had received ibme intima- 
tion from Mr. Hj ( tings to the contrary, 
he certainly flioulJ li. vc received the ui- 
te'reA due upon lUcl'e Bondi. He did 
not receive ir. To various qu'^ftions on 
this point Mr. Larkins g veo a limilar 
anfwcr — exprelh-s his concern that he 
cannot at To great a diltance of tunc re- 
collect ' what intimation Mr. Haltings 
gave to liim, but iscv)nlidenc he lid re- 
ceive luine directions from him Now 
the fair cnnclufion which a judge will 
draw f'om this evidence mult be, that 
Mr. Mailings had done what he Lys 
himlllf he did do. He had told Mr. 
Larkins, as loon as the Bonds were 
granted, that they were graricit » j.‘ 
money belonging to the C;ai-5|-.-y, 
There can be no oLhci caolV Jf .cd 
for the conduct of Mr. Larkins. A man 
of biifinels, perlbnilly attached 10 2»Ir. 
Ililtings, would nnt have nc^ilc/tcd to 
receive the inter>-il: dt.c up<'n tlufe 
Bonds: A man of bulincfs would not 
tuve neglected to cuter thnu In liis 
books, as pair of his private foriauc. 
Mr. Larkins is both ' n,.in of biinnifs 
and pr.rfonally attached to Mr 
The fourth Bond that IVn. IJalliagi 
took from tile Company at tlic fame lime 
inr one lack ' t rupees, vva» for his own 
money, as Mr. Larkins l.as prowd ; 
That Bond was entered in Ids private 
books, and has been completely 
daccd in England. 

I have to apologise to your Lticdlhips 
for the length of tune that I have in- 
truded upon your indulgence ; but as I 
conceive we arc now upon the moft 
mater'dl part of the whole cafe, I have 
endeavoured to iiaie the evidence upon 
\t as clearly as poffible, after having re- 
pcatediy read it with the clofeli aticn- 
tion. With rc'pe£l to ihofc liims for 
which Bonds were gi anted, your Lord- 
ihips will lec, by companng them with 
the account inclorcd in Mr. Larkins’s 
letter of the ^ih of Augull 1786, that 
one lack and a half was received as a 
peiheufh from Nucldea, and two licks 
• as a pcihculli frum Dinageporc. The 
Comruons were poirdlVd vd” this infor- 
mathjfi two months before they prr fent- 
cd the Impeachment at your Lordlhips 
I|par| but ihey did not tiun.k ^tro^cr 10 


charge Mr. Haftings wi»h criminafiry, 
either for receiving thefe Prefents, or 
for taking Bonds fur them, or fer giv- 
ing no account of the balance which rc*- 
mained on the Dinagepurc cabooleal. 
Bur there is no part of the cafe m which 
both the Managers and the Defendant’s 
Counfcl have argued lb much at length: 

I have therefore examined the evidence, 
and confidtTcd the arguments witli alj 
the attention in my power. With re» 
fpedl to the Charge now under confidc- 
ration, rhe receipt of the Prefent from 
Cheyt Sing, my opinion decidedly is, 
that Mr. Mailings ought to be acquitted 
of the fulpicioii of an intention to 
appropriate that money to his own ufc. 
If, from ihf evidence before the Court, 
or iroin lufirunecs fairly rcfulrmg from 
that evidence, I could be induced to 
believe in my conl'cience that he intends 
cd, r) 10 ugh but for a moment, to apply 
r q.u of ir to his own ulc, I Ihould 
curainly vote in the affirmative for the 
r rion which I fliall now have the 
nt u. ii to fubmit to your Lordffiips, 
and 10 whitli 1 lhall certainly fay 
Car.n M, 

j.t i*d Thurlow then moved, That 
“ r’ e Common had made good the 
“ Sixth Article, in fo far as related to 
“ the fum of two lacks of rupees cor- ^ 
rupiiy Veceired from Sadanund the 
“ buxey of Eaja Cheyt Sing 

The Lorii Ch'ii'''ellor began a long 
fpetch ith laying it down as indifput- 
ablc, vt.at, imltpendent of the A6l of 
Parliament of 177^, a Prefident of 9, 
Couneii, or a Governor-General in 
India, liking a Prefent from a peiTon 
conncdled wuh, or dependent on liim, 
was a crime bv the common law of 
England. In like manner in the cafe 
of bribery, to give or accept a bribe was 
a crime at cummon law, independent of 
the various Statutes in cxiftcnce on the 
fubjeft of bribery. His Lordlhip re- 
ferred to the Statute ^ & 6 Edward Vf . 
Cap. 16. agdinft buying and felling of 
offices, and drew an iiifercnce from it in 
fupport of his argiimeiiis. His Lordfliip 
faid, that however they might have* difr 
fered on other parts of the Charge^ 
there could not be a ihadow of doubt 
that the Commons had made good all 
the remainder of this Article. Mr. 
Hallings had accepted various Aims 
from different perfons, as appeared from 
the evidence and his own admillloni 
which having been all given to procure 
general favour, rhe receipts of rhofe 
I'ums bjr hipfi \yas highly crimiflalj, nor 
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ild the law require in this cafe a more 
minute particularity in drawing up the 
Article than was to be found in the 
Impeachment j and the realon was ob- 
vious — the tranfa£lion in each in fiance 
was prima facie a crime, becei;(e the 
motive and principle which actuated 
the mind of the giver, and influenced 
him to make the offer, was clear, evi- 
dent> and undeniable ; nor could it be 
for a moment miftaken by the receiver, 
bccaul'e common fenfe would tell him 
when the ofler was made, for what piir- 
pofe ii was made; and he mull know 
that by receiving it, he gave the perfon 
giving reafon to expert, that by the 
rrefent he had pure ha fed a right to con- 
lideration and favour, cither in fomc 
particular inftance then in agitation, or 
that might be in agitation on feme fu- 
ture Oiicafion. 

Having thus emphatically (latcd what 
he maintained to be the point of law rc- 
fpe^ding the Prefenrs received by Mr. 
Haflings, his Lordfhip proceeded fepa- 
rately to examine and difcul's the cir- 
cumftanccs of each, and to compai c them 
refpedtively with the evuicnce in the 
view in whicn it appeared to him to 
apply- He began with the PrclLiit of 
two lacks of rupees fr'>m Cheyt Sing, 
^received by Mr. Haliings troin Sada- 
jiund, the Raja’s btxey ; and this he 
traced from the firft tender of it on the 
part of Sadaiiund, with tlu- Governor- 
General’s fuhfequent confent to its pay- 
ment to Croftes, through the lunds of 
Lciikins, in whole hands it lay as a de- 
pofit for the Company’s ufc ; but it was 
not rendered applicable to their fcrvice 
till fomc years afterwards. His Lord- 
Ihip dwelt for fome time on the whole 
of this tranhi^lion ; he llatcd the con- 
du6t of Mr. Hallings at the Board, 
when he propofed to march a detach- 
ment under Major Camac into the pro- 
vince of Maiwa, in hopes to draw 
Mhadajee Scindia from Guzzerat, and 
thus lay a foundation fur peace. 

He faid, Mr. Hallings s propolition 
was rej'Cled by the Council when it 
was made, and yet he fuffered the 
money to remain in the ihape cf a Dc- 
pofit, as he called it, in the hands of 
Mr. Croftes, the Company’s fub-trea- 
furer in Calcutta, for years together. 
He referred to the letter. of Mr. Hallings 
to the Direftors of the iQth November 
1780, in which he declares, “ that the 
“ money tendered by him to the Board 
“ to defray the expcnce of Major Ca- 
<< mac’s detachment, was not his own 


« property, but had been received by 
him for the ulc of the Company : 
He farther explains his motives for 
buyJ^'g off the troops of Bcrar under 
‘‘ Chim-.'^gee Boofla, and Hates that he 
“ cauftd 'hree lacks to be delivered to 
the R'\jri of Berar, two thirds raifed , 
** jv his own credit, the other fupplirfd 
“ from calh in his hands belonging to 
“ the Company.” His Lordlhip af- 
fcrtccl, that nothing could be more 
evafive or unfritisfa6lory thanthis letter, 
in which the Governor-General neither 
informlcd the Diredlors when he receiv- 
ed the monev, where he recciyed ir, 
nor from whom he received it* Nor 
did he ftatc anyone circiimllancc expla- 
n itory of the iranlartion with Sadanuiid, 
the lirll tender of the Prefent, his rc- 
jertion of it, his rubfetiuenrly confenting 
to take it, the mode of its buing paid in 
by the bii\i y of Cheyt Sing to Larkins, 
and from him to Croftes, nor any other 
particular that couM give the Director* 
a clear idea of a matter which upon the 
face of it was involved in doubt. 

His Lordlhip detailed the hillory of 
the Bonds made out in confcqucnce of 
the letter of the Governor-General to 
the Council ('f Januarv 5, 17S1, agree- 
able to the minute of January 9 ; and 
argued from the letter of Mr. Larkins 
to the Chairman of the Kali India Com- 
piny, Augult 5, 1786, in which an ac- 
count is giVcMi of the Bond No. 89, that 
Mr. Hallings had by no means cflablilh- 
ed that parr of Defence relative to 
I his tranfaiflion which !\c had delivered 
in t » the Iloufc of Cf'mmons. He re- 
ferred alfo to the Direftllr^’ letter of 
January 25, 1782, in which they difap- 
provc of the nature of the tr.'nfaftion, 
and contended tha*-, in confenucncc of 
that (iifapprobation, Mr. Haflmgs ought 
immeebatedy to have communicated all 
the ci ream fiances rcfpcftipg the Pre- 
fent received from Sadaiiund, on the 
part of the Raja Cheyt Sin::, HisLord- 
lhi]» laid great llrcls on the Icngt.i of the 
pcric»d wliicii Mr. Hallings fuffered to 
edeape, iicfore he actually turned the 
depofit of the two lacks in quellion over 
to the life ()f the Company, declaring 
that ci rcii fiance alone • o be condu^.t not 
only queftionaldc, hvt highly bi?imc- 
ablc, i»nd def ivi wcnfure of tiic fe- 
vereft fort, confidcring how loon it was 
after the money was paid in to Mr. 
Larkins by the Raja’s buxey. Mr. 
Hallings kne w that th^ Council would 
not accept of it for the purp 'f- ' whi.';h 
he had propofed to apply u, viz. to the 
F f * feivict 
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fervlce of Camac’s detachment, with 
a view to lay the foundation of a peace 
with the Marattas. Upon the whole, his 
Lordfhip faid, regarding the charge 
refpe^iing this Prcfcnt from Sadanund 
in every pofHbic view that the evidence 
tended to give, he thought that Mr.Haf- 
tiffgs could not ftaod cxcufcd on any pre- 
text of reafon or juftice, but that he had 
b^en convicted in thcclcareft manner of 
the crime allcdged by the Commons, 

His Lordftiip next proceeded to dif- 
•ufs the Charge refpefting the Prcfcnt 
of ten lacks of rupees frc-in the Nabob, 
ftated by Mr. Haftings to the Diredtors 
in his letrcr of the 20th of January 
1782, which donation, he informs them, 
was made in part only, and tardtly paid. 
In order to prove that this defeription 
of the circumftances of the Prefent was 
not true, his LoidlHip referred to the 
letter of Mr. Haftings to the Diredtors 
of the lid May 1781, to the account re- 
ferrvd to in that letter, to the affidavit 
•f Larkins, to the letter of Mr. 
Haftings to the Direftors nf December 
16, 1781, tothe DcftMice and Narrative 
of Mr. Haftings, and to the evidence 
relative to the three Bonds delivered on 
January 17, J7S5, to Lark ins’s affidavit 
refpedimg them, and to the evidence of 
Mr. V/ right, who, on his cxaminvition 
ia Wcftminftcr-Hall, ou the 18th of 
February 1790, produced one account 
Shewing that upwards of eight lacks of 
the Chuuar Prefent were received be- 
fore the end of January, and another 
account Ihcwing the appropriation of 
the fums received, cpmpriled in the 
above-mentioned account. His Lord- 
ihip pointed out fevcral contradidlions 
between the account that Mr, Haftings 
gave of thefc Bonds, and all the rela- 
tive particulars. He obferved, that in 
Weftminfter-Hall the Counfel for the 
Defendant had particularly laboured 
their defence of the Bonds, as well 
thofe to which this part of the Article 
referred, as thofe in the fubfequent 
Charges comprehended in it ; but al- 
though they had uniloubtcdly difplayed 
« conftderablc llvare of ingenuity, they 
had produced nothing like coiividtion 
on his mind. After enlarging upon 
•ach particular, and reafoning much 
ftt length upon the circumftanccs of the 
cafe at large, he contended, that taking 
the account as favourably tor Mr. Hal- 
rings as it could be collected from bis 
Defence and Narrative, and from the 
ftatements of Mr. Larkins, there rc- 
maiacd a confidcrable aoc Ifi'i Ums 


one lack and a half of rupees, out of the 
amount of the Prefent from the Nabob' 
of ten lacks, as yet wholly unaccounted 
for. 

After fome reafoning upon the Dina^ 
gepore pcfficulh, and ftating why he 
thought that conftituted a part of the 
money received from Nundoolol, and 
paid in by Mr. Haftings, when he fur- 
nifticd the money fent to Chinina- 
gee Boofta (which opinion his Lord- 
ihip refted on the various accounts ftat- 
ed in the fevcral accounts contained in 
the letter fent by Mr. Larkins to the 
Diredtors, dated Auguft'5, 1786), the 
Lord Chancellor came vo that part of 
the Article which contained the Charge 
Bgainft the Defendant relative to hiB 
tranfaftions with XLclleram, a renter 
under the Company. In tracing the 
particulars of this Charge, his Lordfhip 
referred to various letters of Mr. Hal- 
tings to the Council at Patna, and Mi- 
nutes of the Council of Calcutta, as 
alfo to the evidence of Mr. Hudfon, to 
(kew that no fccurity bcfides a com- 
mon cabouleat was taken from Kellc- 
ram, as renter of the province of 
Bahar ; and to the evidence of Mr,. 
Young and Mr. Anderfon, touching 
the character of Kcllcrara and Gunga 
Govind Sing, and the particulars of the 
four lacks which rumour faid had been 
given to Mr. Haftings by Cullian Sing, 
and of which he gave notice to Mr. 
Haftings. Though rumour was in ge- 
neral a common l-iar, his Lordlhip faid, 
that rumour in this inftance fpokc the 
truth, for four lacks were received 
from Xeileram, through the hands of 
Gunga Govind Sing. He proceeded 
to reafon very minutely on the appro- 
priation of thefc four lacks, and declar- 
ed his conception of it to be extremeJ/ 
different from that of the Noble and 
Learned Lord who had juft fat down. 

His Lordfhip ftated in what particulart 
the difference between his idea of the 
appropriation of tlie money in this and 
the former inftance of the Aippofed Dina- 
gepore peflicufh, and the idea of the Noble 
and Learned Lord, confifted ; contending 
that not more than five lacks and a 
half, or fix at (he uintoft, out of nine 
lacks and a half received, appeared to be 
accounted for by the Governor- General. 
He adverted in the couife of his argu- 
ment (which in a great meallire confifted 
of ftateinents governed by .nrithmetical 
comparifons and data) to a variety of the 
ieffer relative particulars, Aich as rh? 
KbolitipA of the Piovinci^ CoHneiis,.ap. 

pointmeut 
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^ointment of Gunga Govind Sing De« 
wan to the Committee of Revenue, when 
t}ie Ntib Dewan was P^awn Kifhen his 
fon, and the Naib Conongoe was Gun- 
ga Govind Sing, to the importance and 
nature of thofe olHces refpeftively. Sec. 
See. 

His Lordihip faid, Mr. Mailings did 
not give up the Bonds, or the depofit 
note, until January 17855 fo that the 
affairs of the Company appeared for feve- 
ral years wot i'e than they really were, and 
at a time when it was of con('t.quencc to 
give them full credit for all tiit-r affets of 
every kind. 

Having dilated much at length on 
every part of the Charge relative to the 
tranfaftions of Mr. Haflings with Kelle- 
rani, his Lord (hip finally called their 
Lord (hips attention to the Charge on the 
fubjeit of the condiift of Mr. Mailings 
with NobkilTen, which he dated cir- 
cumdaiitially, and animadverted xipon 
with great feveiity, declaring that it did 
not appear to him a fhadow of cxcufe 
could be pleaded in palliation even, much 
lefs dn defence, of conduct fo open to 
the imputation of corruption, as that of 
the Defendant in this indance. Mr. 
Hadings's own account of the tranfac- 
tion was this * “ In the year 1783, when 
1 was actually in want of a fum of 
money for my piivate expcnces, owing 
to the Company not having at that 
“ time fufficient cafli in their treafury to 
pay my falary, I borrowed three lacks 
of rupees of Raja Nobkifleii, an in- 
** habitant of Calcutta, whom I defined 
to call upon me with a bond properly 
filled up 5 he did fo, but at the time 
I was going to execute it, he entreat- 
ed I would rather accept the money 
than execute the bond. I neither ac- 
** cepted the offer noi refufed it, and 
my determination remained fufpended 
between the alternative of keeping the 
** money as a loan to be repaid, and of 
taking it, and applying it, as I had 
done other fums, to the Company's 
«* life." His Lordfhip faid, it was 
fcarccly in the human imagination to con- 
ceive in pofiibility a tranfaflion more 
fcandaloiis, or more unjudifiable in a 
GoveiTUT- General to fiich an individual 
as Nobkifien. He fays in his Defence, 
he wanted money, and he fent to a no- 
torious money-lender to borrow three 
Jacks of rupees. Tlie man comes, brings 
him the three lacks, and when he is about 
to fill lip the bonds, he defircs him ra 
therto accept the money than execute >he 
hoods# 


He then fays, he neither accepted ooP 
refufed the offei , but determined to fuf- 
pend his decifion upon the alternative j 
and to prove that this was his dcU*rmi- 
nation, what does he do ? He does the 
efiential a6l, he takes the money 5 keeps 
it, and lets the man depart without th^ 
bonds, or any legal fccnriiy whatever* 
The idea of borrowing this money came 
into the head of Mr. Haftings while h« 
was at perfect Icifure failing up the 
Ganges, and he carries it into execution 
in the manner tint lie had ftaied. Was 
it polfiblc' for a fingle moment to hefi- 
tate in pronouncing this a difgraceful and 
a fraudulent trani*a6lion ? Siippoiing a 
cafe of a fimilar nature. — Let their Lord- 
fhips fuppofe that he, being, as Mr. 
Mailings in his Defence flated himfelf to 
be, in aftiial want of a fum of money 
for his private expences, weie to fend to 
a Solicitor in Chancery, and delire l^iris 
to bring him a tlioufand pounds, and 
upon his bringing him the money, he 
weie about to execute a bond fur that 
amount, and tlie Solicitor were to effirr 
him tlie money as a gift, and he wcie to 
take it, without having given the Solicitor 
in queition a legal fecurity for it, of any 
kind vvhutfocver, and proceed to apply it 
to his own private purpofes 5 would any 
man living believe, that he was not from 
that moment under the influence of the 
Solicitor 5 that he could not be confeiou-s 
that he was lb 5 that wlienever he came be- 
fore him as a fuitor in a caufe, his coun- 
tenance and the recollection of the tranf- 
ai^lion would not operate as a check upon 
his condu6l, and tend inevitably to warp 
and bias his decree, and thus fubvert and 
de^lroy every principle ot impartial de- 
cifion, equity, and jullice ? Let their 
Lordfhips recolle6l, that they had upon 
tlieir own JouninU pieccdentsof Impeach- 
ments founded 1‘olcly upon the charge of 
money cori iiptiy taken by perfons in high 
offices, of a naiuie fimihu to that p.lledged 
in the Charge then uiuier coelldciation, 
and precitely analogous to ihe cafe that 
he had put hypothetically lefpciSling him- 
felf. Nay, it wai> upon reconl, that pro- 
fecuiions had been inftltuted* and con- 
vidlions obtained, followed by excmplmy 
puiiifhmerits, in cafes where ihc pm tics 
had gone no farther than to pieiunicto 
make the tender of a prefeot, or, as iq 
might more jiillly and in plainer language 
be termed, a bribe to a I'enon in liigli 
office, the nature and powers of wlifch r.c- ^ 
ceflariiy implied, liiat he vwoiiM b.' abun- 
dantly able to nrjXc ju uinpie, but indiredk 
returp in future. 

After 
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After pnrfiiitjg this mode of rc'ifomu'; 
for 3 coniiderable time, his Lord Ih ip re- 
probated in ievere terms the m.mncr in 
which the Defendant had attempted to get 
rid of rtiis money of Nobkiffen’s as a pri- 
vate Prefent to hlmfelf, and to place it to 
the Company’s account, by making mu 
of antiquated claims, being not onJy 
difburfements of long landing, hut of 
ilate equipage and pageantry, aids-dc- 
tfanap, and expences never before thought 
€)f as matter of cliarge by a perfon in any 
fititaiion like to that held by Tvlr. Haft- 
ings, but charged by him in the Dm bar 
accounts of ilie year, by way jet-off 
againft' the I'um piivatc^y received fiom 
N»d)kirfen. Another circiirnftance lliruck 
him as very cxtraoidinaiy ; Tiut tlie 
Governor-Geneial of Bengal Ihould vi'ant 
money becaufe he had not receive I his 
falary, when it was well known that 
from his fiiuation he iT;ight have paid 
hirniUf with tlie ll*vUK)^l pur.iUiality, was 
moll imaccouritable : Thtre was nothing- 
like proof of the aifertion being tiuc. — 
Ml . Uahings had olTv-red no evidence to 
thi-ii Loicldiips on this pv>int. Ii could 
not be contended th a ilv.s part of the De- 
fence was wiiiicii b) I'oine othf- pcrlon ; 
jtwas vciy fiioi», and he mud t ’kc it as 
Mr. flattings bad given ii j ar. I ht rmil 
argue upon it as v.'iiiivi by Mr. Halimgs 
hirrdclf, which it ccituiuly was* 

Alter reaf ning at jome l^tigtli and 
very cloflly upon this pajt of ibc call , his 
Loidihip again tooclied (m the eiil-nti d 
fa£ts in cacli Clnige to wliich he had 
adverted, and laid, lii.it witli lefpc^ to 
the prelrnt of leu lacks ot rupees itcelvvd 
S’roni the N.ibob Vizii.r, and 'Abitii Mr, 
Hadings had appiupi lated, .iS he faid, to 
the public I'ei vice ; tl.c fact ilui not by any 
means npy)ear to him to be cUaily ai'evr- 
tained. Upon the vt«y face of the ac- 
Covr.U above alack andahilfot lupces 
was ftnted to be a balance in ^il. Hnf 
tings's hands,. It did not appe.n that hr 
h'ul jiakl that baiancr. 'i’hei c was rlfo 
In the account f,i:r lacks and :\ b.alf of 
rupees feni to the Prefidrnt of Benaies, 
which, for any thing that npp.aied, might 
have been icpaid to *Mr. ILiiciiigs, as well 
xs the five lacks rcui to the aiivy, and 
pliccd under the head of Mditary Charges. 
As to tlie pielcnt fioin Cheyt Sing, the 
Learned Lord laid it I'id luit ap)»cer to 
* him now, wiitihcr the Company bad ever 
got it. d'he Noble and Ltaincd Lo.d 
fail!, and indeed Mr. Lai kins had (o 
L./otn, that ihe iiuu brought to credit in 
November i7?o, tmtkr the head of 
Mkvis of dmciciU ibru coined in the 


Mint, was this Prefent. Now, therf 
Lordlhips knew, that Mr. Ilallings, as 
Governor, had been for years in the 
habit of leceiving fmall PrefrnTs, called 
Nuzzirs, and bringing then to the credit 
of tiie Company, [t appeared to him that 
this payment of “ nihors of forts,” wliifh 
was made in November, was really the 
protiuce of thefe Prefents, or Nuzzirs, as 
thefe were called. 

HisLcrclAiipdcclared,in treating the whole 
fuhjeiSl he had been 1 peaking as iblemnljr 
and as feiioufly as he would have done, in 
trying a canle in one of the courts in Welt- 
minder Hall, and delivering a charge to a 
jury 5 he had no feeling ot a perlbival na- 
line, no motive of ill-will to the Defen- 
dant, nor viny wiih but to feive the caufe 
of national jnfticc, and to pronounc- 
judgo.ent accoiding to the evidence, and 
his conviction of die rcfult of inc tiiil. 
H.iving laid this, his Lordlliip gave it as 
his opinion, that the Avcral matters of a 
ciiminal nature to wiiich he had referred, 
might as well be cc mpiebended in a gene- 
lal quehion, “ Thai lUe Commons had 
“ mule good tlie; while of the lellJiie 
“ of the Sixth Aiticle }” and the reafon 
why he l.uuight fo w.is, tint the fi6is 
Cl in.inally alledged tiirou^Jwut ihe Arti- 
cle, and pioved in evulente, conAitiiied 
(uily ^^i.e geiiei.il enme, vi/. that of cor- 
rup:ion j tiie levcral imt'ers alledged and 
fiil-dantiated by the 'viiitcn ami parole 
cvidi nc^ were norhiiig moie than fo 
in.iny ov it aids or initanccs in proof 
of the ge-icral Ch irge. On diat con- 
lideration be had taken the t‘OubIc to 
go thioiqih die whole r fid.iic of the Ak- 
ticle, and ilioald not, unlel't it flioidd be 
made nrcelir.'-y by others, trouble ditir 
Loidf/.ipb again rel’pec'tmg it. llis Lord- 
Ih'.p concluded by faying, that be would 
not move the geiieial qjcilion, which he 
had taken the liberty to fuvr‘^e(t, if the 
Noble and Learned Lord ‘vi hed rather 
ro ilivide flie Article into p.iris, and to 
make c’lcli part of the ibbjecl: a fpecific 
queilioii. 

The Earl of Mansfield declared he had 
the mistoi tune to diller in opinion upon 
the occaiion from both tJie Noble and 
Learned Lords. He would not attempt 
to adopt a doflrinc fii odlcms as that of 
endeavouring to jullify a crime, by col- 
Ie6nng a good intention from the life 
made of the produce of the ciimc ulti- 
mately : a dvj£fiiue moic repugnant to 
eveiy piluiiple of jiiftice he could not 
well conceive. Painful as it was to hi.m 
to dccl’are his opinion, iince, in a certain 
degiee, it was unfavourable loMr. Haf. 

tings. 
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tings, yet his fenie of public duty com- 
pelled him to do It. According lo his 
conftrutlion of the l-iw, Mr, Haftings 
had*bmke i*. in the five level .1 indinces 
now before their Lordlhlos j hf meant 
in the receipt of the fcteial Pre.'hus 
from Sadanund, Kellciam, the N^bob 
Vizier, Nundoolol, and Nobkifl’en. He 
faid he was aware that thcic weic fitua- 
y tions in which a public man might be 
placed, tint would lender a breach id' he 
law not only venial, hut highly merito- 
vious. He mail i* tvti y pofli'nle allowance 
for the arduous and uncommonly difficult 
fituation in which Mr. Hidings was 
placed, and confequently thought him 
jiiftificd in receiving all the Pj dents ex- 
cept the lad, and that his conduit wts 
even meritorious ; dnee, after the fulled 
condderation he could give to the evi- 
dence, he did not, in his confcience, be- 
lieve that Mr. Had'iigs had the mod 
d Ida nt idea ofappiopi iating one rupee ot the 
fil'd four Prel'ents to his own life. He le- 
c*'ivcd them with the expiefs determination 
of appropriating them to the jiublic fer- 
vice, and they certainly were lo appio- 
priated. The contradiJlicns in the ac- 
counts, numeroub as they were, fecnied 
lo proceed from excefuve carckllnef?? and 
inattention, not from guilt. Indeetl the 
i^ioble Lord (Tliurlow) had ditcd the 
evidence fo clearly, that his ideas were 
confirmed dill mote by that daternent. 
15ut as to the lad Prefent from Nob- 
kilfcn, it dood on very diffcient grounds. 
There was no State ncccllity pleaded lor 
this breach of the law. Hie money, 
though taken foi the Company, was taken 
to accommodate Mr. Hallings, and ap- 
piajpiUted to difcliarge a dciii.nid dated 
to be due fiom the Company to Mr. 
Hadings. For his argument, the pre- 
piieiy of the demand w.is out of the tpicl- 
tion. Conceiving, as he did, that the le- 
ccipt of each Pielent was illegal (though 
Slate necefiityjudified ail the receipts but 
the lad), be mud vote, that in this in- 
ftance of Nobkidcii’s Prcl'cnt, Mr. Kaf- 
tings had a£led illegally 5 and, as here 
he could not acquit, he mud leluilanrly 
condemn the atl, imlefs it lliould be 
proved to him that his opinion of the law 
was crioncous. He lamented, that there 
flioiild be ;i liuglc point in which hecouUl 
imtacqui* h'n. Iladiiigs, coivlidcnlly with 
his duty as a ju.lge, for no man had 
a higher opinion oM.’e gre^t andimpoi- 
t-*nt public ici vices he had remltied his 
counlry than he had ; and when he ron- 
fideml the many haidlhips he had fiidcr- 
lus r^UU'O from %vel! 


from the circiimdanccs as the extreme 
lengih of ih^ fevere and arduous wial 
Mr. Hadings had undergone, the calm 
dignity and compofmc with which he ful- 
tained wdi.it no man had ever home bcfoie 
hhn, he felt h'mit if droiigly inclined to put 
tii<^ mod lavourabie coiiiliLiflion unsll his 
actions. 

Lord Thurlow, in reply to the Lord 
Chancellor, laid, lie daktd all the cu\!It 
wIiilIi their I.oidihips might be dii’pnicd* 
to give him lot knowledge as a la^^yer 
or integiity a*? a man, on the qucli'oti 
dated by the Noble Lord. He cliltcrei 
widi him completely, and he believed the 
Learned Ldrd woiihl not get a fingitf law- 
yer n tlie Li'.irdoin to liippoit the ine 
he had lo d dinetly Ind down, and which, 
if he iindeidood li'miig'1% was this ; — 
That the leceipt of a Ptcicnt, by a per- 
lon in the lilualion of Mi. Madings, iiiull 
be corrupt 5 and tint it w.ii not ncctffiiry 
to ciM'ge ii to be a bribe m tlie Impeach- 
ment, btcanfe the pel Ion giving the Pje- 
fiiit could only give it with a hope of 
jiroruring general favour. This piopo- 
litii-n, Loi\l Thurlow coiu.nd'd, could 
nut Hand for a moment in W.dminiler 
Hall, 'rile Comnioiij, u> il ew cc/nu]»- 
tion, ought to have chaigrd louicaiit (loiiu 
by Mr. Il.idings to the Hvc!'al peili>ns 
from w^liom the fumsweir i\cnvtcl, as in 
the fiirt divilion ol tins Chatge. In lliat, 
they acculed Mr. Hadings of giving 
away offices foi money, in the way of 
brokage, I'licie ilic Clnrge was pio- 
pcrly drawn up : but in the prclrnt calc 
the Charge was not f > word li ; he wax 
merely dinged with receiving ceitain 
films as Prrlents or gilts, except in llie 
cafe of KciLiam, whcie, in Ci nlidcraiion 
of this Prtl'ent, he let him cei tain lands. 
Hiat cale he fhould confider fully, when 
it came uninixed with the prefent qucftion, 
which he hoped the Learned J.uid would 
allow to be put iinconneded witli other 
m.Utcr tliat had no i elation to it. When 
he came to the Chaige of NohkllTtm, he 
v'..'uUl cr.de ivour to date the opinion he 
had formed upon it. He was indeed 
altoiiilhfd at the rcmr.rks whicn the 
Learned Loid had made upon iIk* Dur- 
b'.i Chaigcs. He would date how the 
evidence lt»uck him, when he took ii.io 
coididcration the Pielcr.t from tiie Nabob 

Vi7;<-r. 

Ncr was his adorifhmcnt Icfs excited 
by the remarks which the Leirntd Lord 
had made on the J 3 enarcs Pi dent, re- 
nriiks wnicli had ei'capeil die I'lg.icny of the 
Minageis them!'clves. It was dii'tin6t]y 
iu Cvidentiei and fworn by Mr, Larkins, 

tluj; 
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Aat the entry under the head of Depofits, 
in the trealuiy aceonnt fcr Novcmbci* 
17*^0* was the Prcfent received from 
Chcyt Sing in June: but, being received 
in gold mhors, not current in Calcutta, it 
was not brouglit to credit until the whole 
was coined; though as fall as it was re- 
oceived fiom the Mint it w'as paid into the 
treafiiry, and expended in the public fer- 
“vicc ; for the Liansed Lord has not at all 
attended to the evidence of Mr. Larkins> 
if he fuppofes that the/c two lacks were 
not employed in the public fcrvice, be- 
caule they wei e entered under the head of 
Depodts. Mr. Larkins fwears didin^tly^ 
that this and every prefent was thrown 
into the general mafs of money in the 
treafury, and employed for the public 
fervice- I fancy (continued Lord Thur- 
low) it will be found, that, during the 
war, the treafuiy in Calcutta feUlom con 
tained two lacks of rupees in it for two 
days tog»'ther. The Learned Lord is 
totally miUaken in fuppofing it pofTible 
for Mr. Haftings to have entered Nuuzirs 
as Depofits. They are publicly entered 
undei the head oFDviibar Charges, woids 
«f fimilar Import with Nuzz'i s, when ap- 
plied to rec«.ipts from the Goveriioi- 
Ceneral ; whereas, had he entered ihofe 
Ku 27 .il s as Depofits, he would have made 
them his own property. The Learned 
Lord cannot wiihhold his belief from the 
evidence given on thefe points, if he will 
condefceiut to rend it. 1 do not wonder, 
confidcii!’ig the important avocations in 
which the l.eai ned Loid is engaged, that 
be has paid more attention ta the fyllabus 
in his hand than it appears to delcrve. 
All Nuzzlrs are entered as Duibar 
Charges : In point of fn< 5 l, there is no 
bead of account in the Bengal treafury 
books called either Nuzzirs or Prefents. 
The only head is Duibar Charges, and 
tinder that head all Nuzzirs, or Piefents, 
received by Mr. Hillings on the Com- 
pany's account aic entered, as I will en- 
deavour to explain when 1 confuler the 
remainder of Ihis Ai'licle. Theie is no- 
thing like a reafou to he afiigntd for dif- 
crcditin^ the letlimony of Mr. Lnikins: 
He profefTcs luuifelf to be, and he un- 
doubtedly is, a warm and fiiueie friend 
to* Mr. Iliftings ; but iliat fiiendihip 
bas not led him to fwe.ir polii.vely to 
any point tliat he cannot fully recolleil. 
Yet this gcntlem.an fwears direfUy, that 
the P cfent which Mr. Haftings received 
from Sadanund, for tlu Company, in 
June 17S0, through him, was not en- 
tered in the treafury books till Novem- 
ber 4 becauio, until that inoiuh, ilte Prc- 


fent paid in foreign cwn wls not all rc» 
coined and brought into the treafury. _ I« 
addition to the evidence of Mr. Larkins, 
who appears to have flood equally hi^H 
in the opinion of the Marquis Cornwallis 
and the Directors as in that of Mr. Haf- 
tings, there is the teflimony of Mr« 
Markham, to whom Mr. Haftings com- 
municated this Prefent : it (lands, there- 
fore, on the cleareft and the faireft 
ground Two gentlemen of undoubted ho- 
nour, and unimpeached charaiflers, fvvear- 
ing pofitively to a fa£l, and no evidence 
being offered on the other fide to diftrrove 
it, no doubt can remain ii> the breaft of a 
Judge upon the fiibje£l. 

The qneftion now before your Lord- 
ftiips ftands upon very diftindl ground 
from all the others. It is in proof, that 
in June 1780 Mr. Haftings received a 
Prefent of two lacks of lupees: it is in 
proof that even before he did receive it he 
told Mr. Larkins, the gentleman to whom 
the money was to be paid, that he took 
it for the Company. A fimilar commu- 
nication was made to Mr. Markham, in 
Ikiigal, immediately ; by tlie hi ft foreign 
ftiip that failed, to Mr. Sulivan ; and tci 
the Dire 61 :ors by the ftift Englifh ihip. 
What evidence is there on the other fide 
that can induce your Lordftiips to think 
that he took this Prefent for himfelf * 
According to my Judgment, none at all. 

1 have already ftated to your Lordfliips, 
that after telling his Council he had ad- 
vanced his own money, it was abfoliitely 
neceffary that it fhould appear on the treafury 
books as a depofit in his own name. But 
did that money deprive the Company of 
the complete ufe of it, from the inftant 
it was paid In ? Certainly not. In May 
1782 the Company were informed, that 
two lacks of rupees entered in fuch a page 
of the Depofit Journal, was llitir pro- 
perty. In the fame letter they were in- 
formed, that certain Ronds, numbeied ib 
and fo, weie not his p’operty, but the 
property of the Company. It cannot, 
ihciefore, be faid, that Mr. Haftings, 
fubfequent to the date of that letter, 
could hate converted either the Bonds 
or the Depofit money to his own luc j 
therefore his not formally delivering up 
the Bonds until he quitted India in Fe* 
bruary 1785, was a matter of no cenfie- 
quence : it was equally immaterial as to 
the Depofps. The No'de and Learned 
Lord has been pleafed to remark, that by 
not deliveiing up thtfe Bonds, and ftriking 
his name from the Depofit Books, the 
ftate of the Company's affairs appeared 
to be woile tlian they really were in the 
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year 1783 by (ix lacks 'of rupees, or 
fhirty thoufand pounds. That is not 
the cafe exad^ly, if the faft really was 
oTF any confequencc. In July 1783 the 
Company and Parliament were in pof- 
fclFion of full information c,f th'ifc Pre- 
fents. The meafure wkirh rendered 
a full expofure of the Company’s af- 
fairs necejfAiy was not brought in until 
November ; and when the drficii was 
Hated to ann'unt to many millions, this 
fma.l ium could nut have altered the 
caf^ in any degree. 

The Lord Chancellor fpoke (hortly in 
reply to Lord Thurlow, in fupport and 
explanation of the point of law that he 
had laid down ; upon which 

Lord I'hurlow role again, for the 
purpofe of declaring, that he totally 
differed with the Learned Lord, as to 
his conftru£lion of the law ; but at that 
late hour of the night he would not 
enter into a farther dilculfion of the 
differences between them. He would 
referve what he had to fay upon it for 
their next meeting. 

The Earl of Caernarvon declared he 
thought the arguments of the Learned 
Lord (Lord LoijtiHBOKoijGii),\vhohad 
'ivith fo much ability and accuracy gone 
thro* the whole of the remainder ot the 
^ Charge, were irrefillible : to his mind 
at leaft they conveyed the ftrongell con- 
vidtion; nor had any thing faid by the 
Learned Lord who opened the difeufiion 
ot the day (Lord TnURi-ow) tended to 
weaken that convidtion. No man could 
be more confeious than he was of his 
own inal)ility to contend on fioints of 
law with cither of the Learned 
Lords; certainly he would not pre- 
fume to do any fuch thing; but he 
could not help exprclling a great doubt, 
whether the law could ftaiid as it had 
been laid down by the Nolde Lord who 
had opened the Charge (Lord ,1 
Low) . It appe-ared to him fo fingular 
a propofition, that where a pcrlbn, 
fituatcd as Mr. Haftings, in hL capa- 
city of Governor-General, had been, 
ac/epted a Prefent from another, who 
was dependent upon liis power, was not 
prima fme and of itlelf a criminal aft, 
txclufive of its being prohibited by the 
Adi of 1773» that, in his judgment, it 
could not be law, Tlit Lai I p»irticu- 
larly adverted to the circuinllances 
which marked the conduft of Mr. 
Haftings ill refpedl to the Prefent of 
two lacks taken from Sadanund, the 
Buxey of Cheyt Sing, and faid that all 
them were unaccountably mvftcrioui 
Part VlII. 


and obfeiire, if ir were true tliat Mr. 
Haftings, from the firft inoinont of hia 
taking the money, meant to appropriate 
ir to the ufe of the Compiny, as the 
Noble and Learned Lord hud contend- 
ed. If fuch had been his intention, 
why did Mr. Haftings caufc the money 
to remain fo long in the fliapc of. a 
Depofit, altogether ufelefs to the Com- 
pany, in the hands of Mr. Croftes f 
The mcafure he took on that occufiOn 
appeared evidently to have no other 
motive than to Ihulflc off fufpicion ; or 
elfc why fo much feerr ey ? The letter 
of the Defendant to the Direftors, da- 
ted Novleniber 1780, on which fo much 
ftrefs liad been laid, by no means clear- 
ed him from that fufpicion. In that 
letter he contented himfclf with de- 
claring, that the money tendered by 
him to the Board, to defray the ex- 
pcnce of Major Camac’s regiment, was 
1101 his own, but money which had 
been received by him for the ufe of 
the Public. The letter neither in- 
foimctl the Direftors by whom the 
Prefent (;£ two lacks was given, or 
when, or where, li was therefore 
liable to the fufpicion of the letter’s 
being fo Unfaiisfuftorily cxprelfed 
merely to be ufed as a flu eld from dc- 
teftion, and to allbrd Mr. Haftings 
fomething to take Iheltcr and to hide 
behind, whenever that Prcfeiu of Sada- 
nund’sjor any other, fo privately taken, 
lliould happen to be dilVovt red. 

After reafoning pointedly on the 
letter, as the ftrongell evidence of the 
Defendant’s criminality, ihc Kail ci'm- 
menred on the letter of May 22, 178a, 
aii^ that of December 16 in the fame 
year ; arguing, that there was fome- 
thing extremely queftionvible in tlie cir« 
ciimTlances rclaiivc to both. Mr. Lar* 
kins, in his ciRidavit, IV, ears that the 
letter of May 22 was fealed up at the 
time of writMig ir, to be dvlpatchcd by 
the Lively, and th'i it u r'ained doled 
until the cl.ite of the aiTid. Mt, vi/.. De- 
cember ifi, when it '.vas opened. It 
wi*s very \mufiial f<m a perlhn who 
wrote a letter ro -eftr to the endofurcG 
contained, and y‘t feal hs letter 
without fiirft purtiiig t\.e t nclofurcs le- 
feired to into it. The- Karl al'.b 

animadverted upon the accounts of the 
appropriation of the various Turns re- 
ceived at different times by Mr. Hall- 
ings, and the accounts of Mr. Lar- 
kins of the fame matter. : and . tter • 
arguing upon ail the principal topics 
alluded to by the Lord Chancell'u , his 
G g " Lord- 
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Lordfhlp concluded with declaring, 
that in nis opinion, had Mr. Hailings 
wifhed to conceal all the Prefents he 
had taken, he could not have ufed 
more art, or cxercifed more flcilful cun- 
ning to provide again (I detection, than 
lie had ufed in every inlbnce of re- 
ceiving a Prefent. lie therefore be- 
lieved him guilty of the Charge, and 
fhould give his \otc accordingly. 

The Bilhop of RcchtlUr laid, he 
could not iatisTy his confricncc to gi\e 
a (ilent vitt-. or ;\e would not rile at 
that Jat. } v^ur, but he would detain 
their I'ordlhipb a few minutes only. 
He felt himlclf bound to decide in his 
own mind by the evidence before bun, 
and he had attended to the evidence 
a‘. well during the trial as fince it h:al 
been printed, vviih the utmofl care ai'd 
miiiutcnefs. Tn the vclumcs of c\i- 
dence fo often and lo n^cclTarily re- 
ferred to, he faw nothing which could 
jead him to believe that K*r. Hatlings 
had been aftuutid by bad »'<' corrupt 
motives, and he would not allow bim- 
felf to fiippofc tbit any luch cxifted, 
without full proof to tiio contrary. 
He ctmfincd himfclf for the j'le- 
1»int to the lYVo received from Sa- 

danund, bccau.e that appeared to him 
to be the more proper fubjcdl of their 
Lordftiips confidcration that day. The 
rciult of the whole evidence, r.s it 
ftruck him, w’as this : That Mr. 
ings was aiUiatcd by the piire'.l motives 
in receiving that Prefent * Tl:at there 
were perplexities and contradiilir.ns in 
the accounts ; he was willing to admit 
they had employed -him many hours m 
his clofct, and he was r^ady to confefs 
that he was not fufliciently inafler of 
merchants accounts to unravel them ; 
but he was equally ready to confefs 
that he drew conclufions from tbefe 
coiitradiftions totally different from 
thofe drawn both by the Noble and 
Learned Lord on the woclfack, and the 
Noble Karl who had juft fat down. In 
the account given of thole Bonds by 
Mr. Haftings, and in the account given 
by Mr. Larkins, there wcie differences; 
but he believed Mr. Haftings had been 
miftaken, and that Mr. Larkins's ac- 
count was the correft onc^ No Noble 
Lord could believe, that if Mr. Haft- 
iugi had written a wilful falftiood from 
Cheltenham, as to the date of the in- 
dorfement on the Bonds, he wouldhave 
eagerly fent to Bengal for thofevery 
which the moment they appear- 
ed muft convi^ him of inurcprcfenta- 


tion. No man fiirely could believe, that 
if Mr. Haftings originally received the 
Bonds with an intent to convert them 
to his osvn life, he would not, on being 
induced by fear to alter his mind, have 
antedated the indorfement to the very 
day that he received the Bonds. Ho 
fully concurred in all the reafoning of 
the Noble and Learned Lord (Thur- 

LOW). 

The Managers had read a letter from 
Mr. Haftings, which they pledged 
thcmftlvcs to fallify in «11 its parts ; 
but they had wholly failed to do fo. 
H is Lurdfiiip went through the feverai 
p'lnrs of the letter, and faid, not only 
the fatts ftated in it were undcniablt*, 
but no Noble Lord, in his opinion, 
could read it without feeing the mind 
of the writer, and without being con- 
vinced, that bale and fordid emolu- 
ments were not the objeiis which at- 
tracted his attention. In this cafe, 
where there was in faCf no evidence,, 
srd where a!l depended upon inference, 
he nuift refort to general charaClcr ; 
and he had no fcruple to fay, that the 
Commons had totally miftaken the chz- 
ra( 5 \crof Mr. Haftings. They charged 
him with having adopted the varfous 
mcdfiiies which form the Articles with 
the view principally of acquiring for 
hinafelf exorbitant wealth. In his opi- 
nion, not a tittle of evidence had appear- 
ed to fubftantiate futh an allegation; 
on the contrary, that his charafter was 
completely the reverie appeared fo 
ftrongly in proof upon the evidence, 
that it would be necdlefs to ftrength- 
f’l that evidence by an appeal to the 
Cv'-’nii-on fenfe and undcrllanding of 
mankind on the fubjeft. He could 
eafiiy account for fuch a great chara6lcr 
as Mr. Haftings, with fo many impor- 
tant concerns upon his mind, having 
been uniformly negligent and inatten- 
tive to all matters of money, and all 
accounts that related to money tranf- 
a^lions. Indeed it was evident that 
Mr. Haftings was a man who had been 
uncommonly rcgardlefs of money ; 
otherwife it would have been impolli- 
blc to account for the ft ate of his for- 
tune in every year between 1778 and 
1785, to which his Attorney had fworn 
at their Lordftiips bar : •* and what 

ftruck me,*’ faid the Learned Pre- 
late, as extraordinary, when not a 
“ tingle queftion was put by the JVIana- 
“ gers.” His Lordftiip concluded with 
declaring, that he Ihould fay Not^conteni 
to the motion. 


THUItS- 
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TTirRSDAV, MARCH 24, 

Lord Thurlow intr<«ductd ilie bufi- 
ncfs of this day by fayin^j, that it was 
his intention to ha\c gone tiilly inu- he 
feveral points opened by the N<»bi* and 
Lciirncd Lnrd the preceding c:iy ; but 
that having oiiflcdd his papers, he wuuld 
endeavour to I'peak to them from me- 
mory, fenfibJc that it would be too 
great an intro hon upon the time of the 
Committee to delajr them a moment on 
tiiac confideration. 

The moft m.jterial and important 
point of difeuffion was the ground upon 
Avhich the Noble and Learned Lord 
had Hated, that he thought t/wc* queftiou 
only might be put upon all the remain- 
ing Prcl'ents, as in his opinion there 
was one principle which would govern 
them all, however they might vary in 
their circumftinccs. in the imroctuc- 
tion of this principle, which, as far as 
his recolle^ion went, was entirely 7 :eiu 
in point of difcullicn (it having never 
occurred to either party at the bar dur- 
ing the courle of the trial, and certuinly 
not to the prolccurors in framing the 
Impeachment), the Noble and Learned 
Lord had hud ihaf out the cafe which 
in bis contemplation of liie lubjc6V was 
the only ground and foundation of the 
prelcnt Charge, as lent up by the Com- 
mons, namely, ihc Alt of Parliament 
of 13. Geo, JJJ. The principle fo 
introduced however, and which he was 
now about to examine, was, if he un- 
ocirtoud it coircrtly, this, “ That at 
“ COMMON JLAW the icUiti'vc JituMtou 
the donor «nd donee of any gift or 
Prelent, 'vas alone fulTicicnt to con- 
“ ft'tiiic the acceptance of luch gift a 
“ c\hne for which an iiididtmcnt would 
** he, always luppofing the gift to pais 
“ from an inferior in oiTicc to his fupc- 
rior; and that^ ’zoithoiu charging it to 
** have been given for brokage, or 
“ Jiaiing any other corrupt coi^/idnation 
“ in the indi^litieiu.” To this polition 
their Lordlhips would recollect he had 
on the preceding day ventured to ex- 
prefs not only his ddfent, but fomc de- 
gree ©f furprifcjinfoniuch as it appear- 
ed to him to be extremely novel, and 
fehb to be at variance both with the 
principles and foivis upon which all in- 
di^imcnis for corruption, that had fal- 
len under his obiervation, had hitherto 
been fraviv^d and fupported. In ad- 
verting to this propnlition at that time 
he had’ oolerved, and he ftill thought, 
that the relative fituation of the par- 
ties in all pecuniary trani'a^tions of the 


nature of thofc in queftion,was no doubt 
a material ingredient, and that which 
not only would but ought to excite a 
lufp'Icion and jcalcufy, proportionate to 
the diftance at which the giver was 
removed from the pcrlbn receiving the 
pieicnt ; but that it was aLnc fuiricicut 
toconfritutc and to raile the tranfadion, 
into a crinity was a propefition he never 
could accede to. Indeed the more In* 
liad coniidcred if, which he did alVuue 
their Lordlhips he had done with all 
the attention lie could give it, the ni le 
he wjs convinced as a lawyer, and in 
that convidfion had had an opportunity 
of being, fortified by much abler opi- 
nions than liis own, tiiat it would bs 
impcdlble lo lujipurt an indii^^menr at 
tomiiion LiW agiinft a fupcrioi* in (jflicc 
for taking a P re lent from an inferior, 
by merely putting the JaH oi the 7 Vc*- 
fent bung t/iade^ and the relulrve Jiiua^ 
tion of the parties^ upon the record ; 
bat that tlit indii^tment muft go on to 
Hate fome corrupt confideration as the 
motive, which corrupt confidcratiim 
mull cither be atlmiitcd or proved as 
laid. The Noble and Learned Lord, 
in fupport or his propofition in a for- 
mer delate, had alluded to the Star. 5 
& 6 Kdw. Vf, c, 16. againft buying 
and felling olfuts, and bad drawn :tii 
argument fiDin ir, as if before that fta- 
tiitc the fale of offices was illegal at 
common law, Put if any argument 
could be drawn from it, the whole 
fr.iinc of the fiarure, and more parti- 
cularly the cxccptiuns in it, afforded >111 
inference the other way ; it is an enaft- 
ingiiot a dcclHr.Htoiy ftatute. It exetprs 
all ofiices of inheritance : it provides, 

“ That the Chief Jullices of the 
“ King’s B.’iich and Common Pleas, 

“ and ilic Jullices of the allize, may 
“ do in every behalf, touching any of- 
“ lice to be given or granted by them, 

“ as they might have done before the 
“ Aft and it allows “ all bargains, 
“ fales, &:c. of any olfice concluded be- 
fore the ill day ctf March next com- 
“ ing to be in Inch force as if the Aft 
had never been made.** Now, ex- 
clufive of the inconlidency which 
would be imputable to the Legillature 
in allowing the fale of oHices for a li- 
mited period after the aft was made, 
in derogation of the common law of 
the land, and a perpetual exception 
in favour of the Chief Jullices ei- 
ther Bench, and of the Judges of aHi.fe,^ 
it was a known and acknowjedped faftf 
that every one of the very relpeftabie 
a g i and 
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and honourable pcrfons who have filled 
thofe Icveral offices, have, from the 
time the A€t was made to the prefent 
iriomem, without the fmallcft imputa- 
tion or idea of ftain upon their charac- 
ters, fold the fcveral offices belonging to 
their refpeftive fituarions as they have 
become vacant, openly and without re- 
ferve. Could it then be argued that 
fuch fale was an indidlable offence at 
common law ; or rather, was not the 
uniforiTi practice of fo many refpefta- 
ble char:i«5Vcrs a proof of the reverie, 
and an affirmance of what the common 
law \va& in th.'A refpc6l ? for the ftatute 
only allows them “ to do in that behalf 
** as they might have done before the 
was made.’* It was true, that 
in a cafe decided in the Stdr Chamber, 
and reported in Noy, the Iheriff of 
I^ottineham, who had given the offices 
of gaoler and bailiff to his fervants, 
who fold them, and gave him the mo- 
ney, was indifted for fo dning 5 and 
exception being inkrn that he c(*uld 
not be lined, tut tli.it il bting an of^ 
fence crcjtcfl by the fiatuie he could 
only be puniffinl as the prcfriibed, 
the Court held he might be fined, for 
that it was ni ft' ^ and a crime .jt 

common law. lint ixct-pt that deci- 
fion, which had ne\cr been followed or 
fed(»ptcd by any authority fince, there 
was no calc to Lo foun*l in the Books 
to vvsrraui fu* U a dortune. 'I’liatcafc, 
however, as far <is it went, was an au- 
thority to ihew, trnt if tlie matter in 
rjufilion were a i.cu I /-citared olLisce, 
as in his ( pinion it clc.nly \\,s, there 
could be no pn eceding or judgnifpr 
upon it but uiuicr the Ihuutc. Hv. 
would next therdore proceed to exa- 
mine the fever d remaining l^rcfcnis in 
charge, and how lar they were main- 
tainable under the prcnufions of the 
fiat Lite, or fiip^'ortcd in point of 
proof. 

In the cafe of Kelleram and Cullian 
Sing, the Cmviuons had expreiily 
charged that Ivlr. Haftings took that 
THoney as a confidcrdtion for letting 
them certain lands in pcrpetiiitv, to 
the great injury of the fi)afi India Com- 
pany. — In the cafe of Munny Begum 
and Nnndcoinar, the Commons charge 
that he took bribes for brekage and ap- 
pointments to offices. In thefe infian- 
ccs the Charges are accurately drawn, 
And it is hot true, that Articles of iin-^ 
pcnchnient have generally been locfcJy 
or inaccurately drawn. On the con 
tmy, they have had all that le^l 


ftri^tnefs of late years which is requir- 
ed in an Indictment. He did not fpeak, 
he faid, of more antitnt Impeachments, 
in which certainly very little attention 
was paid, either to the forms or the 
fubftance of juftice. 

Having concluded the legal argu- 
ment, Lord Thurlow proceeded to the 
next head of the Charge, upon which 
he fiid he would not trefpafs long upon 
their Lordffiip& indulgence, as the evi- 
dence upon it lay in a very narrow com- 
pafs. V 

I'he Commons acciifed Mr. Ilafiings 
of having received a Prefent or bribe of 
four lacks ol rupeci, from Kelleram and 
Culliau Sing, or one of them,' about 
the month of Oftober 17S0, as a con- 
fideraticn for letting certain lands in 
Baharin perpetuitv, to tlic great injuiy 
of the Etift India Company. 

There certainly, his Lordffiip faid, 
w'aS no evidence to fix the receipt 
of this Prefent, or of rbe caOi^oleat or 
cngagerrieiv 'vr the Prefent, at the pe- 
riod nieritu»''rjd in the Chaigf. On the 
contrary, the evidence carries it to a 
later period. 

The evidence proves, that in the 
iiiniuh of July 17^0 Raja Ktlieram 
was permitted by the Patna Council ta 
go to Calrutta, at the defire cf Mr. 
Kafungs. On the i^rh of November 
r7.vj, the (.h»\e£ nor- General prcftnti 
to the t.oard an arzee from MahaPaja 
Cull .iT» Slug, w'lih propolals for rent- 
inr •' e Province of Baliar. He rccom- 
rnt i tr. -/tf. Fiancis and Mr- VVhelcr, 
the two prclcnt, the accepr- 

a.icf (if tbefe propofals. Nothing fur- 
rhci ai'pv...rs to have been done at that 
ineetoig of the Board, 

On tlic i;^thof December a letter is 
read from the Council of Patna, iii 
w’hli'h they ftate that they have con- 
cluded a fetiieincnr, fubjcA to the ap^ 
probation of the Supreme Council, 
xvhich is more advantageous than any 
fctiltmcnt made for many years paft. 
The Secretary is immediately ordered 
to draw out a comparative view of thq 
two fettlements, viz. the propofals from 
the Patna Council, and from Maha Ra- 
ja Cullian Sing. 

On the igth of December the Se- 
cretary prefents it ; and it appears 
from the coniparilbn that Cullian Sing’s 
propofals arc more advantageous than 
thole feni down by the'Patnii Council ; 
the former arc therefore accepted. KcU' 
leram, the Naib or Deputy of Cullian 
•Sing, being called, declares his xnafter’s 
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•ffcnt to the cor.cHrions. Khchts are 
ordered forCultiiin Sing and Ktllcram, 
and the Pitna Council are informed 
that the Ictilcmciu ij* concluded with 
Ciillian Sing. 

The funnvid was made mocurery j 
a term which the Cemnons call a grant 
ill ^!crpetuitv ; but, lU; CorcC (I'onti- 
nued Lord Thuriow ), • . e know prccife- 
ly what a mocurery tenure is, and how 
very different indeed it is from a grant 
in pcroLniity- Jr was a grant to Cul- 
lian Sing, which muff have expired at 
his death at all c’. ent^ ; but it was only 
to continue in force fo long as his kiits 
were regularly paid, and lb long as no 
eppreliions were cxerciled on the in- 
iiahitants. He was not permitted lo 
claim as a right any dcdutlions from 
his ftipulaied piymeihs, either for 
drought, inundatiohs, or tlic ravages of 
enemies. If any deduilions were al- 
lowed hereriftcr, they were to be re* 
cciv'ed as indulgences. Lcafes in per- 
petuity are indeed granted through- 
out Bengal, the rents arc on no accmint 
tt) be increafed, but to remain invaria- 
ble fo long as the prefent holders of the 
land and their heirs lhall pay the rents 
as fettled in the year 1791. H<)vv it 
» could be injurious to the intcrefts of 
the Kaft India Company for Mr. Haft- 
jngs to att upon a principle inlinitcly 
IKort of that winch has fince been 
adopted by the Company and the 
King’s Miiiiftcrs, I cannot eafily con- 
. ccive. 

There is a ffrange inaccuracy runs 
through the whole of the Managers 
obl'crvations on this Charge. They 
firff offered evidence to fhew the unfit- 
iiefs of K^^lltram, as a renter of lands; 
yet ihc Ic'afe was in the name of Ciil- 
(ian Sing. They next produce evi- 
dence to ihew that a lealc was granted 
to Ktileram : the evidence proves that 
it was granted to C Lillian Sing, a man 
of very confidtrablc rank, and fon to 
pdaha Raja Sittabroy, who enjoyed the 
Jame unlimited power, as Naib Dewan 
of Bahar, wliich ?»jahomcd Reza Cawn 
pofietiVd in Rung d under the govern- 
tnciits of Lord Clive, Mr. Vcrelft, and 
IVlr . Cartier. 

Your T^crdHiips w'ould not permit 
evidence to be given beyond the point 
to which 1 r.m now arrived. The Ma- 
nagers w’n^ed to prove that Ivelleram 
fell intc f^i't-at b-iianccs ; but tlicre was 
nothing charged again ft Mr. lUffiMids 
to which evidence to'fueh a point could 
apply ; and here the whole evidence as 
to tilt letting of the lauds llops. It is in 


fubftance, that Maha Raja Cullian Sing 
having offered to rent part of the pro- 
vince of Bahar, on terms more advan- 
tageous to the Company by nL-arly two 
lacks of rupees a-year than ihulc of- 
fered to the Patna Board, the Gover- 
nor-Gen Urtl and Council accepted the 
terms of the former. It is not to be 
believed that the Managers, or thofc 
whom they employed to draw the Ar- 
ticle.,, would have oniiticdto charge tliat 
in the end rlie Company loft conlidcnt- 
bly by this lealc, p' ovidtd the fail were 
i'o Neither your Lordihips nor the 
Managers arc esunpetent to erwer intp 
an examinaiion of an uuricate detail of 
Indian revenuLS, though we can all 
compr'jlitnd the refuir. I ccrcjinly 
have Lon a paper preLiiti-d to the 
Houle of Commons fiom the India 
ll)iile, by wlufh i: appears, that under 
CulLiJti Sing’s loafc of two years, he 
paid more m^>ncy into the Patna trea- 
iuiy by very nc..i fixty thoular.d pounds 
llerling, than was paid in under tlic 
IctLlenicnts formed for the two ycais 
preceding by tlic P.itna C<)uncil, \V'irh 
this evidence iu the Managers pofibl- 
fton, it would have been a very ufeiefs 
attempt to carry the Art’clc further. 

I come nL;.t, my Lords, to confidcr 
the evidence wliich the Managers have 
offered relative lo the caboolcat, and 
the money atiually received upon it. 
The f.rft document to this point is the 
account inclofed in Mr. Haltings’s let- 
ter of the 22d of May 17S2. It au- 
pcars tliar on the 26rh of April 1781, 
the fum of two lacks thirty-two tUou- 
fand rupees wi's paid into the treafury 
by the order of Mr. Ilaltings under the 
head of Durbar Charges; that is, Mr. 
Hafiings admits the receipt of a 
Prefent to fuch an amount, on the 
Company’s account. From il;e mo- 
ment the money was fo paid in, it be- 
came the Company ’i» property, and Mr, 
Hadings could not iiitcrl'erc with it. 
The running treafury account, on 
which this receipt w«is entered, came 
to the India Iluufc in the. month of 
July i/liz, and did not attraif the at- 
tention of the Directors. On the 16th 
of March 1784., as I have already fta- 
ted to your Lordihips, the Directors 
defircd Mr. Kaftings to inform them af 
what periods the fcvcral Turns were re- 
ceived which made the aggregate of 
the account inclofed in his letter of the 
i2d of May 1782. Mr. Haftinas, un- 
able to give a complete anf\ver to this 
queftion from Cheltenham, referred 
them to Mr. Larkins ^ but the Direc. 

ton, 
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tors, fatisricd, as it fliould fccm, viith 
the general information which Mr. Hail 
ings hrcl piven them, enquired no farther; 
but Ml*. Hidings lilnJlII wrote to Twr. 
Larkins vo fend to the C.’li iirm.ni the only 
memorandum which h:; had . \ tr po.Telfed 
that could throw a fuitiicF upon the 
•Iuhjc6l. He did lo 5 and it your Loidrhips 
will turn lo the ev’dtiiccy^ai will find Mr. 
Laikins^ letter, dated the 51I1 of 
^786, and an account accompanying ;i, 
cciiainly vity locfv aud inqiCihdh hit 
beyond nil doLil> tliat to whicli Ivir. I’ .ic- 
ings alluded, as the dnly nieinoint dum 
lie-€ver })ofli d’nl j and it gave a clue to 
tlie Pii'eiflors 10 make any fiufhcr invef- 
flgatjon they thought ptoper. \oui* 
Loid/hips will always 1 c'j in mind, that 
this account was ttaniinrt'LMi fin* lU) oth-;:!* 
porpefe than to give a fuUct aniwer lo a 
Cjuellion put by the Diieilcis to M*’. 
Hadings on the ififh <>t JVlairh than 

be was able to give th.cm incitly trom me 
moiy at Chelienliani. Th.c M?nv'igcrs, 
by reading it, liave made it (nitlei'Ct. 
From this account thiiu it :ipp ai.., that 
betwetm the lift of tv.aich and the a6ili 
vf April I /Si, the fum of two lacks and 
twenty thouland licc.i rupi’es was icceivcd 
from r.itna, and that on the aGih of 
Ajird two lacks of ficca iiipccs were paid 
to Mr. Crottes, the ruh-treafurer. If 
there was no other tvidenc-., this account 
Would he ahihluitly uiiintt liigihlc j hut 
coruK6lir.g it with Mi. I.aiklns's evi- 
<!t*rce, i.nd the note at the foot uf the 
accnui.t, It appeals very clear that a ca- 
booleat or obligation for four Jacks of 
rupees hud been cnteied into; tln^t upon 
this cabookat two lacks were paid into 
the treafury hy Gunra (rovind Sing, and 
er.leicd by iheord is of Mr. Hadings un- 
der the head ( f Dll. bar Charges, tliat is, 
as I ii.ive alieady dated to year Lordfhips, 
a PitfciU received by the Governor Gene- 
ral on the CMmp ny’s account. There is 
r.ci a llu-dow oi evidence lo wairant a 
fibukion linit Mi. llallings hiinieli ever 
jtCiriv.d one iiipee upon thi^ cabooleat, or 
tipon that of Din.''g'. pore, whlcli, thdigh 
not in charge, 1 have expl dued as fully 
as fvrlencc permitted me io i.;cpi.iii it 
on a fcimcr day ; 1 immion it ayaiii, 

bccaule ilu r.ianagcrs have oblerved, that 
t!ie caboolcats fiom Patr.a and Dinage- 
pore v.'cie for four lacks cc»ch j that is, 
* Tu all, eighty thouland pounds, of which 
«inly ihe one half li.is been paid to the 
Csimpnny. The fail undoubitclly is fo ; 
but the (Jemmons, ilu'ugh in poffcHion 
of,all" ihe evidence ih- y new have, tw'o 
. nonilis befoic ih.y iIitw this Ainclo, 
)uve nut nitiue it iiiatiei of charge, that 


thefe balances. If there had been any 
ground to fufpeft that thefe balances Ivtd 
really been paid into the h.inds of Mi- 
Haltings, or into the Innils of any perfon 
in tiult for him, 1 fliould imagine that the 
peifons who diew out the Ai deles would 
have chaigcd the fail expreflly : as the 
cafe now Itaiuis, it relts upon his own 
folenin declaration, that he has accounted 
for every lupee that C'Une into h s hands ; 
anti it cam.ot lit hcliv'vcd f’oi one momenr, 
rh.if In* woii'd have defired Mr, Lai kins 
to lend to the Ch.munn' the only me- 
nioiandiim exid i..g, from which it could 
be knov\ a tiuit was any balance, if he 
had put a lir.gk rupee of it into his own 
pocket. 

'I'lif Noble and Learned Lord has laid 
a confii'.eiabit* ibiU on the iiiinour gere* 
rally prevailing of a j'*ielcnt given lo Mr. 
liailnigs by Cullian Sing and Kclleram. 
He has rtfjiicd youi Lonlfldps to the 
etideticc of Mr. Young, Mt. Mooic, 
and Ml. Aiidtifon. Mr. young elepoltd, 
tlint thciuiiiom* was veiy general, and that 
in IXceinlnr 1780 he heaid a fpecific funi 
nu'iiiioued, four lacks of lupees. Mr* 
Mooie lay'*, hehcai cl that the money was 
paid in Oiltobcr lySr, which mull be a 
luitt.ike. Mr. Atult-ifon Iwears that he 
htaid thefame luniour in December 1780, 
and I am lure it muit have been fiom 
mere accident that the Noble and Learned 
Lonl (iiuklV he has been milled by Ids 
fyllntus) oiniiied to Ifate the moft mate-* 
rial pait of Mr. Andei Ion’s evidence— 
the part v^hlcll, in my mind, is decifivc 
upon the tpi Jtion. h-lr. Anderfi n fweai s 
that in May 1781, having again heard this 
lumour, and thinking it very incordiftent 
with the character of Mr. ILdlings, he 
mentioned the icpoii to him. Mi. IlalK 
ings immediately told him, not to nu'ke 
luinfeW lineal), or lo give liiinfelf any con- 
cern alu>ui wiia' lie had licard ; foi whatever 
fv.ms had been i*ci*e*VLd, had been ac- 
counted for to the Company ; that lie 
thougiit it light to take money in that 
way ar the tune the Company was in fuch 
great dilbifs, anil it might not have heeu 
procuieJ in any other way, Tlie Mana- 
gers did not chufe to purfac this exair.i-* 
nation fuither, and they have adduced 
no evidence fiom which your Loidihips 
can conclude that the money might havp 
been received publicly, hs a pellicufh or 
nuzzerana, on behalf oL the Company. 
1 profrl’s iTiyfclf to be ut icily ignorant of 
the manners and cultoins oi the jieople of 
Ir.dii; but as this leliiniony fioin Mr. 
Aiidtrfon lemains unconirnliL^ttd, and as 
Mi. ilallings himklf has laid in a Ictier 
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produced by the Managers, “ the four- 

ces from which ihefc i diets to the pub- 
“'lic fervice have come, would never 

have yielded them puhl.clv j'* I am 
bound to believe that this is the true (late 
of the taft, anil tint the renters and Ze- 
mindars of Patna, Djnngcpoie, and Nnd- 
cleah, fiom whom Mr. Haltingc privately 
recc-ived near fixty ihoufand pounds in 
the years 17S0 and 17S1, would not have 
p'iid thofe Aims publicly to the Com- 
pany, had Mr, Halt; rigs declined to take 
them in the mode that they weic leally 
given. 

I am afraid I have already troubled 
your Loidfli'ps too long upon this 
Chaige; but I have been the moiv parti- 
cular, becaufc the Commons have cliarg- 
cd this money to have been leceived as a 
biibe, in confideration of granting a 
Jeafe on injwiions tcims. Your Loid- 
fliips fee that tiie money was prud by in- 
ftalmcnls, between ilv ?.ift of Much and 
the 26lh of April 1781, tind on the l.ill- 
ineniioned day it vns paid into the frta- 
fiuy, as a Pi (.lent KCv.ived by Mr. H kill- 
ings on the Company's account. As he 
appeals to have received tlie money loldy 
toi the Company, as theie Is nothing like 
evidence to piove that lie at any lime in- 
tended to take tills money for lumielf, and 
as upon the face (d' the agi cement with 
Cullian Sing it k.ppeais that he was bound 
to the p.'ifoi inance of eery comliiioii 
which ccmld be retpilied (mm him, for 
the advantage both of the ('omp.my and 
the people, and as hii; pi.'}>oi.i!s vieie 
more advanin«^eoiis than tlud’e tianimitted 
by the Patna Council, 1 am clearly of oju- 
nlon that the Ch.uge has not been nude 
good. On the L'luige called Nundonlol's 
Piefcnt, llieie will k.uccly l;c ad.ileicnce 
of opinion. 

Mr. HaHings is next accufed of h iving 
received a Pidlnt of ten lacks ot n.i: cs 
from tlie Nabob of Oude in the in»*' ’U of 
September 17S1 ; and as muiui of ag- 
gravation, it wMs Haled, that the Nabob 
was in grtat pecuniary iliitirfb at i lie time, 
and deeply in di,lit to tlic iiai't India Com- 
pany. The Chaige in lliis pait alio is 
very inaccurate ; for the evidence adduced 
by the Managei& proves, that above one 
third of this IVeknt w^s made by the 
I^aboh’s Mmilltis. It Is by no means 
proved that the Nabob was m a Itaie of 
gscat prciiiuai y dlHrefs *, that his public 
finances wcie in %ery gicat dilbnlcr, and 
that they had been fo from 1775 to 176 1 
is out ot all qutUioii ; but if your Loid- 
fhips w'ill look to the coi rdpondence of 
tlie fevcral Reiiileius, you vtili f-e, tliat 
next to the diloidcrs occalioncd t^y the 


Begum withholding the public treafure# 
fi-om the public fervice, the dilbclfes of 
the Nabob's government were owing to 
the very large Him that he required for 
his privy piiiie. It is in evidence that in 
the economy of his houl'ehold he would 
neitlier permit his Minillers nor the Bil-. 
tifii Refident to inteifeie. A Suveieign 
may he very lich when the State is poor ; 
and I tliink it is much mure piobable that 
the Nab<»b liimfclf was in very alBiient 
citcimiilance^, than in a lintt* of gieat 
preuni^^ry dillrefs. But the quellion for 
your Lurdihips to confider will be, Wlie- 
thcT, under all the ciicumllances.of the 
cafe, it was ciiininal in Mr. liailiiigs to 
rcciivc a Pitfcni of ten lacks of rupees^ 
and to apply it as he did to the Compa- 
ny's lei VICO ? In this, as in every other 
inllance of the Pi dents, Mr. Mailings 
affoids the Man.'igus all the infoimatiuii 
that they liave given to yoiii Loidfliips. It 
appears then, that beivveen the iilhand 
lyih of Sepkn.lvr i; 3 i. Mi'. H.Ulings 
received fiom tlie Nabob and his Mbiil- 
tc. s a Pjelent cf ten lacks of lupces, 
ef the ciirrencv of Oude, in bills. It 
appeals alio, that the lii ft payment upon 
thelc bills was iiKnle in Oili>lKr, and that 
in the monili ol Maicli 4/82 llie wliole 
liim v^as ’^ceived. It appeals alio by 
the letter from Mr, Hrdlings to the Di^ 
icolois, dated iIk* lotli of Janiiaiy 1782, 
from Patna, tiiat Aicli iums as to that 
time had been rtxc.ved, were expended in 
the public leivici, and Mr, Halfingtl 
aflures the Dneclois that the lemalniiig 
lums iliall be lb tmi'loved. The ultbnaic 
r.ppropila»ii-n of tins Prelent he left cn- 
tiiely to ihnn; adding, that if they ad - 
judy,e it to luin, he lhali receive it with 
grafude. The l')liei,loi s had the power 
10 do It, in the lame manner that they 
gave the Piclent liom Siijah Dowlah to 
tile Arm) . 'J'i.ey might have given the 
N.ibvdo Cl ! (lit I'oi it, as takcui in pait 
payment of i isdebtto the Company ; or 
tlicy had the pov.ei to do, wlj.it in eftldl 
lliey did — they look it for tl.e Company. 

My Lordsjtor a Pi dent iecvivc«l under 
llicli ciiciimftaucc'-., lb applied as t!iis was, 
and To ultimately appiopri.ued by thr 
Kalt India Company, Mr. Haftings has 
been ciiminally accule 1, and your J.ord- 
ftnps are now to detei mine l*ls fuili or hn 
jiiMijrtJicc. The evidence upon lliia 
Clrng'* lies in a vciy nai low in- 

deed, though it li.is I'cin bik’ujcl.ekl out 
vny unn* c'.lTaiih , 1 lliiuk, by di^ 
r.agcis, who at the commei.cvu.tni cf 
theii evidence mid'.rt(;ok to pj 've that 
Mr.ilthingb h'ld witiUii n i.dir ii^'CiiicnC 

ty the Diiectois ou tiic '-t J'-mu r/y 
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when he declared^ that though he 
hatl accepted the Preient in Sept. 1781, 
and had expended iuch iiims in the p ib- 
lic fervice as he had received) it ha<i up 
to the date of his letter been in paft only 
and tardily realixed. What polfjble end 
it could anfwer to Mr. Haflings to make 
iiich an aU'ertion, ifit weic not true, I can- 
not conceive ; and all the time that was 
fpent in attempting to prove the afl'ertion 
talle, appears to me to have been very 
iifeleflly wailed. It the Noble and 
Learned Loni had not alluded alfo to this 
circumftancc, 1 fhould not have noticed 
tt at all. 

(ThfeLord Chancellor wlilfpered acrofs 
the table that there was anoi'.er expredion 
in the letter, “ a Prelent of the nominal 

’»alue of ten lacks,’* wiilch, coupled 
wirf: ihe words tardJy realixed^ had at- 
tracted his attention.) Lord ThiirK)w 
proceeded : I am much obliged to the 
Noble and Learned Lord for his txpl nia- 
tion, but 1 am tVdl as much at a hd's as 
ever to divine his meaning. Tlie nominal 
I'alue ? My Lotds, the expicinon is 
highly propel. Mr. liallings in Sc^p- 
teinber letcived a Prcl’jnt ot ten lack** of 
Oude ficca III pees. That was the ;/<?;/;/- 
flat halite. It was made in bdl'^, aiul 
when thole bills were tiiriiod iiito c.uh, 
and that calh bi ought into Hen;,al cur- 
rency, then the rial *i\due v^ouid l>u 
known ; and it appears in evidence, tiint 
the Pielent nilit'd tni l.tcks thiit) -thioc 
•tliouland rupees and *1 fr.n^tion, .\h nit ore 
hundred and three ihoulUnd pc.in.ds. The 
nieaning of the woids “ nominal va- 
“ iuc** cannot be iiwfondei Hocki by any 
Nibble Loid who will excicde his own 
judgment. 

If the Learned Manager [Mr. An- 
str.U':HEr] who allei »evt that Ixtorc the 
aorii ot J.iiiiiary 178'! the whole ut this 
Jhefent had been itccived, exci pt a fmall 
balance, coui.i have piovcd tins afRriioii 
tine, j know not to what ulc he could 
have applied a fa 61 To provi.d. 

But, my Lf>ids, it has hippciud In this, 
as Tii Ici many oilier inllai.cef, tiiat Mr. 
1-liiliigs i» completely jiilidicd by the 
pro lee u O’ s e\ idence. 

Ml. Wrij^bt fiom the India Hoiifc pro- 
duced the Bengal Genet jl Journal lor 
the yen i /Si 1782. All ths. l:krngal an- 
iiiia. accounts commence on die ilt of 
* I*iay ot on ■ \c.ir, anil dole on the 3cih 
ot Api d 01 lot next year. 'Plus Gciic- 
lai Jouniai roi.t.'.'ned an account or the 
p<i) iiicnl ot ihc* Nabob’s Pi /fcnt, and it 
yppcarid that in Uilober, Novembc*r, lo^.d 
L-ccn.bcT 1781, ii part ot tins Pielmt 
had b..cn paid, not a hdii oi the wUoU. 


Your Lordfhips wdll agjce therefore, that 
the cxprclfion of Mr. HaiHngs, “ up to 
** this period of lime,” was very corre£V. It 
finther appears, that in Jamiaiy 1782 the 
fum of foiii lacks fifty -nine thouland fe- 
ven InindicJ and tweniy-feven rupees and 
a fiadion was icceivcd, and the balance,' 
which was feventy thoufand rupees, was 
completely liquid ited in the two following 
months. But, my Lords, after all tins 
trouble had been taken, it was to no pnr- 
pofe ; for though the Manager pVoftlTcdly 
called Mr. Wright to prove that this Pre- 
(ent, except a fmall balance, was aflually 
received prior to the 20th of January 
X7S2, and though he peifutcd to the lali; 
in alferling that the fad was pioved, yoiii* 
Loidrtiips, who jndge fiom evidence, will 
fee that the account pioves nothing. Mr, 
Wrsght could not tdi )tou fiom his Journat 
on what day in Jammy the gre.al payment 
was made, and your Loidlhip'!, as imp.irtial 
judges, vvill laihcr believe it was iubfe- 
quer.t lo the ic^th of Jamiaiy than prior 
to that day i though, trom too much zeal, 
too much pii-hidice, or loo link- attention 
to the caufe, the Managers ihought proper 
to alf -rt wl.it they coui.i not jirir.'c. . Xo 
the* Ciiai«<' i i-Jl the puiiit ii not of the 
im illdl c.mli . 01 can IM: Ingeniii- 

ly of man roiic>.i\e .tuy end th.’t could 
i)ive been attsu.ed by the trarifiidnuju to 
tiic Diiedoic of K’ lilly a f.i.I ns 

the Manngtis h».vc imputei! to Mr. I! if- 
lings. Bir, mv Louis, the prodmdioii 
of this Gei'Cial Journal tc-r the piiipofs 
th.it i liivelh'.cu, has pl.iced a iiicce 
cvitl.:pce lu tlv Appcnvlix to the Minutes, 
that drlkcs tlie N^^blc and Li..»ned Lord 
in a point ot view fo unccn.mon, th.it tlie 
Manage IS, with aii ilK-ir lagoicity, have 
not feen it in the lame l.f.ht. 

By turning to it, your Lovdfiiips will 
fee tliai Mr. Wright, aher he hadpiodiu 
ced the Gcncial Join iial that I have al- 
rt.ady meiUu.iied, wms alked it the book 
coiita-md an account ot the exprnditiue 
.as well as of ihc iccc.pi of the Nabob’s 
Piefeni. He laid it did — and he read ic- 
vcral items of the expenditun*. Accoidi 
ing to yom* Lordihips rule, the whole ac- 
count of the expenditure as well as the 
receipt was er.teied in the Appendix^ 
Rcleiring to this account, the Noole and 
Le.arned Loid fays, that Mr ilallingS 
appeals nut to have accounted for one 
lack and a half of rupees ut the N-abob's 
Pielent, and that there are among the dif- 
Iniifenients four lacks lent to the Rcfident 
ot Ben.iics, which fums might have been 
puid back apain to Mr. Haftings. 1 
piofefs, my LoriU, 1 was very much 
aitcHiiihed indued to hear I'ucb a jemailc 
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from fucli n quarter. In the firft place, it 
applies to no matter in charge. It does 
nor even apply to any obiervatlon that 
fell from the Managers, who did not call 
Mr. Wright in oider to enquire about 
the balance, but to prove the unimportant 
f:i6l that T have aiieady too much enlarged 
upon. The ground now taken by the 
Noble and Learned Lord could not pofR - 
bly have occurred to Mr. Haftings or to 
his Coiinfcl i but your Lord/hips, by 
turning to the Appendix, will fee the cale 
in a moment. It contains the Durbar 
accoiiius of Mr. Haflings for one com- 
plete year, 1781-2. The nature of this 
account I will endeavour to explain. The 
Governor-General is eiitrufted with a va- 
rlf'tyof public difburfement?, independent 
of the Boaid — kcret Ici vices — the pay 
and enuitainment of foieign Minilters — 
piefents— kellauts, &c. To meet thefe 
tidbui fements the Governor-General ap- 
plies to the Council for money, which he 
cannot receive but by their ortler on the 
treafuiy j for though Mr. Haftings re- 
ceived Prefents while he was abfent from 
Calcutta, and gave the Company ciedit 
for them, yet when in Calcutta he paid 
all his Piefents into the tieaiury, from 
whence he could not draw them again. 

^ It appears then by the Dui bar account 
in the Appendix, that between the iff of 
l\Tay 1781 and the 30th of Apiil 1782 
Mr. 1 ladings received the i'liin of fifteen 
lacks twenty- two ihoulimd ieven hundred 
and* forty- fix rupees and a fraftion. Of 
this film 01)1) fifteen thoufand lupees was 
received from the tjeafujy. The lemain- 
der confiifcd of the Piefents that he re- 
ceived, or money boi rowed at Benares 
and from the Relident at Oude. His ex- 
penditure for the public feivicc iil the 
iamc period is ihitteen lacks feventy- eight 
fhouland one hundred and twenty- fix ru- 
pees and a fracSIion. This, youi Lord* 
Ihips obierve^ leaves a balance of neaiiy 
a lack and a half of rupees in iiis hands, 
belonging to the Covipany* If a ful- 
picion had even been hinted during the 
trial that this balance was unaccounted 
for, he moft undoubtedly would have 
produced the Durbar account for the next 
yeai j and the fiift article entered in May 
1782 would have been this lack and a 
half as againfl Mr. Haflings. 1 had the 
turiofity to look at the Durbar accounts 
dow'ii to the lit of February 178^, when 
he miitted Indian and 1 find that they are 
exa^ly balanced. 

1 believei my Lords, I have now men- 
tioned all the evidence that is of any mo« 
Part VIII. 


ment in the three Chnrges j I mean thfc 
Prefents from Patna, Nundolol, and tlfe 
Nabob-Vizier. They are all, ftriftly 

fpeaking, of the fame defer i prion. They 
were all received by Mr. Halltngs, as he 
Hates, for the Company, at a period of 
great public diftrefs : they were all en- 
tered in the treafury books under the hcaj * 
of Durbar Charges, that is, Prefents re- 
ceived by Mr. Hidings on the Conipa*. 
ny*s account. That they have been 

faithfully applied to the public fervice is 
not to be difpiitod, and, in my judg- 
ment, there is nothing in the evid- nee that 
can induce# your Lordfliips to behave he 
leceived tliefc Prel'cnts coiruptly; that is, 

I Cdunot think we arc warranted, either 
by evidence or by fair inference, to believe 
that to be true w'hich the Managers fo 
Hrenuoidly urged — 1 mean, my Lords, 
that at the time rliefe Piefents weie receiv- 
ed, Mr. Hallmgs did intend to take 
them to himielf, though he afterwards 
changed his intetiri^m.s, and gave them to 
the (.'ompanv. if in my cunfcience I 
diew fuch a conclufion, or if 1 thought 
that for a Jingle moment he entertained 
fuch an i^tca, I llu^uld at once pronounce 
him Guilty* 

The Patna Preknt, as yojr Lord/Iiips 
will recolle« 51 , was paid into the public 
t *caliiry on the zdih of April 1781, un- 
der the head of Dm bar Charges, fo ihaC 
Ml. Halfings had no longer any concern 
with it. He could not draw the money 
out of the treafury again, and the receipt 
apper.rs by the treafury books vidiich ar- 
rived in England in July 1782. The two 
Prefents fiom the Nibob and Nundolol 
were accounted for in the manner that I 
have aheacly Hated to your Lordfhips^ 
while he was ablent from Calcutta. 

The Prefent from Nobklffen, which if 
the only one remain 'mg, Hands upon a 
ground fomewhat dilLrei t } fur though it 
was certainly receive 1 for the EaH India 
Company, and the ippiopiiation of it 
was left completely in iheir power, yet it 
was attended, in the mode of receipt, 
with circumHanccs which dodiHmguifli it 
fiom the other receipts of Preienis. In 
fo far I peifcftly agree with the Noble 
Earl (Mansfield), whofe opinions £ 
am at all times dirpofed to confider 
with the utmoft attention. The 
Noble Earl conceives that each 
ceipt of a Prefent by Mr HaHings was a 
breach of the law, but that the known 
and urgent neceflities of the Public at 
the time the Prefents w^cre received, 
and their appropriation to the relief 
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of thofe n^ceilities, juftiBed the receipt 
of every Prefent, except the lad. In 
the •left inftance the Noble Earl fays, 
that Mr. Haftings took the money, if 
not for his own ufe, certainly for his 
own conveniency. 

The Charge lets forth, that in the 
year 1783 Mr. Haftings firft fraudu- 
'tentfy foiicited as a loan from Nob- 
kiften the i*um of three lacks of^ru* 
pees ; that he afterwards corruptly re- 
*tained it as a gift or Preienc, under the 
pretence of difeharging certain expenccs 
which he had no authority to incur ei- 
ther before or fince,and that he'hasnot 
produced fiifticient vouchers to juftify 
his charges. 

The Managers, on firft opening it, 
declared that they fhould offer no evi- 
dence upon it : — Ex ore the juftihea- 
tion or condemnation ihall proceed : In 
thepro|rrers ef the trial, however, fur- 
ther evidence was given by the Mana- 
gers, and I will endeavour to date to 
your Lordfhips the refuit of the whole, 
as it ftrikes my mind. 

Mr. Haftings fays, that in 1793, be- 
ing in want of money for his private 
expences, owing to the Company not 
having calh in their treafury to pay his 
falary, he borrowed three lacks of ru- 
pees from Nobkiffen. 

I will take the liberty to call your 
attention to the evidence adduced by the 
Managers, in order to prove the falfe- 
hood of this alTertion.^ It is the more 
neceftarv, bccaufe theNoble and Learn- 
ed Lord has exprelfed his furprife that 
the Governor-General ihould have any 
arrear of falary due to him, and in 
fuch a manner as to convey an idea 
to your Lordfhips, that the Noble and 
Learned Lord very much doubted 
whether a Governor- General could 
fuffer his falary to run in arrear. 1 
admit it to be an extraordinary cafe. 
Poflibly Mr. Haftings conceived that 
when the different armies in India 
were enduring the deepeft diftreft for 
tktfir fubftfteiice, when the officers had 
coined their plate to fupport their 
foldiers as kfng as they could be fup- 
ported by fuen a refburce, and when 
the civil eftabllftiments were many 
months in arrears, it would not be very 
decent or laudable in him te exert the 
influence vvhick his ftation certainly 
'"‘gave him in order to be paid in calh, 
month by month. Of. the fadf ' your 
Lordfbips can have no doubt, iince the 
Ml^agers in this, as in fp inany other 


inftanccs, have effedfually juflified Mr. 
Haftings by the evidence .which they 
produced. Whether your Lor^ips 
are to give credit to the Matiagen for 
an extraordinary degree of candour, or 
to believe that thofe prejudices which 
naturally attach upon profecuters have 
perverted their jurlgement, or whether 
they have tnifted the production of 
their evidence entirely to their Agents, 
and were as ignorant as your Lordfhips 
of its contents until read at your bar, 

I know not, nor is it of much moment 
to us to difeovtT 5 but, '•by turning to 
your Minutes, your Lordlhips willlind 
an account of all the payments made to 
Mr. Haftings under the head of Salary 
ill the year 1793. You will fee that 
he did not receive the falary 'due to him 
for January, until the month of Au- 
guft : fo tiiat in truth he was feven 
months in arrear until that payment 
was made. Your Lordfhips will fee 
that his falary for February and March 
was paid in September, not in cafh but 
by transfer ; that is, by a treafury or- 
der, or paper, which might indeed be 
turned into calh, at the difeount of the 
day ; and i ociieve thole transfers at 
that time iiore a difeount of ten or 
twelve per cent. The account is con-- 
tinned; and yotir Lordlhips will fee,' 
if you take tfn. truub> to turn to it, 
that in the whole of the year 1783, 
Mr. Haftings received but one month's 
falary in calh ; that was for the month 
of January, and u was paid to him in 
Auguft. 

The next point is, my Lords, that 
Mr. Haftings deftred NobkilTen to call 
upon him tor a bond properly filled 
up ; but a& he was going to execute 
it, Nobkififen requefted him rather to 
accept the money, than to execute 
the bond, . He neither, as he fays, ac- 
cepted nor xefufed the Prefent, and 
his mind remained rufpended until he 
Went to Lucknow in. 1784, when he 
determined to accept the Prefent for the 
Company. 

This is the account given by Mr. 
Haftings to the Houfe, of Commons, 
and the Noble and Learned Lord faya 
it-muft betaken as the true ftate of the 
tranfadtion. It was written by him- 
fcif, he fays, is very fhort, and in- 
volves in It littU of argument or de- 
tail. On the point of fadt I wHh to fet 
the Noble and Learned Lord right : 
It is clearly in .proof that thia partof the 
Defence of Mr; Haftings sm not written 
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%y himrelf* but by a gentleman of the 
name of Baber { and your LordAiips, by 
rcfernng to the evidence of Mr. Scotty 
Which IS very full and diilinft, will ob- 
ferve, lhat the general introduAioni the 
charges ctillcd the Rohilla war, and the 
^ng*s tribute, were all that Mr. Haft* 
ings wrote himielf. 1 mention this in or* 
derto account for the very loofe. general, 
and inaccurate manner in which the 
tranfa^lion is related. Undoubtedly, if 
we had had no other evidence, I fliould 
not think any Noble Lord determined im* 
proMrly if he concluded tli*H in fa6f Mr. 
Haftings took the money from Nobkiflcn 
without gtving him any fecurity of any 
tind for it ; but Mr. Larkins, whom the 
Managers themlelves examined at a veiy 
confiderable length to this point, clearly 
and di((in6tly told your LordAiips that he 
knew there were two bonds at lead exe- 
cuted ; that it was by no means cenain 
that he himfelf was not a fubfcribing 
witnefs to thofe bonds ; that he gave 
them, after Mr. Haftings had executed 
them, to a fircar of Cantoo Baboo's to 
carry them to Nobkiften j tliat theie three 
lacks of rupees were entered in the pri- 
vate books of Mr. Haftings as a loan, 
for which bonds were granted $ and that 
they remained in that Hate in his books 
until the month of February x;84., when 
be made an entry in the books to corref- 
pond exaflly with the letter which Mr. 
Haftings wrote in that month to the Court 
of Diie^lors. From that time it became 
a Prefent made to Mr. Haftings, and ac- 
cepted by him for the Company.' He be- 
came accountable, confec^uently, to them 
for this prefent. 

There is no evidence from which your 
Lordfliips can conclude that Mr. Haftings 
• determined to Cake the moneyi until the 
moment he transferred it to the Company. 
That Nobkiften was in pofteflion of the 
' bonds appears clear to me from Mr. 
Larkina's evidence i when they were re- 
turned to Mr, Haftings by Nobkiifen does 
not appear, though Mr. Larkins favs it 
was long after they were fent to nim. 
There certainly is no ground to conclude 
that this loan was fraudulently fo]icited,as 
the Charge ftatts, nor do I well compre- 
hend the meaning of the word here. Mr. 
Haftings borrowed money, and gave a 
legal Iccurity for it. The party from 
whom the money was borrowed retained 
poflclTioti of that fecurity until he volun- 
tarily Ihrrcndcred it. Mr. Larkins be- 
lieves that Mr. Haftings borrowed ibis 
popney to pay 9^er bcq^uff| 


fays the witnefs, Mr. Haftings was pw* 
petualW embariafling himfelf by doing 
a^s of kindnefs to others. 

The latter part of the Charge Is very 
material for your Lordfhips conftderation* 
Mr. Haftings in eftefl is acenfed of con- 
verting this money to his own ufe under 
a falfe pretence. It is faid that he had 
no authority to contrail the expences 
which he oppofed to thefe three lacks, 
fore he made the charge upon the Cdnv 
pany ; that he has had no authority fince ; 
and that he has not produced fufficient 
vouchers to juftify him in making fuch a 
charge upon the Company. 

The 6afe will ftand pertdftly clear, when 
fairl]^ ftated from the evidence. Mr. 
Haftings admits, in February 1784, that 
he has in his hands three lacks of rupees, 
the property of the Company. He fub* 
mits to the juftice of the Company cer- 
tain demands which he has upon them 
to the amount of thofe three lacks of ru- 
pees. My Lords, it depended u^ontli; 
Company to allow them or not, as they 
pleafed. The nature of the demands it 
explained inoft clearly. The accounts are 
minutely particular ; and Mr. Haftings, 
fo far from affecting difguife, very fairly 
and candidly tells tlie Company, that 
when thefe expences were incurr^, he 
had no idea of charging them to the Com- 
pany. His words are fo clear, and con- 
vey his fentiments fo fully, that I will beg 
leave to read the remainder of the fentence 
from the letter itfelf : 

** Improvident for myfelf, zealous for 
** the honour of my country and the 
** credit and intereft of my employers, I 
<< Icldom permitted any profpe6ls of fu- 
turity to enter into the views of oiy 
private concerns. In the undifturbed 
** exercife of the faculties which apper- 
** tabled to the aftive feafon of my life» 

<< 1 confined all my regards to my pub- 
** lie charaffer, and reckoned on a fund 
** of years to come for Its duration. 
The infirmities of life have finoe Aic- . 
** ceeded, and' I have lately received more 
than one fevere warning to retire from 
a feene to which my tmily fti-ength if 
** no longer equal, and which threatens 
me with a conefponding decay in what^ 

** ever powers of mind I once poftefthft 
** to diicham the laboiious. duties and 
hard vicimeudes of my ftatton. Wicli 
** this change in my condition llRrcocr* 
** pelled to depart from that liberal plan 
which I originally adopted» apo to 
** claim from your juftice, tor you have* 
forbid me to appeal to Vour generofity^ 
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the dlfcharge of a debt which I can 
with the moft fcrupulous integrity- aver 
W'bc juttly my due.” 

Your Lordfhips will deteinnine, whe- 
ther in point of faft Mr. Haftir.^s wnit 
one ftep beyond what he hiiniclf Itaces : 
I humbly fubinit (he fays in the fame 
letter) the propritty of canying tliele 
* expences to your accourt.” fie clearly 
left it to the Company to allow them or 
BOt. Suppofe for a moment they had 
faid« You ought to have made ihefe de- 
mands month liy month. We will not 
admit a contingent bill of fo^niany 
years Handing.” In that event Mr. 
Ha flings muft have repaid to the Com- 
pany thofe three lacks of rupees, their 
property, which he retained in his hands. 
But the Charge adds, that he has had no 
authority My Lords, what is the 
period of time wdthin which a demand, 
not obje6led to, fhall be taken as fairly 
admitted ? The letter, with the account 
in Queflion, arrived in England in Sep- 
tember 1784. What were the Direftors 
about ? What were the Kmg’s India 
Miniflers doing ? A pointed lefcrence, 
an appeal to the r juflice, was made by 
Mr. Hailings. It was their duty to have 
difallowed thefe chaiges immediately, if 
tliey were impr perly made, — Jt was their 
duty to call for vouclifi's, or further in- 
foimation, if further information was iic- 
ceffary. By doing neither the one nor 
the other, they admitted tlie demands to 
be perfc^lly fair and lealonable, and in 
efFcfl they audited the accounts. The 
Counfel of Mr. Hailings hive proved 
that his AiCceiTors liave made iimdci char- 
ges, and upon laiher a larger Icale cf ex- 
pence ; that they have made them, 1 ad- 
mit, wifciy and pioperiy, month by 
month, and have received the amount as 
l^gularly as their faiaries. Hi«vl Mr. 
Mailings a£led with equal prudence and 
propriety, he not only would have been 
paid the full amount of the charge that 
he drew out in 1784, l3ut he would have 
hail a confiderabls benejic from the intereil 
accruing upon the feveral fums lu the 
eouife of fo many years, ✓ 

I have now gone thropgh this very 
important article of theChaige. 1 have 
(latcd the elfe^l of the evidence as it 
ftrikes my miad, and at a length which I 
afraid has too much treipilTed upon 
..^ur Lordlhips indulgence. On the lail 
caftt that of' Nobkiiftn, your LQrdfliips 
have had moie information from Mr. 
Lai kins than you po^ciTtd before. He 
fattsfaSorily enough, 1 think, accounted 
for the cmbarrairments oi Mr« Hailings, 
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Jt might indeed very naturally excite fiir- 
prife, that a man, after pcffciling the go- 
vernment of Bengal for lb many years, 
and who was not perfonally expenfive, 
iliould want at any time to borrow money* 

I think it reflects difcicdit on Mr. Hall- 
ings i 1 think it is the weak part of his cha- 
raJlerj and that he ought to have left 
Bengal fairly and hononrabiy poflefled of 
four hundred thoufand pounds from the 
known and allowed emoliinients of his of- 
fice, and the accumulating intereil upon 
his fortune. Mr. Larkins Ins told you 
that he neyer could get MY. .Hailings to 
attend to his private affairs, and he has 
told you alfo that he was perpetually em- 
baindling hlmfclf by doing a^ls of kind-* 
nefs to individuals. The Commons, it is 
tine, have charged that the fcvcral crimi- 
nal a 61 s alledged in the Aniclcs were dune 
with a view of acquiring for hin^fclf ex- 
01 hitant wealth ; but when his Coiinfcl 
called the gentleman who managed his 
money affairs in England, on a joint 
trull with Sir Francis S>k:es and Mr. 
Waller, and, when that gentleman dlf- 
tin£lly Hated the amount of his foiiune at 
different periods, and when he further 
Hated that he neiiher knew nor did he 
believe that Mr. Hailings remitted any 
jiioney to England or to Europe except 
to ihcle tlirce gentlemen, the Manage^ 
did not think proper to alk him a finglc 
q jellion, rvlr. Larkins, as your Lord- 
lliips know, niaiiiigcd his money conctrns 
in India. He alio was examined at con- 
fidt^..ble length on all other points by the 
Managers, except as to the amount of the 
piivate foilui.eof Mr. Hailings. Your 
Lordtldps theicfore can have no reafon 
fiom the evidence to doubt the truth of 
i\Ii. HiHings's reprefentation, that on 
coiilidenng the llatc of his fortune in 
February 171^4, he determined to fubinic 
to the Company the demand which he 
conceived to be juftly due to him, and at 
the fame time he determined to accept aa 
a r relent what to tliat moment he ha^ 
Cunfidered as a loan. How far Mi'.Halt- 
ings a6led llii6tly right in transferring 
to the Qpmpany a Prefent which 
from gratitude and pcrfonal attachment 
was made to himfelf, is not a mat- 
ter in charge, an.d therefpre I lhall not 
dwell at all upon If. 1 have underHood 
that ^NobkifTen was the Ferfian preceptor* 
of Mr. Mailings ib far back os tlie year 
1750, when they, were both very young 
meh} and that NobkifTen was indebted 
for his elevation, his piefent high rank 
and great, fortune, to his early connexion 
with Mr. HalUngs, which introduced birr^ 

* 9 . 
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to the notice of Lord Cltve, dtiring 
whofe aJminlftrarion lie only ftood in- 
feiioi* in point of emohnnems, or in po- 
litical coniliqucnce, lo Mahomed Rcza 
Cawn. 

TJiere are two points of view in which 
theMifiaoeis have cunfidm-d the Iccond 
part ot ihe Cluige of Pielents. I have 
alieady dated to your Lordilnps >/v’hy, in 
my opinion, it is imp dlible to confider 
them as bribes j in fa6t, not being fo 
charged, we cannot fo determine upon 
them. 

The Managers, and particularly the 
Manager [Mr. Fox] who funnned up the 
evidence in reply, contended, that fiom 
the con trad iofory accounts which Mr. 
Hadinjrs had given of iheie Piefeiits, it 
was clear that he intended for a time to 
keep them to Ids own ufe. I (Iraw the 
contra; y concliifi-m from the evidence un- 
doubtedly. It is ab.^oliitcly itnpoirible 
that a guiliy man would have dilplayed 
the eagcrnels to d; (cover his own guilt 
that Mr. Haltings has done. The con- 
tradi^lions prove cxcclfive cjreleirnefs in- 
deed, hut acc|iiit iiim of every (ui'picion 
cf corruption, in my mind. If any No- 
ble Lord conceive-. ti om the evidence, and 
the fair iidcience aiiiing fiom it, that 
Mr. Ilallings at the time he took the(e 
Preleiits did not bma fide apply them to 
the Company's fcivice, then mod iin- 
qu'.llionably he Look tiiem corruptly, and 
no I'ubfequent appropriation ot them to 
the public iervice can wipe away his 
guilt.* 

The Noble and Learned Lord is cer- 
tainly millaken in calling Nobkiifen a 
money-lender, foppofing liini to apply 
the exprtlTion in ihc ieiile generally at- 
tached to it. 

The next point that the Mamgers da- 
ted, and which ieemsto meet the opinion 
of the Noble Earl (Man? Held), is, that 
thefe Prefents, though received with the 
pureft intention, and though applied, ns 
Mr. Haftings fays they were, immediately 
to the^ public fcivice, were received in 
bleach of a poHiivc law, and conltquenily 
Mr. Haftings mult be coijvidttd of a 
breach of that law. 

My Lords, I am not reduced , to the 
neceifity of troubling you long upon this 
part of the cafe. I ihaft only lay, that 
it is clearly in evidence that the King's 
Minifters, the Couit of Directors, and 
every perfon m India, put a different con - 
|lru6tion upon the law ^ but whethei tliey 
were right or wrong, a doubt does not 
remain as to the repeal of the law alluded 
io by the Manager. Piior to the i It of 


anuary 17S7, Mr. Haftings m?ght hav^ 
een prof&cuted or im[>eached for the 
meie receipt cf Prcfenis under the Afb 
of 1773, and it would then have been 
an argument, whether the Aft of 1773 
meant to exclude a Governor- Generaf 
fiom receiving Piefeiits, and appropriat. 
ing them to the public ft 1 vice. But thj^ 
cUufc on which the Manager relied being 
repealed prior to the Impeachment, cer- 
tainly the mete breach or the law is no 
longer a quefticn ; and if your Lordfhips 
are of opinion that Mr. Haftings received 
thde , feveral Prcfenis, intending at the 
time he did receive them to apply the 
whole loihe piibiic fervice, he mult be 
acquitted. I am juftifted in my opinion 
upon this point by very gi'eat authoiities^ 
and I have no hefi ration in alfirming, that 
the claufe of the Aft ot the 13th, which 
rendfied the receipt of the Prelents au 
indiftahle ohcnce, is wholly repealed by 
the A6l cf the 74.th of his prefent Ma- 
jefty. I ftiall thercfoiv only detain your 
Lordftu|)s while 1 move, “ That the 
** Commons have made good the Firlt 
Article, in fo far as relates to a Pre- 
“ fviii or obligation received fiom Kclle* 
ram for four lacks of rupees.” 

The Loid 'Clnncellor laid, that hav* 
ing, when their Lot d (hips hilt fat in the 
Committee, taken up a coiifiderable por- 
tion of their lime in going through the 
various Charges, which the Noble and 
Learned Loid lud fo circuniftantially de- 
tailed, he did not rile to go over them 
again, but to llicw their Lordlhips, that 
according to the ftateinents to be collcfted 
from the evidence, and ficin the Defence 
of Mr. Haftings, it did not appear that 
the whole of ilie money received from 
Kclleram and Cullian Sing, fiom Nundo- 
lol and from Dinagepore, had been ac- 
counted for hy the Defendant. HisLord- 
Ciip then icc.ipilulatcd the parts of thft 
cMdcnce to which he had reteried in his 
foinitr Ipeech on the luhjcft, and con- 
tended thai notl’.ing ibe Nubje and Learn- 
ed J-oid had eiiher allcilgcd as given iu 
proof in Weftiiimlitr Wall, or aigued up- 
on ab maiiu' oi iiifetencc, amounted to 
anything demonftrative, that the aggre- 
gate icceJpt had been eniiicly app^-opnaied 
to the Company's Icrvice. He remirided 
their Loidlhips that he had on the fov- 
nicr day ftiewn that tliLie were two ditfe- 
iciii ways of making up an atfCXitw*. 
the appropiiation of the whole of the nio- 
i.cy taken m the inllnnces he bad men- 
tioned. According to one of them, only 
five lacks and a half out of nine cotild be 
(i&tcd to- be bruughL t& account, uiuf ap- 
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plinl tc the Company’s fervTcc ; nccord- 
to the other, fix lacks might be fup- 
pofed lo be accounted for. 

Upon the quefVion being put, the 
Chairman declared the Noi-ContcrM had 
it« 

' Lord Thiirlovv then moved a fecnnd 
^eilion, refpe^ling the money received 
trom Nundoloi— when the Chairman again 
declared xXvif Not •‘Com this hud it. 

• Lord Thurlow moved a third qufftion 
on the rubjt^l of the Pi-efent from the 
Nabob-Viaier. 

The Loixl Chancellor faid, that he 
wojuld make no ohfervation oh this 
Chaigo, having already troubled their 
Lordthips too long upon it ; but he rofe 
to reply to what had fallen from the Noble 
and Learned Lord relative to the account of 
Durbar Charges ; and he ftill contended, 
that from thole accounts it clearly appear* 
ed, that from the Prcfents received by 
Mr. Hafttngs there was a balance of 
nearly a lack and a half of rupees in his 
hands unaccounted for — that this Durbar 
account was not lent home until O^luhcr 
1783 ; therefore it was clear Mr. Halb’ngs 
to that time had the money in his hands, 
and, ior aught that appeared, he had it at 
tlii& moment. 

Mr. Cowper (the Clerk -alTifl ant) whif. 
pered acrols tlie table, that the Managers 
had not produced the Dui bar accounts in 
order to (hew that any baKince remained 
in Mi. Hadings's hands, but to prove 
that on the 20th of January 1782 Mr, 
Hallings had j'eceiyed nearly the whole of 
the Nabob s Pi dent. The Lord Chan- 
celloi» 4 aid, he was obliged to Mr. Cow- 
per for his inrorniation ; that he was 
well aware of the purpol'e for which the 
Managers introduc;.d it ^ but being evi- 
dence, it was open to him 10 date to the 
Court the fenlc in which it (Iruck him, 
and the it had upon his mind. 

Lord 1 Inirlow laid, iie was lorry again 
to mtJ udv ojvMi thi'ir LoMbh } but this 
w.i? A. in.MTer which iiad bc^'ii fo vety 
much inilcui'cciwil by the Noble and 
I.eai-ned Loro, ih:it he* was anxious to 
vxnlain svlncn iir truded lif ihoiild be 
able to do <oiiipleieiy to his latistaCitionji 
tmee, runtinncil his Lordili'p, trom ih.c 
h:«b iinUKm WM-oh he now ^lis, and 
wiiicif I liad the Iwnoiir to holdj^ 

we Invi: Iviyh coninuriUy la th^ habit of 
livj u.iiuie of arcmuits. In 
th»^prp^iv csjv: I do not :ut in it that e vi- 
de nee, ^uodoved for one p upofe can be 
«oi)lbl>*rul hV '.uKubirr oi’ vW. If 
i1k' ■fi«njovo»Vi h.U irJ'f' .'d Ha(^- 

Itad Uii’ j t^c Cot^ 
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pany for all the Prefents he received, 
they undoubtedly would have made tlie 
omidion a matter of Charge, and it would 
have been a very ferioiis accufution. Bbt 
it does not api^ear tliat either the Mana. 
gers or the Commons conceived there was 
ground even to fufpc^l: that Mr. Hadings 
had not hona fide accounted for all the 
Prefi-nts to the Company. Is it to be be* 
lieved that the Court of Dire£Iors or the 
Board of Controul would have afkcdno 
explanation of Mr.Haftings, if it appeared 
on the face of a public acciji^mt that Mr* 
Halltngs had a lack and a half of rupees 
belonging to them in his pofTcllIon ? Your 
Lordihips will fee that tliele accounts only 
go to a given period, from the ill of 
May 1781 to the ^oih of April 178a, and 
in that given period it appears that Mr. 
Hallings received about one hundred and 
fifty thoufand pf unds of the public mo- 
ney, and expanded in the public fervice 
about one hundred and tliirty>five thou- 
find pounds ; conrcqnently, in the ac- 
counts of the next year, he mull either 
have expended fifteen thoufand pouiujs 
in the public fcrvice, or he mull have paid 
that lum into the treafury. From the in- 
llant he charged himfeir with the receipt 
of one hiindreil and fifty thoufand pounds, 
the Council in Bengal and the Company 
at home would take care that he paid that 
money into the treafury, or accounted fov 
the expenditure of it in the public fer- 
vice. Had a doubt been even hinted on 
this fiibjeft, while the parties were at your 
Lorillhips bar, the production of Mr. 
Haiti ng’s's Durbar accounts for the next 
year would have removed them in-llantlys 
for in May 1782 lie charges himfelf with 
the balance of fifteen thoufand pound?, 
and faiisfaCtorily accounts for it in the 
fucceetiing months. But the Learned 
Lord fays, that this account is not fent 
home until Oflober 17N3, and conle-* 
quently Mr. Hailing^ retained the balance 
to that time 1 am jure the Noble Lord 
will immediately diicover his error* The 
book produced by Mr. \Vright was the 
Bengal General Journal lor the year 
17S1 2. Though It is the cullom to fend 
home, as appuus by Mr. Larkins' s let- 
ters, running treafury accounts every 
yeai, if . iipi by every fiiip, yet the ^ene* 
nil book. s arc alw:i\s coiifiderably in ar- 
rear ; and this Qcnernl Journal, which is 
a book of great fize, containing many 
hundi*^d pugf«t was not feiu to Bnglatid 
until Oi^l. 178 and on that day its con^ 
tents were authenticated by the fignatures 
of the Governor- General and Council. 
It ucklL an aocouat down to, 0^. , 
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itb^nt on the xft of May xySi, and 
ends the 30th of April 1782. I am fure 
the Learned Lord inuft now fee what an 
tmneous opinion he has formed. 

The Lord Chancellor dill Teemed to 
think that his former argument had not 
been fully anTwercd } and that there yet 
remained a lack and a half of the Vizier's 
Preient unaccounted for by Mr. 1*1 aft- 
ings. 

The Archbilhop of York faid, that in 
his time he had been a great reader of an- 
tient hiilory, and the preTent converTation 
reminded him of the cafe of Cato^the 
Cenfor, one of tlie hunedeil and bell men 
that theRoman republic had ever produced. 
Yet that great man, after having dlled 
the iird offices in the Stare with the higheft 
reputation, was impeached. He was im- 
peached forty times, and he was attacked 
by a faAioiis demagogue of his day, 
relative to the item cf an account. W' hen 
kd impeached he was eighty years of age, 
and he reminded his profecutors, that a 
eneration of men who had not witneiTed 
is fervices were proleciiting him for tri- 
fles. What was the cafe of Mr. Had- 
ing* ? Noconfideration for his hi^h cha- 
ra£ler — no confideration for his Iplendid 
and important fervices— for the edecin, 
love, and veneration in which he was held 
by the millions that'be governed for fo 
many years. No, my Lords, be is treated 
not as if he were a gentleman, whole 
caufe is before you, but as if you were 
U'ying a horle- dealer. 

The Lui dChanccllor faid, there was no 
Noble Lord prtfent who felt greater re- 
fpe6l for the talents and virtues of the 
Learned Prelate than he did, or who was 
more diTpofed to confider with attention 
anything that fell from fo refpeaablc a 
quarter. But he truded the Learned Pre- 
late would confider the fituatxon in which 
he as well as their Lordfhips dood at that 
niomenU Thofe who confidered the fer- 
vices of the gentleman whole cafe was 
before them, to be as fplendid and iinpor- 
tant as the Learned Prelate conceived 
them to be, would have a^led wifely in 
not piefeiTing the prelent Impeachment, 
undoubtedly, provided ihey could have 
prevented its being preferred at ail. But 
in theprefent dage of tin: proceeding their 
Lordfhips were precluded from faying one 
word ot the fervices ot Mr. Hadings, and 
• dill more were they precluded from taking 
them into confidei-ation. They were try- 
ing the cale aliedged, not the perfon of 
Mr. Hadings. He was impeached on 
certain fpecific Charges, and their Lord- 
were now to determine between the 
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Frofecutors and the Defendant, asjudgea, 
taking into their confideration the wliflle 
of the evidence. It had been determined, 
and very wifely in his opinion, to take 
the Charges point by point. While he 
was delivering his fentiments on any one of 
thofe points, he naturally confined his re- 
marks to the fubje^ before him, and ih' 
fo difeharging his confcience, he could 
not lufTer nis rer|>eA for any Noble Lord 
to draw him afide from the itriA line of 
his duty $ at the fame time he could af- 
fure the Learned Prelate that he meant no 
more than to give his lentiinents on each 
point to t]ieir Lordfhips merely tq juftify 
himft'lf in their opinions for the vote 
which he Ihould ultimately give. 

The quedion was called for, and the 
Nat Co/ttrK/s had it, 

TheChairman (Lord Waldnghain) then 
read the next quellion. 

The Bilhopuf Kocheder faid, he could 
not fatisfy his conlcir ncc entirely as to 
the vote he ought to give on the refidue of 
the Sixth Article, all the Charges in which 
did not d'Uid precifely on the fame 
grounds. With regard to the cudoiii of 
taking Prelcnts, it had lieen a cutlom in 
the Bad prevalent in all times, from the 
mod ancient down to the times of the pi e- 
fent day. He Icnrnt from that I’acrcd 
book which it more iiiiinediately became 
him, from the duties of his profelfion, to 
dudy mod frequently, that it was the 
cuftom of the Bad to bring Prd'ents to 
the ruling Prince, and that the cudorii 
obtained 10 fucli a degree, that to neglect 
to bring them was confideied fulikient 
to bear out the cundtuffioii of afling 
difobedlently and contumacioufly ; and 
to bring them freely and in abundance 
w'as held a pi oof of the great edeem in 
which the Sovereign dood with his fub- 
jeSls, The Bilhop cited in iJludratioq^f 
his argument, the xtli chapter, 27th Verfe, 
of the id Book of Samuel j and the xth 
chapter, 24.th and 25th verles, of the id 
Book of lUngs. 

Having laid Tome drefs on this proof of 
the cudom of offering and receiving Pre- 
fents in the Bad in the mod ancient times, 
his Lordlhip faid it was not all ; that the 
praflice dill prevailed in the ^dj and 
he faw not how Mr. Hadings could, 
without offence to thofe who. oflcied Pnr- 
fents to him, refufe to accept thof? , 
fents I and therefore, wheie be received 
them in moments of great and urgent 
State exigency, and applied them to tho 
Compitnj's libryice, be leally faw not how 
he could realbnably be found guilty of a 
high crime and nuiUemtanour. This ht • 

though^ 
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th^rght applied to the irartous Prefents 
received from Kelleram» Nandotoli and 
the Vizier and therefore he had not the 
iinalleft ditHculty to fay Not^CMteni to 
tbofe Charges. 

Nobkiflen's cafe certainly ftood on dif- 
ferent grounds from the reft. The money 
was there clearly proved to liave been 
borrowed in the iirft inftance for the pri- 
vate purpofes and convenience of Mr. 
Haiiiilgs ; and it was in evidence that he 
had executed bunds, and tl:at (hey had 
been given to Canto Baboo to deliver to 
Nobkiflen. It certainly does not appear 
in evidence when ihefe bonds ..were re- 
delivered up and cancelled, but neither 
does it appear that they were not fo de - 
livered up to Mr. Haftings ; and theie- 
fore the Cuinmlltee was not intitled to 
prefunie an inference not fupported by 
evidence. Mr. Liiikins, in his examina- 
tion, throws fome light on the luhjeft, 
and ratlier ferves t'* Ihew that the bords 
were regularly and duly executed, and 
afterwards re Aielivered, when Mr- Hid- 
ings confented to accept the three lacks 
as a Prefent to the Company, rather than 
as a loan to himfelf. There was one 
point of view, however, in which the 
tranfadlion might be regard'd, and that 
certainly did not place it in the moft fa- 
vourable light for RJr. Haltings ; the 
Bilhop faid he me.int of a tin n (action be- 
tween Nobkiften anti Mr. Haftings as be- 
tween a man and his fricud. It could 
Icarcely be imagined that when Nohkiifuii 
told Mr. Kdliiigs lie had r.'ither he would 
accept the money than execute the bond, 
he meant to make it a Piel’ent to the 
Coivjrjny 5 what he meant was moll pro- 
bably to prefent it to Mr. Haftings for 
his own pi ivate purpol'c and convt'iuence, 
fiom a ienfe of obligations that he was 
under lo Mr. Haftings when he was a 
very young and obfeure man. For the 
Ouvenior- General therefore to turn liic 
money over to the Company as a Prelent 
to ilum, was not ufing his friend well, 
't'he uanfi^dion liowever was not charged 
in thu view of it in the Article, and 
tlicreiore theii; Lordfliips«ould not travel 
cut t>f the Impeachment to Hnd guilt in 
the Defendant ; they were bound to judge 
qnly of the fafts as they were criminally 
fecundum edlej^aia et probata* 
and the other reafons he had Ha- 
ted, his Lordftup declaied he Ihuuki fay 
Koi Vontent to the qucftioti. ' 

0n file queftion being put> (tit Not- Con*’ 
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Lord Thnriow roftf to ftate to thftf 
Lordftiips the cffefl of the evidence as it 
ilruck him, which the Commons had 
given on the Article entitled “ Contrafls 
“ and Allowances.’' Your Lordftiips 
will obferve (faid Lord ThurJow) that 
thefe Charges clofe the Impeachment ; no 
evidence having been offered on the re- 
maining Articles. I hope iherefoie that 
I (hail not be under the necLllity of going 
into any great length upob the prefent 
occafion. Your Lordftiips will rccolledl, 
th'it in the preamble to the Impeachment 
Mr. Haftings is deferibed as “ having 
entertained bafe and ccriupt views of 
** procuring for himfelf and hfs depen- 
“ dents exorbitant we.il'h, and arbitrary 
** dcfigns of railing himlclf by means of 
** the undue influence lo acquired to ex- 
“ ceflive power, as well lo gr.itify his 
inordinate ambition as to fecure him- 
Iclf frcjin pmii/hment for tne many ufi- 
** juftlfiable a6is by him done and com- 
niitled.” 

Your Lord.ftiips at one lime have heard 
the gentlemen who held tlic Contrails 
and Agencies reprefented as ilie depen- 
dents of Mr, and at another 

as perfons pofl'dliug iuch powerful con- 
nexions in ISngiand, that, >n providing ' 
for them, he looked to lus own future I'e- 
curiiy. 

The DcFcrdant is accufed in the Article 
now bcfoie your Lordibips of a wanton 
waite of the public money in live* luftan- 
ces only, during a govenimcnL of thnleeii 
yc.ii s , 

The firft is the Opium Contrail, grant- 
ed to Mr. Sulivan i.i tyifr, 

T'he feconil the BuIK.ckConlraft, grant- 
ed to Mr. Crofres in 1779. 

Thethiid the Ex!ui Allowances to Sir 
Eyre Coote. 

I'heloujih, Mr, Am loi’s Agency for 
fupplying Fort St, George with provi- 
lions. 

And the fifth and the laft, Mr. BelliS 
Agency for laying in extra provifions for 
the ule of the gaj i uon of Fort William in 
the event of a fiege. 

The firft Charge recites, that having 
granted the Opium Conti a£t to Mr. John 
XVlackenzie, without advenifing for pro- 
poials, Mr. Haftings, in the year lySs, 
granted the fame contrafl to Mr. Sulivan, 
on terms glaringly extravagant and wan- 
tonly proKife, for the piir|x>fe of rijifing" 
an jnftant fortune forMr, Sulivan, the fbn 
of Lawrence Sulivan, Efq. then, or about 

that 
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tfiat time, Chairman of 'the Eaft India 
Company ; that Sulivan dever did exe- 
cute the contrail 2 but fold it to a Mr* 
Henn for thirty-five thoufand pounds« 
who fold it to Mr. Young for fburicen 
thpufand nine hundred pounds a year. 

This is the firfi and indeed the only 
fhaterial article in this Charge* 

It appears by the evidence, that from a 
very early period the ariicle of Opium 
was a monopoly, in the hands of indivi- 
duals ; and from the year 1761 ip 1773 
the Chief and Council of Patna held it 
for their private emolument. 

Mr. Hafiings, who was at Patna in 
the month of 0£fober 1773, after his con- 
ference with Sujah Dowlah at Benares, 
turned his attention to t'.iis fubje^, and 
was the lird perfon who entertained the idea 
of converting this monopoly to the pub- 
lic fervice. In confcquence of his letter to 
the Boat d in Calcutta, it was determined in 
Dec. 1773, to giant tlie exclufivc mono- 
poly to a man of the name of MheerMti- 
neer, the agent of the Patna Council, who 
was to funiini all the Opium that the 
Bahar province produced at ihree hundred 
and twenty llcca rupees the chert, and to 
deliver it at Calcutta free of all charges* 
Suppofing the average pi ice of Opium at 
the Company's Tales to be 550 rupees the 
'^chert, this gave the Company a very iaige 
profit, and it did not immediately deprive 
the Council at Patna of an emolument of 
office which had exirted for ib many years, 
and 'of which they were not difpoiTefl'cd 
by any order from the Court of Diicc- 
tors. 

In the fpring of 1775 the Supreme 
Council deliberated upon the mode of ma« 
naging the opium monopoly in future. 
This was but a few months after the ar* 
rival of Genera) Clavenng, Colonel Mon- 
ibn, and Mr. Francis, who felt thofe 
honeft prejudices very rtrongly, which the 
word monopoly *fb naturally and julfly ex« 
cites in the brearts of Englifhmen. But 
after the fullert confideration, they con- 
ceived with Mr. Haftings, that, for fume 
time at leart, opium lAufi be a monopoly, 
and conlequently it was right that the 
Public Ihould ei\}oy the benefit of it. 
They wrote to ^tbe Chief" and Council of 
Patna, I'e^uiiing their feutimenis as to 
the bert mode of coliefling the ppiuiii 
kevenue in future. Your X*ofdibips will 
fin'd the anfi^ returned to be exceedingly 
iinj^rtant. iThd Patna Board affign 
anlVmrable ki^bns firhy the monopedy 
ought to bt continued. Th^y fiate tl:e 
iprice psiid for i^iuih lands to the br- 
W, tile pHce df dhium M iiiatind lU iu 
PautVIII. 
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firft fbtej the aoffmtt of ifianufafturtnK 
it . and they fay that by the time it i* 
maniifatturcd into caltes, it cofts the cohu 
traftor from '90 to no rupees a maund, 
that is, from 180 to aio rupees a chert 
They fav, therefore, that if it were coni 
trafted for by the Company at a 30 or tgo- 
rupee* a chelt, it would yield an imminire 
profit to the Coptpany, and they think, 
with the law* folly enforced againit 
fmuMler* of opium, three thoufand thrfe 
bundled cheft. might annually be prd- 
cured. ^ 

They tell the Governor- General ihit 
thefe obfesvations aw the refult of the 
ftiiaelt inquiries, and that they have no 
view to their own private advantage fn 
advifiiigthe Governor-General and Coun- 
cil to coiitraft for the puixhafe of opium 
at 230 or 240 rupees the chert. 

/Viler the receipt of this letter, Mr. 
Hidings propoled tuat tlie whole produce 
of opium fliould be mant.faaurtd for the 
Company's iile ; that Ihia meaftiibs 
mould be ufed to prevent fniucelinff : thht 
the Chief and Council of Patna, *i>i- an 
individual, if the Board prefeired the 
lalier, ffiould provide all the ojiiuin by 
agency, and be allowed a certain com- 
tniilion on the Aim ultimately netted by 
the Company fom the (ale of the opiuhi 
in Calcutta. My Lords, this propofitioti 
is well worthy your attention : and your 
L<«dfhip5 will fee the reafbns afligned by 
Mr, Haftir.gs for pi-efcning an Agenty 
to a Cuntradl $ and by carrying his prin- 
ciple to another branch of revenue, I 
mean the Salt, in the year 1780, he cre- 
ated a revenue where none ex.lted before, 
and which amounts now to above nine 
bundled t.hoiir«nd pounds a year. 

*1 lie majority determined, however, 
that the opium ihould not be provided by 
agency but by -edntraa, and an adver- 
liieraent was accordingly iffued, inviting 
all jieifans to offer propofals. The5 
were thirteen different offers, and the 
lowed were acccpud-i-a Mr, Griffith for 
the Bahar opium, and a Mr. Wilton for 
t|^ opium, all ot which is of an inferior 
cpality, produced in Bengal. The rta- 
foning of the different members of the 
Board clearly IheWs that tiiey conceived 
they had really rtked the conhaft upon 
the fiiirert ttrmt, leaving a very confitter- 
abhe'profit to the Company, and a Vtif 
moder^e one only to the eontraf lor. Mr. 
Francis, in dcfciibing the peculiar natuhl 
of this eontrjl^, and the power which 
the ceMimttof was nreeiTarity inverted 
whh, he. thinks it ttnadyflmbie & 
mgage on very low ulirmt with any emf# 
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tra£lor« I be? your Lordfliips will give 
fhj's ren^ark the conlideration it deferves, 
for I am convinced that every Member 
entertained the fame fentiments, and it 
l^ever did occur to any one of them that 
m .|^neral ordera of the Company for 
.ftiaking contrails anmiaf» and granting 
.^them to the lowelf bidder could apply to 
• |ihta branch of public revenue. 

" Before the expiration of the year, for 
^hich period the contracts were granted 
to Mr. Griffith and Mr. Wilton, the 
Governor- General and Council, on their 
applicatioh, continued the contrail to 
them for another year. Here, my Lords, 
was the firfl difobedience to ordei-s, and 
here the Charge, on the principles in 
which it is drawn, to hu've com- 

tnenced-^xx the Managers and the Di- 
rectors have pafTed filently over this in- 
ftance of difobedience. 

In the Spring of the year 1777, Mr. 

. Mackenzie, a gentleman who was but 
juft arrived in Bengal, applied to the Go- 
vernor-General and Council, and offered 
to take the opium contraCf for three years 
on the terms that Mr. Giiilith and Mr. 
.Wilton had held it, with this diftereuce, 
tliat he engaged to pay the Company ten 
thbufund licca rupees a year, as a con- 
dition for any advances of cafti that he 
might want, in order to fulfil his contrnC^ 
wimtn the year. The Board inftantly 
agreed to accept Mr. Mackenrie's pro- 
pofals. It neither occurred te General 
Claveiing nor to any other Member, 
that this contract ought to be expofed 
again to tlie competition of the adventu- 
rers abounding in Bengal. If it were very 
tinadvii'cable, as Mr. Francis ftates, to 
contrail on very low terms in 1775, 
was equally fo in 1777 ; and the Board 
then conceived that the fair price was 
Bxed. 

Though General Clavering propofed to 
. infert a claufe in the contrafl of Macken- 
2ie, that it fhould determine, provided the 
Court of DireAors thought proper to 
ftboliihthe monopoly all together, he made 
no fort of objeinioa to the terms of the 
. contra^, nor to the period of three y^s 
for which it was? granted.' Yet G eniral 
Clavering, of wlfele merits as a foldier, 
and of whofe unfullied honour as a gen- 
tleman, 1 have the higheft opinion, was 
^at all tunes, as your Lordfbipe well know, 
.. <p^renuous advocate for a literal obedience 
^ the Company's orders as to the mode 
exf m^kthg Mntrafts. 

, JGMdore Mackenzie's contrail ex- 
letter was received from the 
'Court of piieilorsf dated the z'$d Pd- 


cember 177$, to which t beg leave to 
refer your Lordfhips. It really appearji 
to me, tliat they took up the fubjeft, 
which it appears from their letter they 
did not underftand, more with a v'ew of 
finding fiiiilt, whether with or without 
caufc, than from any other motive. They 
tell the Governor-General and Council, 
that after the experience of two years in 
loviding opium by contrail, they fhould 
ave afceitained whether the price thi- 
therto paid was reafbnable, by advertifing 
for other propofals, or have^nade previous 
enquiry ; but as it appears to them they 
did neither, they muif difapprove of their 
conduit on thatoccalion. 

It is abrolutely imnuflible, my Lords, 
that the Diicilors could have written luch 
a paragraph if they had read, or, having 
read, if they had confidered, the fteps 
taken by the Government of Bengal on 
this fubjeit. It never occurred to the 
Direitots to make the opium monopoly a 
branch of tJie public revenue. They 
were foicly indebted for it to the care and 
attention of Mr. Ilaftlngs. The moe'e 
propofed bv Mi. Hiilings in 1775 would 
have enabled the Board to know exaitly 
the value of opium. He propofed to cor- 
duil the bufinelc by agency, and that 
agency to be placed in the hands of a 
man of honour. The Company, if his. 
idea had been adopted, would have kium n 
the full value of the opium monopoly, as 
well as, under a fimilar fyftem adopted by 
Mr. Haftings, they now know the value 
of the fait monopoly. The majority pre- 
ferred the mode of conduiling. the biilinefs 
by contrail, and Mr. Grifiiih got it as 
the iowtli bidder— one hundred and eighty 
rupees the cheft, with fome finall addi- 
tions. Your LordlUips will fee that this 
was cor.fiderabiy below the price which 
the Patna Council fuppufed it would ac- 
tually coft the coinrailor. The Board 
were at Icaft juftified fx-om their informa- 
tion in believing that they had made as 
good a bargain for the Company as ought 
to have been made, confidently with Mr* 
Francis’s principle, Which feems to have 
been the principle of every Member. The 
letter of tne Direfkors, on which the Ma- 
nagers laid fo much ftrefs, goes upon 
falfe grounds, upon an idea that no pir- 
vious inquiries had been made, when in 
truth every pains had been taken to ac- 
quire an accurate knowledge of the Tub- 
prior tqthe grant of the firft contrafk 
to tor. Grinith. ' Under all the circuip- 
. dances therefore, I think that the Gover- 
**n6r- General and Counert were clearly 
nght in granting the contra^^tO' Mac- 
... kenzie 
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kentie in 17771 without advertifmg (or 
ii'eih propolals. But it is neceiTary to 
remind your Lordfbips of one veiy ma- 
terial piece of cvUence which the Mana- 
gers omitted to bring forward. The let- 
ter from the Dii'e6lors arrived in Bengal 
at the clofe of 17799 condemning Mac- 
kenzie's contraft. In April ,1780, Mr. 
Mackenzie applied to the Board tor a re- 
newal of his contrail for another ycar^ 
and his requed ^was in-ftantly granted. 
The Members of the Board at that time 
were Mr. HalUngs, Mr. Francis^ and 
Mr. Wheler^ the two tail gentlemen 
forming the majority. The Commons by 
fome llrange accident have palTedover this 
inftance of dilbbedience of orders $ if it 
had been noticed, Mr. Francis undoubt- 
edly would have faid, that the Diredors 
had condemned Mackenzie's contra^ only 
under the idea that iirevious enquiries 
had not been made i whereas, in point of 
fa6I, the fuhje£t iiad been fully invefti- 
gated, and confequently the condemna- 
tion, being founded on a mifapprehenfion 
of the Direflors, had not ijifluenced him 
in 1780, when he confented to renew the 
contract to Mackenzie. I lay, my Lords, 
it was by a very unfoitiinate accident that 
the Commons fotgot altogether to notice 
^ tin's lecond contraft of Mr. Macken- 
zie, becHuie it drpiived Mr. Haftings 
of the able aflillance which Mr. Francis 
could have given in defence of the mea'- 

1 now come to the only Contrail which 
is charged to be criminal, '<nid yourLoid- 
lliips wi)i judge whptlier in any one point 
it differs from thoj'e contia^U winch are 
ftot cl^^rged |:o be fu. 

In the month of May 1781 Mr. Haft- 
ings propoled that the opium contract 
Ihuiild bc^giantpd to Mr. Suhvait for 
four years, on the fnne terms that Mr, 
Mackenzie had held it. Tiic terms of the 
two contrails being the fame, the period 
for which they wpie ln;!d being the fame, 
I am utterly al a lofs to Know on what 
grounds Mr. H'iftingi JS charged with 
granting the l;tter contract on terms 
** glaringly extravagant and wantonly 

profufe.” Mr. GnlHth and Mr. WiU 
ton held the contra6l for two yeai s, not 
, ap a matter of favour the hrft y w, but 
becaufe O'cy were the loweft of thirteen 
bidders. The year il%ey held it by 

gn of the Supreme Council, in the 
fame manner thSt Mackenzie and 
2 ^'. Sulivan afterwards held it.' The 
(^h<*ige indeed ilaus that it was granted 
^0 Mr. buliyaii for the pur^fe pf coating 
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an inftant fortune for him 5 but there |s 
no proof that this was the cafe ; on (he 
contraiy, it is fully eftablilhed, both by 
the pohtive denial of Mr. Haftings, and 
by the evidence of Mr.Bcnn, that of the 
tranfaflion which the Managers had 
proved, Mr. Haftings was utterly igno*. 
rant. It appears that Mr. Sulivan' ibl& 
this contradf to Mr. Benn for thhrtywSve 
thoulhnd pounds, and that Mr. Benn 
fold it to Mr. Young for fourteen thou- 
fand nine hundred pounds a year, which 
gave Mr. Sulivan and Mr. Benn, between 
them, a profit of fourteen thoufand nine 
hundred pounds h year, for foui* years. 
Unlefs the Managers could have proved 
that Mr. Haftings was privy to this bar- 
gain and ialc, there is not a lhadow of 
difference between the contracts of Mac- 
kenzie and Sulivan. The fiinple quef- 
tion, therefore, will be this } After the 
DireAors had exprefted their difapproba- 
tion of the firft contrail; granted to Mr* 
Mackenzie, becaufe it had not been ad- 
vertifed, nor, as it appeared to them, had 
any previous enquiries been made to af- 
certain the fair price, was it criminal iii 
Mr. Haftings to grant the contract to 
Sulivan for four years ? I think clearly 
not ; becaufe, after the receipt of the 
Directors letter, the Supreme Ccnincil 
gave the contraft to Mackenzie tor a. 
fourth year, and becaufe, as 1 have al- 
ready ttated, the Dire^ors were nianifclt- 
ly in an en’or, when they fuppoled that 
no previous enquiries had been made to 
fix the fair value of the contract. That 
the Governor- General and Council weri^ 
deceived, is pcrfcttly true; but the eiror 
was general. Your Lordfliips will recol- 
lect the letter |^f the Patna Board, whofe 
members' pofitivcly afHrm, that opium 
could not be made but from one hundred 
and eighty to two hundred and, tweitiy 
rupees a cheft, the average price. being 
two hundred rupees. You havered a 
gentleman at your bar, Mr. Law, who 
was many yeai s a member of the Fatui 
poiincil. He has told you, that when It 
was a monopoly for the advantage of 
Phuu Council, they gave two hundred 
rupees a cheft for it, which agrees^ with 
the infoi'matton of Patna Cviuhcil $ fo 
that, with all the advantage of local 
knowledge, and with all the inftueDfe at- 
tached to ftation and power, they'g^vt.. 
more for their opium than the Company 
did under the contra£fs of Griffith, Mac* 
kenzie, and Sulivan. 1 have reafbn to 
lielieve that Uie leai (eercc of the profits 
Vpoji opiuixi was this— tboA ihp oontoHsO 
I i z boiighi 
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bought htf opium from the ryot$ by one 
vroi^(» iVJd it to 'ite Gom^ny by 

In troths IvordOi there is no diffe. 
w^t0>eyer betw^n the contraiU of 
nnd ^livan ; both weregrant- 
the fante period of time a.tid on 
terms* The Charge alledges^ 
w^'^iutivan poflHIcd neither knowledge 
HciU in that particular nianufac- 
knowledge muft at lead have 
li||^ ,eq^al to, Mr. Mackenzie's, who 
wii'but juft arrived iq the coiinitry when 
^ got the contrail. But it is* laid al>rb 
m the Charge, that Mr. Suliyan never 
ex^ute ipe conmft. The 'fninc may 
k faid of Mr. Mackenzie. — Both ot 
them lyere cpotraflors, and both equally 
refponfible to the Company. • Mr. Mac- 
kenaie managed the codtra£^ through a 
Mr. Campbdl at Patna— Mr. SuUvan 
through Mr* Yogng, Siippofe it 'had 
been proved^ which it is very likely was 
the cafe* that Mri Campbell paid a fpe- 
cific fum of money annually to Mr. 
Msekentie for* this contract ; would that 
^regm dance reflect difhonour on the me- 
jnory of - Sir John Clsvering, who joined 
111 that unanimoys vote by which Mac- 
kenzie obtained the contra^ in 7777? or 
would it be a rcdetSlion on Mi. Fiancis, 
who renewed the lame contrail to him in 
1780? Afuredly not. In the cafe of 
Mr- SuHvaii, the Managers have not ad- 
vaneed orie ftep by proving that Sulivan 
Ibid the contrail to Benn, and that Benn 
rcrold it to Young. Unlefs they had 
proved the privity of Mr. Haftings to thefc 
iranfa^ions, the other circuindances go 
far nolbing.' 

There are other allegations in the 
Charge neceftsry to notice to your Lord- 
Blips- Mi*. Hsdings is accuied ot de- 
froying certain, checks 'ifixed by the for- 
msi* Contracts, and to have done To in or > 
W ^ Mkc this contra^ more faleable ; 
ynvt%'thst he bmitted'to infi^t mSuli- 
vim^s oontrafl a material claufe in Mac- 
Ipmzie's', that the cOntrafl (hould be void 
if difapproved by the DiitAorF. If this 
•were a tuie defcriytton of the clauiein 
Mackenzie's coutrald, the allegation 
VMiuld indeed be well-fbunded $ but: the 
claufi; hi Mackerftie^ contrail was of' a 
Vfi'y different defcripnbti from that ({ated 
ill tbe Charge. ' Tbe.cdntra^ was to b^* 
..Voids' provioi^ thc'Dirt^lors' ordered' the 
isqi^poly to be aboliAiedj and in 1777 
It to^them to determine whev 

Iboold be continued or 
rS^aro giving -it as tlwir opmUm"' 
llilil eoi)iiaue«> '*lo thdr ietter of*' 

^ - if , S i , Tr V 



the sjd of DecemVjtr 177^, the Djre^lor^ 
ac^iefee in the continuance of the mono-; 
pofyi confequently the claufe Ipecifying 
that the contira£l was' to be void in th$ 
event of their aboliihing the monopolies^ 
b^ame nuga'ory. ^ 

The ncxlj inftance in favpur of S ullvar^ 
is dated to confilt in the abolition of the 
office of Infpe^tor at Patna. My Lords, 
this was done in Mackenzie's ti.me, whei^ 
it was louiid to be an uleleft and trouble- 
d»nie office thcjre— but it wag edabltlhed^ 
in Calcutta, inffnitely more to the advan- 
tage of the Company, though with addi- 
tional refponfibility to *the contra^^or. 
This was a fenfible change; and the[ 
mode adopted in 17^0 for infpefling thct 
opium is continued to this day. ' 

Another aliegatioir in the Article is, 
that for the pnrpofe of advancing mone/ 
to tlie contra^ or, and in order to favour 
certain individual^, a loan was made in 
Bengal in the year 17S9, and the Com- 
pany were engaged in a fmuggling ad- 
venture to China, on the pretence that; 
there was little demand for opium in Cal- 
cutta, though, in point of faff, there were 
perfons in CalcuUii who had authority to 
bid for the whole, or the gi'eatctt part of 
the opuim. 

As the Managei;s did not attempt to 
fupport the lait aflertion by any proof, £' 
conclude they found out tlie blunder o^ 
the Agent who drew the Article before 
they came into your Lordihips Court. 
Why the Commons flioliUl have charged 
that the lonn which th^y date was made 
tofivour certain individuals, or to ad- 
vance money to the contra£tor, is far be- 
yond my cumprehenfion. The tranfaffidn 
itl'elf is perfedly fimple, add, in my opi- 
nion, impoiiible either to be mlfrepreknt- 
ed or milunderllood. ' 

In the’ year 1781, the produce of one 
year’s opium was lying unfold in the 
Company's warehoufes in Calcutta, owing 
to very obvious caiifes. The' tonnage or 
the 'port of Calcutta was principally em- 
ployed in tranfporting provifions to Ma- 
dras, and private merchants were afira^d 
U> export upiuip on . their ^own account to 
China and the Eaftern iflands, the Indian 
ocean being at that time infeitedby French' 
and Putch cruisers. • • ' 

Under luch circumffances it was propo* 
ftd to freight two ihips with bpium oft * 
the €k>mpany's account; one to Canton, 
and anbtner tb tlie iffaiids.' The'- 

prpetreds of thefe eargbea were to be lpai4* 
into* die* Company’s rreafury at Cantcip^’ 
fo^ the purpole ot pufchafing teas for the^ 
liijfs St the India uouie. the' ere^ 
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*t, -therefore, pC th*» 
^'"vcrnment conceived 


the Ben^l 
hey might with 
M^ricty draw bills upon the Cumpanyy 
piu for ten lacks, and afterwards for a 
jccond Aim of the fame amount. Accord- 
ingly a jproclamation was ilTued, adviAhg 
the civil and military frivaiits of the 
Company generally, that (he treal'ury in 
Calcutta was open for the rece pt of mo- 
ney for certificates on Canton, which 
would there be exchanged for bills upon 
England} and advifing all who chufe to 
feiTiit money to fenfi their names lo the 
Secretary at a given period. I was HrA at a 
tofs to know upon what grounds this plan 
fould have been charged as undertaken 
with a view to favour certain individuals ; 
but upon referring^ to the evidencci I 
found that the Managers have infested a 
fetter wiiitcn by Mr. HaAIngs from 
Chunar, in vvhich he indoles a lift pf 
the nameqi of the civil and military fer- 
j^vants.of the Comp.iny who were then at 
^hiinar, and ex pre lies a hope th»t they 
may not be excluded from the advantage 
of the remittance to f'.urope. perhaps it 
may qot be neceffary to inform your 
I^rdAiipSi that by the regulations of the 
Cornpany'ii ici vice, every peiTon in their 
civil and military employ has a right to 
his proportion of a remittance to Eng- 
^ land through the Company’s cafli. All 
theicfore that Mr. Hallings did, was to 
requelf that 'the gentlemen, then at Chunar 
might not hcdeprivt’il of a privilege com- 
mon to the whole Arvice j and this the 
Manageis have I'o miAakcn, or lather 
their Agents have fo miltaken it, as to 
charge the loan itlclf to be made in order 
^o favour pertain individuals. The whole 
fcheme, in iny opinion, was a very wife 
and a very laudable one. Ii gave the 

S iigal Government' the immediaie ulc of 
enty lacks or lupecs, when the want 
of money was moft leverely felt — it 
enabled them to export a commodity for 
which there was no faie at Calcutta— it 
threvv a large Aipply of cafli into the trea- 
fury at Canton— ;md it enabled the Com- 
pany at home to pay the bills exchanged 
for the certificates lent from Bengal to. 
(.’anton. ^ ^ 

' The (hip freighted for Canton arrived 
afe ; her cargo v/as well fold, though to 
bfs advantage than it ought to have been 
—the Supra- cargoes laying the blame 
upon the Captain of the Bengal ^ip fpi: 
iot obeying bis orders, add he as loudly 
'{gifting hpoh it that It was tbeir fault 
die opiuin'drd not fell at a much' 

" ' , The other (Kip, freighted to the 
ro iflands, fold a of ita 0rgo, 


a fery high profit indeed, awl wmM 
have fold the remainder equally well/ if 
(he had not bpen tceacheroufly taken in a 
neutral port. But, my Eords, this i^ 
called a imuggling adventuroi becaulir 
opium is foi'hiMen,, by a mimicipal law 
of China, to be imported into that coulu 
try under pain of d^tb. It is provei^* 
howevei‘,that this is obfolete-r-tnat opi.4 

um is publicly landed, and fold in tbemiiU 
die of tlie day at the p^t of Canton $ and at 
this motnent the greateft encouragement ft 
held out in Bengal for the importation of 
opium into China, for the purpoie of en« 
the Supra-cargots at Canton to 
purehafo teas at the London market. Tbq 
only queAion then will be. Whether it 
was a high crime Mr. JH[a(ling6, dur* 
ing the preliure of the waf> to make thq 
Company do that a£t 'publicly, which thO 
Bireaors and the Bboard of Controtil bavifi 
urged the Government of Bengal to eoi^ 
deavmir, by every puiAble means, and Co 
every polTilile extent, to get done by iiiJ 
dividual merchants ? It was confeflbdly 
a temporary expedient in lySst but it is 
by no means clear that it would nut have 
been wife in the Company to continue to 
export opium on their own account. Co- 
lonel Wailbn, the chief engineer at Ben- 
gal, who originally (uggeded tlie plan, 
fays, that under every difadvantage of at 
firll experiment, and of very great inif- 
management, it enabled the Supra-car- 
goes at Canton, in the height of the war, 
to pUrchafe feveral cargocn of tea with-* 
out draining Bengal ot one rupee j tliat 
the Company were enabled by it to loadl 
all their liiips with tea ^ and finally, be-**' 
came veiy great gainers at the clofe of. 
their (ales iti England. The Colonet 
adds, tliac he is aware of all the 
je^lions and difficulties then darted in 
Bengal, and alA) of tfie ammadyerfiona* 
made upon the meafure in England, bat 
as they arofe out of 'the private of: 
interelted men, or the dreams of igiio*' 
rant prett.nders, fuch argunients and ob- 
fervations w^re no longer worthy the 
confideiation of the Governor- General 
and Councii-^their futility having bettt 
fully 'evinced. " 

Mr;/HaAings and his Council tell the 
Direflbrs, that they' Well knew of 'the 
law' which prohibit the iii^^iortattoh of 
opium, into China oq painirf ^th } 6uC 
' they alio kneW that if wafr*' VtoJinerto. 
publicly efi^raged by ^e Chiobft "g^' 
vernmerit. They that It was a t^» 
potary expedlint^-n^’ ^n 
would hut filli in Calcutta upon 
termit that in future^ however, 

% . V ^ '' ' %v ^ > .s - .-V . 
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difpofe'^f their, optqni hi,, C^lcut- 
•tsV that in ihc pref^ht Vc^r* i7S3» the 
pird% vioutd be (i|c lacke of rupees, and 
iNrot^d have been double, had there not 
iten' bceti' tnany French cruizers iit 
Bengal, Your Lordihips 
, *P^ee how coniiderahly the profits 
opium were incrcalcd on the re- 
^|P^h\ion of peace in India. 

/>^|lihVhcvc I have already gone thro^ 
^|yiry material point in this head of the 
Jkrticlc; and as the Managers have 
^uity failed in making good the maco- 
allegation, that the Qpiuin Con* 
cra£V was granted to Sulivan for the pur- 
pofe of creating for him an inftant for* 
tunc*-^a8 it is dearly cfiablillicd by the 
evidence, that ' j held it precifdy upon 
the fame ter » and for the fame period 
that Maekeii. le h;^ held it — and us the 
Oovernor-Geficrab and Council had 
every rcafon to believe there was no- 
thing left to the eontradtor beyond a 
fair and mcrcannle profit'***! lhall cer* 
vainly fay li<a^ConUnt to the motion 
which 1 wall fubmit to your Lordihips 
cpttlm head of .the Charge 
■ Upon the next point 1 flatter myfelf 
that I fliall not have occa>fton to' in* 
ITudc very long upon your Lordihips 
gnduljj^nccy 

Th*i accufation is^ that in the year 
*779*' without any compia nc from the 
conrrudlur or the' army, that a 

Bullock' Contract, then cxifling, was 
inadequare for the regular fupply of 
fhe fvrvice ; Mr. H^flings annulitd an 
exifling contradl, and concluded ap* 
other with Mr. Croftes^ his confiden* 
yial friend and agcnti on terms iiitini c* 
ly higher than thofc of the preceding 
contrary at an ailditional exjunce to 
fhc Company of rifiy thoufaiid pounds 
« yearly or iKur that luin aiid,‘ by fo 
. d«dng>T«reaitd a ' wanton and • inoft 
fiuhrnK^Us cxpencc to the Company, 
“iuilfy the Agents who drew this 
have lioc taken the lca{t pains 
tb' cxamine the evidence which relates 
Voir. Your Lordlh'ins have upon your 
^linutcs' the fliongefl writtth) com* 
plninrs from wirintw ctimriMnding offi- 
. the tobifly ' unfevvicca^blc llsitc 

.’^,‘the bullocks ot thi^ ariny j and you 
' h^y'e fhM proof 6lfo,’that the ^wntric.- 
dying , uv 17:^, his executor was 
\»f rrlinquifbing fo unprofii- 
c^MKcrn alti'ijethtr-— ihat’Gche- 
tij priwinciwl cointnander 

Mr. Hafti'ngs\iind hit 
' 'Vccc^i# tUi'Wcfr and to 


t.m 


form a new contraft.otl very different 

terms. 

The Managers begin their evidenac 
by inferiing the exprefs' order .of thc^ 
Directors, that the contract (hould be 
annual, ^nd granted to the loweii bid* 
dcr. 

If to prove that Mr. Haflings dif* 
obeyed tnis exprefv order, be fuflicient 
for his convidtjont the Managers have 
completely fucceeded } for the next do- 
cument they read w^s the Defence 
made by Mr. Haflings to ^his Charge 
in the Houfe of Commons, in which 
he very fully admits that he did dif- 
obty the Of Jer — that he has no idea of 
orders being ilfued at the diflance of 
half the globe, of the propriety of 
whicli the Government upon the fput 
mufl not be allovved to judge before; 
they carry them into execution, 
admits alfo, that by difobeying this or-? 
dcr he incurred great refponlibility ^ 
and was bound to prove that he confute* 
ed their iiitcrcfts, when he difobeyed 
their commands. 

Mr. Haflings affirms, that the con* 
fcquence which attended the difpofal of 
the bullock cuntradl annually to the 
lowcft bidder, was fuch as your Lord* 
fhips will believe was extremely na- 
tural ; men offered to take it on terms;, 
fo low, that, had the contract been 
really executed, they niuft have lof^ 
50 per cent, by their agreement. Mr, 
Haflings appeals to the public records 
for proofs of the complaints made by 
the commanding officers of the army 
on this important fubjtdl — to the revc-, 
xiue coufiilcHrions, to fbcw the diflrtfs 
occVfloncd to the zemindars and far* 
meis, as.wcH as the diminution of the 
tevenuci^ from the miCchievous cuftoni 
of prcrtiiig bullocks, as often as any 
divilion of the army was ordered to 
change its quarters. To remedy thefip 
mifehiefs, and 10 provide elfctfuaily. 
for that branch of the fervice, on the 
due performance of wiiich the fuccefv. ‘ 
of every operation of war in India de- 
pends, Mr. Haflings confultcd with 
the principrtl officers of the army, and 
fubmitced to §ir £yre Coote a plan foe 
the future fupply of builccks for the 
fcrvice of the army, which, that officti^ 
fully approved. The plan preferibed 
the'ltze, age, and feed of the buiJocka^, 
to he employed the work they. were’ 
to perform ; the number, uniform, aha. 
'pay of the dnv^stx. The calculation.. 
xVus made as cq leave aiair mercantij^ 

pioftl 



.«47 J 


profit ^ to the contraftor ; and fucb 
checks .^ete efiablilhed for the- due! 
performance uf this contra£i, that the 
due execution uf it appeared to be 
fully infured. I am furc I know not 
how the public can be well or faitlifuUy 
fffrvcd upon any other principles than 
thofe^laid down^by Mr. Hdfiing!i in de- 
fence of this contract . 

The next evidence adduced by the 
Managers is that upon which they 
have entirely relied 5 I mean the dii- 
fent of Mr. Francis t<» the terms of 
this contract : a performance of very 
conlidcrable lengtTit containing many 
ingenious calculations, which, in the- 
ory, may do very well, but happen 
not to have Ihjod the trft of prac- 
tice, " 

The opinions^ of Mr. Francis, as far 
at 1 know, are peculiar to himfelf : 
and though it be true that the ^tart2- 
J^ers have mentioned thrm as conclu- 
hve againft Mr. Haftings, there is no 
perl'on, who lias had an opportunity of 
acquiring any knowledge upon this iub- 
jc6t, that does not totally difagree with 
Mr. Francis, That gentleman is de- 
cidedly of opinion that the Cornpany’s 
orders fhould be obeyed — chat the bul- 
lock contra<tt Ihould be annual, and 
^ granted to the lorwcft bidder. He con- 
demns the rates as e^^travagant, and 
' the number of bullocks as uhncceirary. 
He thinks that the quantity of' drivers, 
1*0 far from being ufcful, would be 
highly detrimental to the Icrvicc ; and 
he cloics the whole with this very An- 
gular declaration : “ In truth ' 1 may 
“ fay (with the exception of a, very rno- 
“ derate number), what occafion have 
“ we for an cftabliftimcnt of bullocks 
any where f When they are want- 
** cd, they may be hired, or pr^efied, 
** as in faff they have been hitherto, 
notwithfianding the contrails/’ 

1 fpcak in the prefence of fome 
Noble Perfons who know well what 
xrilitary fervicc is, and to whofe exer- 
tions their country has been much in- 
debted upon formci occafions. . if one 
of thofe Noble Lords were again to be 
placed at the head of an aniw, what 
would he think of a Cabinet Miinfier 
who was to tell him, that horfes for the, 
fervice of his artillery, his ammunition 
wagj^ns, and camp equipage, Could 
jiotoC kept but at a moit enorn^ous 
cxpencc} he mufi therefore retain none 
• in the fervice, as he could hire or prefs 
them when they were wanted. Whar 
would the Noble Marquis havo 


iaid.to, Mr.. Cowpet, Mr* Stuart,, of 
Mr. Speke» if any of thofe gcntlethp% 
his colieagu^f had tpld him, wlien 04 
the point pf embarking 00 that fervid ‘ 
which lie fg glorioimy terminared* 

“ Do not, for God’s fak.e, my Lord* 

** put- the Company to a took VtwWsr,. 

** mans expence for bullocks and d^ 
vers ; you can hire and prefs them 
in Myfore!" The Noble Marquis^ 

I believe, would have exprelTed ioifa 
furprize- at the magnanimity of fu 9 l 
fen ti mints ; yet Mr, Francis, 
irlht when the Britifli army in Bengal 
occupied a country thirteen hundred 
miles in length and five hiinilt'ed-in 
breadth, and having fevcral detach- 
ments cmjjloycd on ’*’''»rc1gn (crvice^ 
docs not fcruplc to aiHl ^thac it is un- 
necefTary to keep up a'lf ^^abliiliment 
of bullecKs, and that thc^^an be hired 
or prefTed when Wanted'. My Lords, 
it did nor require the itrong evidence 
adduced by the Defendant's Counfel fo 
convince nu*n of your Lordiliips undef- 
itandings, that no army in India caa 
be deemed fit for icrVicc uiilels an 
ample fupply of bullocks is attached tb 
it. The artillery and ammunition 
Avaggons arc dragged folely by bullocks. 
The inulquet ammunition is alfo car- 
ried by bullocks ; and the camp equi- 
ugc in part, by bullocks a!f6. ' The 
Ion. Manager [Sir J amls Kr-ski NE 
Sr. CiAia] who fummed. up this 
Article, afforded your Lordlbips a 
proof, that witlioiit' local experience no 
man ought to venture to Ijpcak of the 
nature of military fervice in a diftanc 
quarter of the globe. JJad that Hon, 
Manager been as con'/erfant in (ndiaia 
as 1 am furc he is in luiropeao fervice^ 
he would not have told your Lordfaipa 
(and prulwbly on the ftrength of Mr-* 
Francis’s aflertion), that if one driver 
was really entertained fur two bullocks, 
ii was an arrangement worfe riun ufe- 
Icfs, ii wa? detrimental to the army. 

Your Lr-rdihips have the fuJlcfi eyi;- 
dence to prove that one driver to every 
pair of biiUecks is inclifpenfiibiv lie- 
ceflary 5 and you art told bv the Noble 
Marquis of tins difti^Efft .which, he fuf- 
tained “for the want gif a 
n umber of that very ufef ul of 

men dqVing his campaigns ti\Myfore. 
Colonel Duff, whp had\yl^ advantage - 
of “thirty years expcrfcncje; in ludi^ 
'aiiid commanded the attii||yry under, 
Marquis Corn \y^ ills; in tbc.caxnp^ignf ' , 
againft Tippo? . 

fold your 'Lor Jlhips, "that t&c bulfocti ‘ 
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VB^r ^ •battniSt rf. 
teii ewftkt tttvd^ bi^pi^cuiarli)- 
that mitt beyond all 
tbe^lm that ever were in 
^irlte befm or Tmee; that two 
revery pair of bullocks were 
neceuary, and a head driver 
^twelve men exceedingly uCe- 
»» the number of bullocks was 
Iheans unnccelfary ; and that 
'Oe^bahviot be ht for fervice until they 
mike been regularly trained and har- 
se^Ted. In truth, the tedimony of 
Colonel DuiTfif unconfirmed by any fur* 
Iher evidence, would hare fully con- 
vinced me, that Mr. Hidings a^ed 
wifely and properly in concluding a 
contract during war, which cffe^lually 
provided for the ftritt performance of 
this moft effcntial part of military fer* 
vice, though the expence had even ex- 
ceeded fifty thoufand pounds a year 
In the year 1779, prior to this con- 
tra6i;. Colonel Camac was fent upon 
fervicc towards the Maratta frontier. 
Be writes to the Board, and fays, that 
his march was impeded by the badnefs 
^ the bullocks furnilhed by the con- 
tra^toi ; that he could only get leven- 
ty at Burdwan *, and that all the good 
bullocks had been fent out of the way 
or hid. He^e is a proc^f that Mr. Fran- 
leis was mifiaken, when he affirmed 
that bullocks'. coul4 be prefTed when 
Vanced, even if the cruel clifircls which 
Cuch a mode of pfovifibn mull ciVate^ 
with the confequeht diminution of the 
‘ jpublic reveuues, were to be no part of 
the confidefation Government. Co- 
lotkcl Camac adds, that, from the want 
bullocks and the deCertion of the 
dirivefVrtheamthuhition was firewed in 
the, roads, and ebuid npt hive been 
laved hue by the ireyt, exertion of.^bi 
ittilierV bmeefs^ to. whom the Colonel 
vyas bbii|Kd to glVe fixty fepoys to ad 
Us bdlhfck dtiyerl.. , j .; 

Eyelr}r:iTScbnyen.iency whiph the fer^ 
Vjee had .fiillljined ’ fpr fo' many .years, 
this contra^, iyaa intended to remedy, 
Had it is in hfo^ that , the remeoy 
waf,' elTedua) .Jfiie very 

haucH aj^proVSH W all regulations, 
b3ii» ,ih^.,thpn'ght: Jhai. thfic, conirad 
wehMVrnSfed, thjoMjh (t 
npm of boiproonVienfe, 
•jihai (9 jdvertiftd/h'o 

refbirm co'uld have been effeded. 
1^ Mi nyjidetit^^ tbit dur- 

^ fir Aefirni^e, aM 


that extra htdiocks were alwayl^cth* 
ployed. . 

The next allegation is, that thod|'h 
the Dire£tors had condemned this con* 
trad!t in ftrong and pointed terms, and 
had ordered, that one year before its 
expiration, advert! fements fhould be 
iffued for p^-opofals for a new contradfc 
upon the .ioweft terms, Mr. Haftings 
neglcftcd to give fuch notice, by which 
ncgleft the contractor had a right to 
hold lus contract for fix years, and that 
the rclinquifhment ofahis contraft was 
purchafed upon terms aTmoll as extra- 
vagant as the Contra^'t itfelf j that he 
then turned the contract into an Agen- 
cy, though the Directors had con- 
demned Agencies, as uncertain 'a..d in- 
definite in their expences, and where 
influence was likely to prevail over 
public advantage. 

The fafts, as applied to this part of 
the Charge, in my opinion may be 
Bated very Ihortly. By a neglcft which 
ought not to be attributed to Mr. 
Haftings alone, but to the whole Board, 
no notice was fent to the contractor, 
Mr. Fergufon (to whom Mr. Croftes 
had very early aftigned the contra^ft), 
that the Board meant to clofc the con- 
cern at the end of the five years. This^ 
gcnik'hiaTi therefore, in January J784,' 
propofed to relinmiUh his contiail on 
cerra'in conditions, to wl'iich the Hoard 
agreed. In the coutfe of the corref- 
pohdcnce, obferved ,what 

very erroneous .opinion^ ^ had been 
formed in, England of tlie n4t.ure of 
this contraft ; . and b? bjclorq the 
Boi^d a letter from ftlr, Fergufpn,, in 
which he dcclarps that the adyantagee 
attending tli|$, ^ont^dt havp be,eA‘mf:>ft 
a^^^urdly magnified, ja England-^.. He 
offered to prod\\9fi h}s hooks, w,kuih h« 

fa>;$ \vjll.pr^9Vf,.Hnd hk bopk-kficper 

Mtefts try^. trytlv ;jof dc^larat^n* 

that, his profit^ >(iid ijpt^.expec^i) pey 
cen^,, and hy adds, 

a,: >vas., 5 ?i)s% 
Wp Piwsd,; . Ni> wi, 
will concave t^t^fc.p^r fpeh 

f SPVV"* a,i<l 

Hnr.afqiji^'k piCO^^. 
Ws Wguwp. .Viw^as Si.lti./giwit.'# 
nig^^ chara^et: in Q^ontti|,)ia.ui fvh? 

during thji\triak 
before she Befcice >vas ent'^red 
upon* or he.mighVbave confirtned 
truth 'of. his letter, .by J^ls own 
»Jf • « your LordOijps bar* . ... . 

The Manag;ers ifi ^vv 

dence 



f'.'iwn. 


li tetter wtltteo Vjr Mr* 
ab t^ftt l>ire(ftors 

ChetteAhem, in order, ae tfeier lifter to 
pto^e hU liAcbiinUeiicy ; bec^ufe in that 
Ulla'r*h& mod; drenuouuy tceommenvts 
that hiaUdclis ihall iit future be pro* 
^We’d'by agyncy ; alt icontradts^ he I'ajSj • 
are iqiproyident, and that the contradT 
concluded on thC^tci^ U always 
the mdj! exW^agmt* 

For my 1 dan percetae nothing 
like idmMeiley in thk opinion. Qn, 
the Contrary, I ebrerve^that Mr.Haftinge 
at all times, and upon all occaAunsi pro* 
ferred agencies to contradta. 

in the bufinefs of the opium« it was 
r ecomn icndcd by Mr. Ha(li«gs that it 
JMfflTbc procured by agency.. The 
i’att was made and fold under an agen* , 
cy, and by that means nearly a million 
was added by Mr. H-t/iings to the an« 
nual revenues of Bengal. The marine 
of Bengal was coiutufled under an 
agency.; and 1 ihall ililt have occafion 
jto intrude upon your Lordihips indul- 
gence, by ftating the two agencies with 
which the Charge concludes. 

There appear to me to be but two 
modes of providing for the fi€ eU aad 
the lafety of an army in India, m war : 
[y the one by a contra^, on fuch fair and 
liberal terms as Were granted in Mr. 
Croftes’s contract, or by an agency in 
the hands of men of character and hor 
nour. But Mr. Haftinga, in the letter 
sdiuded to from Chclteiiham,and which 
in* all Its parts is well worthy your 
IfOidfiiips attention, was not intruding 
his fetititnents upon the Court of Di* 
iie&ors. The faft is, that Sir Archi- 
hald Campon, appointed Governor of 
Madras in i7*S. wa< dedred by the Dt- 
razors, previous to his departure from 
i^ngjand, tp form miliary edabHih* 
mfms for their feyeral iectlements In 
India. The pireftors, when they were 
lorme^Ti thought proper to rranftnit 
them to Mr. Haftinga, then an uiiim- 
peached man, add to dtmp his fentl- 
mencs Upon which he gives at 

conftdcradfc tength,aiiMrh«ftly draws 
Che alhenwni of thd Pire^ors to a ma- 
teriaf py c^the h^lttary deint)* i^hxih 
^ir Ai^JptRaid dmicttilto 

nocic/ He fays, that Sif ®yrt;;Cod«!ev 
wasjmitable to prbfeeifte bh' 
a&^late War, bccd^re, though M 'ih 
liett beat, hh neVjCf phf M 

Hyder, or to oapthrsi 'hKfevhtj wwdh 
he often might have! iKUad^ 

good ‘ hi^ibcKsi for hia .bfWa 
He c^Wefore ditibueoily ^ecoiiimenda 



be mp kore c Vt 
threV ihall b<fd 
itowhhi)^ „ 
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for hii 

cbnti^lR 'fbfmed on 
d ren uonitjT comendeo. for jbyj| 
of DiFeftori,itji'fiiefy, amtuaf ' 
granted by public adyeftifem 
kiweft ibidder. : ¥0r vestiimg"l 
through clihfavouitife 
the inlianceofCfpfi«»Ved^I&,Sl 
was in truchr Isither an agpitdy.tl „ 
couiraff^heCdidbMr. Halmgs 
and Sir Kjrfe" Cdote Ikied the ! 
and the period, andfcIcAed the*perfoo*‘ 
who was to perform it, hb'lias beifttr 
impeached by the Commons. The 
pericncc of later termi has fully juhU 
bed Mr. Haftinga The. ^oble Mer*;' 
qui«, when in Myfore, UTOs obliged'^lo 
procure all the additional buUodcs kd ' 
could get together, and thofe be pM ■ 
under the charge of an agent* of 
oAvn nomination, declaring ce the Go- 
vernor and Council of Madras that 
h« ihal fiirry to <‘ay fromeipcriefice, 

** that the bullock eoncradfc had Uttea 
a delufion of a molt dan^rous na- 
** ture tft a commander in chief of aa 
*• army.** The Governor and Couoeil 
of Madras, copying the.caample Of the 
Noble Mori^uis, pur all the additional 
bullocks chat they cofdd procure under 
a public ageac. The ^vemment of 
Bengal gave their fentimeiits moft de*^ 
cldcdly to the, ^Diredtors in the abfenee 
of Lord Cbrnwallis^ in favour of agen*. 
C4c>», though they uld It wa» not their 
iiuention to contritfl with the enormotte 
evils liable to arife from an adherence 
cdthe contract iyAein, tiie advancagCa^^ 
deriveablc, under, certaid ctreumdap 
from a wcll*rcguwud agency t an 
Directors theml^ycs,'couvipep|i',l 
great impolicy their furme^tii 

very candidly _aomk» bkK In"' 
letters to Bengm asd Mad|j|f^dl!k^^«l|h 
reaibns aAgnedCfOt devikwAtMk|^ 
contrfi& 0rheih wcua )reid:t|cisfadl0if!. 
Such IS t^ dole' of tldt wwldi'} 

if irihal|;iMm ap yotw Lordiilpi as tt 


do»J 



ttmt tmstSuH ^>th .view to la 
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owi)rinilnettce i that it vat a di(b- 
badie^tse of pofitive ordef^ that at- 
lOAwsdfces to the an^ount of eight thou- 
faud pounds a year had been granted to 
Genctil Stibbert, provincial co^nman- 
bhief before Sir Eyre Coote’s 
that there was no pretence to 
p'nc the allowances to General 
rt after Sir Eyr$ Coote’s arrival j 
pat Mr, Hallin^s did continue 
jpSutind allowed Sir Eyre Cootc eigh- 
fitt thoiirabd pounds a year. 

PThat in direct violation of the treaty 
ubfiding between the Company and' 
the Nabob Vizier, he dire^cd that 
when Sir Eyre Coote wasin Oude thefe 
extra allowances (hould be carried to the 
debt of his account. 

This is the firft branch of the 
Charge : The Pefendant has offered 
neither defence nor oblcrvation upon 
any part of it, but has left it entirely 
fo tlYO-judgmcnt of your Lord (hips, on 
the cafe made by the Managers them-^ 
felves. 

In confidering this Charge} I con- 
fefi tbere arc fomc circumftaiiccswhicl^ 
ifrike me as very fingular. The Ma- 
nagers have proved that fix thuUfand 
pounds a year was the falaiy fixed for 
the commander in chief of all the 
King’s and Company's forces in In- 
dia, When Sir Eyre Coote arrived in 
Bengal, he propofed that the allowances 
granted to General Stibberc as pro- 
vincial commander in chief (hould de- 
volve upon him ; but on further in- 
quiry, it was found that they had been 
fettled upon him, as the oldefi Com- 
pany's officer in Bengal, and that in 
fa£f, of the rhirtcco thoiifand pounds 
a year which General Siibbcrt rccciv- 
ed, nine thoufand p^nds a year were 
authorlfed by the Direflois, and that 
tlicfr fentiments on the additional al- 
lowances granted to him, had not been 
received, were daily expected. Sir 
Eyre Cootc therefore' propofed that a 
held efiabliflimcnt might be formed for 
bim and his adequate to his un- 
avoidable additional cxpcnccst when 
' aWent from Caleulta, as he foppoled 
Directors, when they ap^inted 
nim^Jlid not conceive that he was tq 
e«{mnd his private fortune in their fer- 
.vlqe. It appeared pcrfeftly clear from 
‘Sr Eyre Coote's minute, that General 
ClaVering had reprefenfed to the Pi- 
re^fors, how very inadequate his falaiy 
iuriuik be JFor defraying his cxt>aordinary 
^xpcnccs out of Calcutta. It is in ihy 
'opinion beyond a doubt, i^t in fom^ 


mode or other General Clavering muft 
have drawn extra allowances, had he 
taken the field ; but it fo happened, 
that from Odober 1774, when Sir John 
Clavering arrived in Calcutta, to Au-* 
guft 1777, when he died, Bengal en- 
joyed profound peace, and the Genera! 
never was twenty miles oqt of Calcutta, 
and faw no part of the large army he 
commanded, except the corps quarter- 
ed in oV near the Prefid^ncy. fn tho 
time of Sir l^re Coote* the cafe wax 
materially difierenc. Ha, arrived iq 
April 1779, during the war with 
France, and when a Maratta war was 
hourly expelled.. 11c very wifely and 
proprrly determined, in the cxccutiori 
of his duty as' commander in chici"; ;u 
vifit the feveral military Nations j and 
it could hardly be expc^'led, as Mr, 
Ilafiings very j- fily obferved, that he 
Was to perform this expcnfu'c fervice 
for fix thoufund })t)unds a yea*, when 
the Dired'tors thtmfelvcs pennitred 
General Sribbert to draw more than 
that fum a year for the expence of his 
table. 

Mr. Haftings therefore nropofed field 
allowances for Sir Eyre Vooie and his 
fidff, amounting to the fum mentioned 
in the Charge ; but they wert only to 
be received in the field. When iho 
General returned to Calcutta the al- 
lowances were to ceafe. Mr. t*rancia 
and Mr* Whelc7 oppofed this arrange- 
ment, 'as contrary to the Dirc^toi's 
pofitiyc orders, \yhich precluded thenq 
from cxcrcifing any dilcretion of their 
own. Mr, Hafiings contended that i? 
was abfolutely impolfible the orders 
could apply to the eafe before themj 
that it was a violation of every mili- 
tary principle to refiridt the comnianr 
der in chief to half the emoluments 
granted to the fccond in command; and 
the majority agreed to the allowance, 
fhe General left Calcutta to review 
the army in Aogull 1770, when the 
payment of thefe aifawaqccs commen 
ced. After hiv depWtuire Mr. Ball- 
ings propofiidi thitc as lon>t as the 
General fhould remaip ^ Oifde, thefe 
extra allowances ihould be paVjJ by thp 
Nabob Vizier, This arraiigeW>iCat Mr, 
Francis oppofed, on the ground auumed 
fince in the Charge — That it uaea 
breach of the treaty with the NaJintf 
Vizier, who was only bound to pay^ 
. by the terms of rhe treaty, two lacks 
and fixry thoufand rupees a month for 
a brigade. To this remark Mr. Haf- 
tmgs very clearly replied, tliac, fubfe. 

. * quent 
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quent to tKdt treatyi i conHderable body 
ot troops in addition to the brigade were 
ftattoned in Oude on the b^abob's appltca- 
{ion» the pay and contingencies of which 
the Nabob defrayed ; and the prefence of 
ahe commander in chief being abfulutely 
neceifaVy in Onde, fhe queftioo was,Wlie<» 
ther it would be unrealonabie to call up* 
on the Nabob to defiay the expence of 
the extra allowances ? The majority con- 
curred with Mr« HaftingSi and the Na- 
bob, with the utmoil checifulnefs, con- 
fented to pjy the aliovvanccs* He did 
not concur with the Managers in deem- 
ing tliat demand a flagiant bieach of 
treaty. 

1 believe this is the whole evidence to 
^inw^iift branch of* the Cliatge* It is 
next alledg»*d, that the Diiedors order- 
ed thefe extja nlluwances to be druck off 
by a letter dated the i8ih of Odober 
1780, that they were ftruck off accord- 
ingly, but that Mr. Hallings of his own 
private authority Continued td Sir Eyre 
Coote certain laige allowances, amount- 
ing to twenty -one tboufaud fix. hundred 
pounds a year, which weie paid by the 
Ndhoh Vizier. 

To the* I ittcr part of this Charge the 
Managers have ^o fort of evidence ex- 
cept the adinidioii of Mr. Hadrngs him- 
i'eif. it appears by that evidencci that as 
fbon as the order from the Diredors for 
fti iking off ihefe extra allowances ar- 
rived in Bengal, Mr. Hillings and his 
Council ordered all further payments to 
l)e difcoiuinued. The lituatlon of Sir 
Eyre Coote, when the Diredot s thought 
proper *0 Ihcw Jb niaikeil a difregaid to 
his fei vices, was ciitical indeed. Hyder* 
Ally, with a conqueiing army, was in liis 
front, an4 that circumftance alone pre- 
vented the General fiom immediately quit- 
ting India. The Diredors were not 
pleafeti to take any notice of the extra aU 
iowances drawn under the appointment 
of the Board by General Stibbert, the 
provincial commander in chief of Ben- 
gal $ and Sir Eyre Coote, the commander 
in chief of all their forces, on whofe real 

K hment their very exiftence tlipn 
, was q^xlcred to keep the held 
than one half lof the pay^nd aU 
m*anted to General Stibbert. 
rviog two fuccefsful campaigns 
Coad, Sir Eyre Coote topk the 
ity of the rainy ieafon to return 
Tur <t icw months to Bengal. He arrived 
in Calcutta in November 178s, and again 
embarked for Madras in March 17S3, 
carrying wiib him a large fuppty oC^i’ea- 


plre, a reinforcement of troops, Vnd wllh* 
itig rooft anxioufly to reuin )on^ 
enough to take Mr. Buffy a 'lecoii|hii]£ 
That dil^inguiAled officer was tal^ by 
Sir Eyre C< 9 te at the battle of Vanie^Haih 
in 1760, and in the year {783 he com- 
manded three thoufand Frendik troops 
and a party of Tippoo*s forces avCud- 
dalore. 7 'bis was, a point of fuib mo- 
ment,. my Lords^ that every lefTfr con- 
fideration naturally gave way bendjbit., 
fn this critical iltiiation of public &m^i 
Mr. Croftes, who was the attorney of Sir 
Eyre Coote, vvrote a letter to Mr. BI^'- 
tovv, of which the latter gentleman' fenr 
a copy* to the Governor- Geiferal and 
Council, after the departure of Mr. Haf. 
tings. In that letter Croftes tells Briftow 
that ibme field allowances are due to Sir 
Eyre Coote from the Nabob Vizier, Snee 
Auguft 178s j that the Governor had re- 
queued Croftes to write to Bridow to re- 
ceive and remit the arrear, and to receive 
the payment in future, month by month, 
as it became due. 

To evidence fo introduced before the 
Houle of Commons, Mr. Haftings, unich 
fo his honour, 1 think, made no objec- 
tion. 1 will read to your Lonlfliips 
his 4 ^efence to this Charge of the Com- 
mons: 

By what authority Sir Eyre Coote 
continued to receive this allowance 
from the Nabob Vizier, I know not 5 
“ but 1 have a faint rccoUe^lion of Mr. 
Croftes having mentioned ihe circuni* 
ftance to me, in the month of January 
1783, and I have no doubt of his 
having received iny authority to write 
** to Mr. Biidow. $ir Eyre Coote was 
** then on the point of returning to Ma- 
dras, with a condltutipn worn out in 
** the public fervice, by exertions almoff 
** beyond belief. His life was of the 
** utmoli importance : 1 had not a doubt 
** of his fuccefs againft Mr. Buffy, could 
he liave arrived in tolerable health iip- 
•• on the Coaff. This was not a time for 
** me to difpute any point that could add 
** to his chagrin. His expences were 
coniiderable — He had three ieparate 
edabllffiments— one at Calcutta.; one 
*' at Madras ; and a third in the field. 

The allowance, as.I underftood, vvas j 
•* voluntarily paid by the Vizier. J t ] 
** ,^could have had no private inteied of my j 
•• Own to gratify at any period of our j-' 
connexion, moi'e efpeciaUy at a mo- 1 
menc when the whole world knew that : 
•* Sir Eyre Copte could not live liec ' 
** months^ having, wlien he returned to 
K k a Madras, 
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MmWs/ AS he truly faidy one foot in 
'^ave| and the other at the edge 
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S« the afcount given Ky Mr. 
Mafkiiigll'-«the aceount whidt the 'Mana- 
«.th4k^((t jproper to read, and which 
attempted to difprove in any 
tof it. 'It is impoifthle, llrerc- 
impiKC Mr. HalHngs's conduft 
I biher than ptiblic motive§, and 
the welfare of his employeid. 
yre Cootc, a» A^onr Lordfhips know, 

[ hot live to effect that important fer- 
t whith bofth himfclf and Mr. Haft mgs 
kad.tb mtieh at heart. He embarked in 
oite of the Compuiy's armed fllips, ami 
was chafed by three French frigates 
from Balalbre roads to Fort St. George : 
the lliip was prclcrved by the luj>crior 
Ikillofthe Knglifti Captain The anxiety 
of Sir Eyre Cuote would not. penntt 
him to leave tl>e deck, night or day, 
din’ing the chase,— .The IVrwggle and agi- 
tation was too much for his w^ak and 
debilitated frame to fuirive. He pre- 
ierved his reeollc£lion Wg enough after 
the ih'Y came to anchor olf Fort St* 
George, to expiefs his warmef^ acJlnow> 
ledgments to the Captain, and to confer 
upon him a token of his gratitude. He 
then funk Ccnfelefs on the deck, was ctr- 
licif on fhorc in that fitualion, and died 
on the next day. Neither the nation^ nor 
the Haft India Company were infenfiblc 
to his merits and fervices. The two 
Honfes of Parliament were unanimous in 
voting him their thanks for his exer- 
tions, avid the Company have eiellcd to 
• his memory a monument in "[W/’eftminftcr 
Abbe]^, and a Aatne at the Ihdia Houfe. 
ItreiU wiih yom Lordftiips to deutmme 
wheiher Mr. Haftings ought to be con- 
demned for the (hare which. he had in fix- 
ing aii e!l^hlifliment for Sir .tyie Codte 
barely adequate to his neceflary expences 
in the field. 

I ihall next proceed to confidcr the evi- 
dence which has been given by the Ma- 
iiagers and the Pdendanfs Counfcl on 
the Agency of Mr, Aurio’. The Com- 
mons charge, that the ^Defendant, in fur- 
ther purihance of the fame prodigal and 
*cc^tpt fylicm of government, appointed 
Jimie* Peter Anriol, Elq. Agent of Sup- 
^p^fes for the Prefuiency ot Madras Hi 
tDtNbember 17S0, when t litre was a gieat 
icarcicy of provifiont at that lerclcmcnt t 
that ll^ Defendant gave him fifteen |icr 
cent, coipmiiUoTi, though Auriol had only 
jrquiretl the ulual frommiiTion, which was 
live per sent, as the Defendant wsil 


knew : that he aUo appointed Aurivf 
agent for the fuppiy 6t‘ the other preli- 
dencies s that be fcandaloufty and ille- 
gally deckired thi^ agency to be a re- 
ward for his king ami kiborious fervices 
as fecietuy t thji brs gain at fifteen pev 
centr lieing exorbitant, Mr. Haftings, OA 
the of March lySa, reduced it to 
five percent, on all the expences of freight, 
See. and fifteen per cent, on the purchai*e&'. 
that the provitions fupplied weie often 
bad, not agreeable to mufteis, ^of (liort 
w'eight ; and that Mr. Hiltings dif- 
couraged all juft inquiry into Yuch com- 
pl-iints- 

The evidence upon this agency is (b 
exceedingly cl^r, and all that is important 
lies info very nariiow a compals,*:!.''* in 
(hall not take up much of your Lordfiiips 
time in refei ring to it. 

It apjvcars that a very early confequcncc 
oi klyder’s uivafion ot the Carnatic was, 
an extieme fcarcity of gralin at Madras:, 
and a ftrdng apprchenfion of famine, iin- 
lefs relieved by the exertions of the Ben- 
gal govermnent. Confiderable iiipplies 
of provifvons w'ere (rut fioni Bengal in 
the months of Oilober and Novemlver 
Sir Eyre Cuote, who’avrived at 
Madras early in November 1780, gave 
to Mr. Haftings a molt gloomy piilure 
of the ftatc of the Carnatic, aivi fiaiikly 
told him that Madras muft depend up>m 
him for men, nwney, and provifions.— • 
The govei nment of FoitSt. George made, 
fiiiular reprefentations, and they were iur- 
ther enforced by the molt piefting private 
letters from the Governor of Madias, Mr.. 
Smith, to Mr. Haftings. 

It was in this ftate of affairs that Mr. 
Auriol the fecietaiy propofed to conti a6\ 
for the fuppiy of a very coirlidrrible 
quantity ot grain and proviftons, to be 
dcliveied on certain t^^rms at Madras, 
or, as tltcir wants were inoft urgent, to 
fiirnifti every poflTtble aftiftance, and to be 
indulged wrtbtheiifual comrniinon for bi« 
ti oub!e. . The latter propofal was accept- 
ed, and Mr. Auriol was appointed' agent 
of fupplies with a commiflion of fifteen 
per ceut. The Managers a(Jbrt that 
ifv* ufual commiftvon merch^^nts was 
five per cent, aii^ have fully pioVtd it to 
be io I but the Defendant's v^nnftl 
have brougbi full proof, that where\^ics 
are fiirniihed by indiyidiHais in the 
pany's fervice, the commiiljon has 
fifteen per cent ; fo tliat there can be 
doiiht, but that when Mr. Auriol pro- 
j>ofcd to take the ufual commiflion, he- 
meant that commililon which every per« 

Igo 
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fon tn the Company’s fenicc, when 
employed ro purchaic (lores or provi- 
fipns, dtd aflualiy receive. 

'J'hc lupplies required by Fore St. 
George were to very coniidcrablc, that 
commiilion of percent, chough 
fixed agrccal)ie to cllabiilhed pra6licc, 
was reduced tp 5 per cent, on ail char- 
ges. The Court of Dire^ors, in July 
1782, exprefled their difipprobatit^n of 
this aj^cncy, and it was accordingly 
annulled. But it is ablolutcly im)>oMi- 
ble for any fair or candid man Co read 
the evidence which has betn j?ivcn up« 
on thisCharge^ .wiihout concurring cfi* 
tircly in the jultiwC of the expreiiions 
(aid to have been uttered in another 
.<* That Mr. Hidings had the 
“ merit of having laved a wh<ilc peo- 
pie fiom perilbing by famine, aivd 
of demo u in the moft economical 
** way pdliblc.” — -If appears bv the 
letters on your Lcrdinips Minutes, 
that Lord Macaiincy, after he hid fiic- 
ceeded to the go> ernmcnt of Fort St. 
George, cxprclfcd his ft-nfe of the ex- 
ertions of the Bengal Government hi 
the llrongeft Serins. He attrrbiiud 
the prsfervation of iheCrunatic to the 
zealous and judicidus eftbres and ex- 
ertions of the Guvc'i*nor<Geiicral and 
Council. 

On t\ie 3ii\ of Oflobcr 1781, Lord 
Mdcartney, in a letter to the Court of 
Dire6'tori,lays, I am happy todo j jltice 
IQ the Governor -General and Coud- 
** cil of Bengal, for their great cxcr- 
“ tioiis in i'upplying us with money 
“ and puivjfions > to thole exertions 
I conficlrr the prcfervatioii of this 
“ fcttlement to be in a great nieafure 
** owing.*’ 

On a compafifon between the cx- 
pcncc of the nee furiiilhcd by cf/ntra^l, 
and of that which was lupplicd under 
the agency of Mr. Auriof. your Lord- 
(hips will find that the latter was* a 
cheaper and bv far a bctier mode of 
iiipply ; and indeed it frems now to be 
the universal Ppiiuon of GcnilctTu,n In 

H dia, that it is infinitely more 
jntifge of the public fcrvicc, 
ally in time or war, to Con- 
ors who arc men of honour, 
truflurs. 

(imonsailedge, that the pro*, 
lilhcd by Mr. Auribi were 
iality ; but it is fully cHa- 
WiUbed by the evidence, that infinite 

•0 

• By Mr. Pitt in oppofingtKIs Charge 


pains were taken ro* ptodnfe plioiinioBj^ 
of the bed quality ; that thofe xAfeif 
voUrs were atiendod with tlic comfibtM 
fuccefs, except in the Inftaace why&c 
the applications from Madras were fo 
exceediQgl/ preffing that the^ttnes 
bought up rice wherever it eouldlYpr*^* 
cured,, and a fmail pare of it bci^ ex- 
pofed to the rain, became damped ^ 
and in another in fiance, a fciy b^s of 
free were doicn. Thefe, 1 bclicvej^e , 
the only inflanccs of failure, both mf 
which were owing to accident, in tie 
execution rff this agency ; from whenc 
It wotild.l'eem that Mr. Hadii^s couM 
not have placed lb imponant a trull iis 
better hands. 

'I'hc next and the doling allegation m 
this Article, L the Agency of Mr. Belli. 
Mr. H idings is charged with grantiinj 
this agency on very extravagant ternis 
to his private fccreiary. The evidence 
lets this tranfatlion alfo in lb very clear 
a point of view, th.jc I i.mag'uiu I need 
not detain your LorvUhips with many 
ohfcrvaiions iii>on it. Of the propriety 
(.f keeping up a proper fupply of pro* 
viiions in Fort W'llliam, no one, I thiok^ 
will entirtain a doubt* A reference 
was ni-idc by the Board to three mcr* 
chants inCalcntta,in order to know what 
would be the rate of cotiimidion at 
which a ceitain quantity of proviftons, 
of a pcrilh.tble* nature, could be kept 
in Fort William. Thefe merchafits re- 
ported, that the ferviee could not be 
done for Icfs than twenty per cent. 
By cxaininin-g the acco-unts of a ftorc- 
kccner it appeared, that on many of 
the articles furnrlhcd by him, there had 
bcLii a lolb of ninety per cent, and the 
Board uitrrnateiy fixed the allow’ance ac 
thirty per cent. General Covering 
flrongly oppofed the ttnr..sof rhis agen- 
cy, and Crdculatcd that the profits 
would amount to thirtV, . thoufand 
pounds in tlirte years. Mr. Hadings 
feeling the language of this dlifcnt f 
be in lume degree perlbnal, after con- 
troverting General Clavcring^ii calcula- 
tions, declared, that the accounts Of 
the agents lliould be open to the j^- 
I'pcftion of the Company, and that if 
uic' Di rectors jXhought the profits too 
great, he woura be refponfible fot Mr. 
Belii’s paying the furplus into the pub- 
lic trcaiury. Mr. Haftings added, that 
the proper fupply of Fort William 
with every requifitc for a fiege, uas a ^ 

in the Houfc of Commons in, .Af>r;i 1787.' 

couceiil 
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tonccm for \vhic1i> as 6o^trnor of that 
Xg^rJwOt he wa« crpecially r^erponTibk, 
he had.con^ded the charge to 
w)io he khew would difclurge 
with fidcUcy and honour. 

> pire€korsi thought proper to 

all the calculations of General 
; that is, they liippofed that 
]tlse^o^c& of this agency would amount 
fQu Xtrty thoufancl pounds in three 
they direct, tMerefure, that the 
.jKiioy be reduced to twenty percent 
jnd that Mr. Hiftings ftauld pay, or 
&ufe to be paid^ ten thouland pounds 
^to the treafury. • Before phis order 
jreacheS Bengal, Mr. Belli, in ihc form 
of a contract, was bound to lupply Fort 
%Villiam with provilions for live years 
from September 17791 on the terms of 
Jiis agency. When the letter of the 
Direflors was referred to Mr. Belli, he 
declared that it would be ablolutely 
impullihie for him to go on at twenty 
per cent, and he was convinced that 
the Direftors would nor dcfire .him to 
ay ten thoufand pounds, when they 
new that his whole profits for three 
years| on a vefy trouble fome and pte- 
cartous agency, had not exceeded chat 
fum : tlidCthe X 3 irc£tors, adopting Ge- 
neral Clavering's calculations, conclud- 
ed that he had made thirty thoufand 
pounds in tbiee years, of which they 
permitted him to retain twenty, and to 
pay the other ten into the public trea- 
sury ; whereas, in truth, he liad m.ide 
but ten thoufand pounds, only one half 
of the profit which the Company were 
willing to allow liim. 

This repreicncdiion was lianfmittcd 
To the Direi-^ors, and it is not unfair 
to fappofe, ih.'it they conceived ic to be 
perfcdbly i'atisfadtory, from thpctrcum- 
iian/ce of their total filencc on that 
lubjetl from the year lySo to this 
daV. 

Part of the ftorcs laid in by Mr. 
Belli were fold in DLceinbcT* 17S4. 
th« price charged^ to the Company 
lor thu|e (lores was two thoufand fix 
^hundred ,an<l ninety pounds-<-UHy fold 
fgr four thouland five hundred and 
\tvireniy pounds. The circurnftancc was 
noticed ,co the Ceinpa;^ r ^nd in the an- 
ItviriT of tbx DiyeCto^ dated March 
1,787.. they fpeak'in very. high terms of 
*'tfae aHuluity and fideluy of Mr. Belli. 
■This Gentleman came to England in 
1785, and continued fome years to be 
C)i.4mincd as a wr.iiefs ; but the Matw- 
|crs not chuflng to cuii him, aiul Mr. 
idailings unwidi'^g to detain luin 
♦ 


longer at a manifeft inconvcnicncy^ fie 
returned in the year 1793 to Bengal } 
he had remained beyond the p<.r^od 
preferibed by law, and it was ncccflary 
that he (hould be rc-appoiiucd to die 
fervice by a vote of three fourths 
the Direiflors, and three fourths of 
the l^roprictors. He had the^pleafure 
and facisfadtion, however, of having 
been unaninloufiy rc-ap[>ointed by both 
thole refpe^able bodies i and k certain- 
^ appears, both in the infiance of this 
Getulcman and Mr, Auripl, that Mr. 
Mailings fixed upon men of fair and 
honourable chara6ters to execute two 
very important agencies. 

i have now gone through the whole 
of the Fourth Article, and jja ':- 
ceed to put the queftions on each alle- 
gitioti fcparatcly ; 1 lhail therefore firft 
move, “ That the Commons have 
“ made good the Charges alledgcd 
againft Warren Haftings, Elq. con- 
rained in the Fourth Article, re- 
“ fpefting the Opium Contrafl, the 
“ Smuggling the Opium to China, the 
“ Allowances to Sir Eyre Coote, the 
“ Bullock. Contract, ^l\c Agencies of 
** Mr. Aurtol and Mr. Belli.*’ 

The Biihop of Roche fierfaid, that he 
would trouble their Lordiliips with a^ 
few words \jr|^oii the only one of the 
five allegations in this i\rticle, on ‘ 
which the fmallcft degree of doubt cx- 
Hlwd in his mind; he meant the opium 
contract granted to Mr. Sulivan in 1781. 
The opium, coutraft had been much re- 
lied on by the Managers, and certainly 
had been attended with circiimfianccF 
of u queftionable nature.. In order to 
(hew m what light ke underfiood this 
jurt of the Fourth Article, his Lord- 
In ip referred to the material parts of 
the cviden.ee, beginning with the let- 
ter of the Directors to the Council, 
March *9, '1774, dirc^Ving ih« all 
Qjpntra^s Ihould be publicly advertiled, 
fealcd propofals received, and the pre- 
tyrejace givtn to the IcAvcfi bidder, fuf- 
ficient fccunty for his faithful dif. 
charge of the conditions of Ms contra^ 
being at the fame time ^ken. He 
next traced all the traiifafli^s in evi- 
dence, from granting it Mac- 

kenzie in 1777, on a contra^ W three 
years, to the fale of it by Mr. Bc^and 
Mr» Young in April 17S1. includtnX^he 
ccoluce conVeyVd by the ©ircflors^^ 
their letter of December >778^ on the 
CuunciU for having omkred toillvcr- 
life for propofals previons tothefr con- 
tradling witli Mr,Mackcr.t^ for three 

years. 
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yearst His Lnrdihip fully concurred 
with Lord Thurlow in thinking it very 
extraordinary that the Charge omitted 
to notice the contract granted to Mr. 
^^Mackenzie in 1780. He referred to 
minute of the 3 oard in which Mr. 
Haftings*rccomniended to the Coun- 
cil, that the opium contrail be granted 
to Mr. Stephen Sulivan for four years, 
the reiblution of the Council fo to grant 
ir, the reduction of the penalty on the 
opiiim contract, the abolition of the in- 
fpe£tors, and the fale of the contrail 
by Sulivan to Mr. Benn for 350,000 
(icca rupees before the execution of 
any part of the contra^.t. He dilated 
upon the 'evidence of Mr. Bonn and 
Ailing, and made a variety of ob- 
iervations upon each fa£t ftated by 
them as he catnc to the mention of it, 
lliewing what grounds of a juflifica- 
tory nature had been eft abli Died by the 
teftimony of the witnclTes to qualify 
thofe fa£ts, and prove that they had 
neither originated from a corrupt mo- 
tive nor a criminal intention nn the part 
qf Mr. Haftings. His Lordftiip laid, 
there was certainly no proof that Mr. 
Haftings knew anything of the tranf- 
a6tions between Shlivan, Benn, and 
^ Young ; at'thc fame time it was clear 
chat if the contra^ had been publicly 
advertifed, and there had been others 
to bid low^ Voung would have taken it 
from the Company at the price which 
he gave Benn for it, and in that event 
the Company would have gained the 
^ fourteen thoiifand nine hundred pounds 
JVj ytar, for five years, which was divi- 
ded between Benn and Sulivan : but 
he was at a, lofs how to treat the igno- 
rance of the whole Board on this iub- 
je^t of opium, after they had taken 
every pains to get Information, as a 
crime cxcliifively in Mr. Haftings, and 
as a crime meriting impeaeffment ; it 
might be the ground of a civil action 
from the Company, if they had thought 
proper totally tef forget the many'im- 
ponant fcrvices of Mr. Haftings, and 
to forget^lfo rtiat they were indebted 
to him xone for this valuable branch 
<jC revere. He -did not believe that 
any of the Foard conceived 

that yne Diredtors orders relative to 
Conyadts, applied to this branch of the 
p^ic revenucl The Cotnpanv, how- 
ever, entertained very dilTerent and 
more grateful fentiments towards Mr. 
Haftings: the Proprietors bad repeat- 
edly rciurncd him their thanks ; and 
qn his rclignation of the fcrvice^ 


and after his arrival in Englat?d,.thty 
Court of Diredtors unanimoufty 
ed him their thanks for his lung, 
ful, and important Icrviccs. tiis LorJL ' 
/hip therefore contended, that until he 
was better informed, be Ihoulckcon*- 
tinue to believe that there was nlalif ^ 
no crime charged which could bcfi^rd* 
perly cognizable by Impeachiient^^ 
and that it was a* matter betwCen^Mf« 
Haftings and the Eaft India Compatif^ . 

The Earl of' Caer nan-on vm inducej 
by what had fallen from the Lcarnel 
Prelate to detain their LorrJihips foX 
a fingle .minute, and it /ho|ild be^ 
but for a minute. He faid, that by 
the A6t of the 13th of the prefenc 
King, the Governor- General and Coun- 
cil were to obey all orders iftticd by the 
Directors ; that therefore the not ad- 
vertifing and putting a contnidf to pub- 
lic aucUon, was a breach of their 
ftanding orders. The Noble Eart 
added, that it w'as highly nccclTary to' 
reprobate every improper expenditure 
of the public money; and then read an 
extract tmm a letter written by Mr. 
Hartingv to the Diredtors, in which ho 
tells them that the fervice is loaded 
with gentlemen of high connexions in 
England, who expert to acquire rapid 
fortunes, and arc lent out to India wuli 
that view folely. 

After leveral ftrong animadverfiona 
on the granting the opium contra^ fur 
four years to Mr. Sulivan, who nei- 
ther poUiflcd, nor pretended to poQcis, 
any knowledge refpefting the I'ubjc^l: 
of his contradl, nor any Ikill m the 
bufinefs, and who immediately ibid it 
at a confidcrabie profit to Mr. Bcnn« 
his Lord fh ip pr(»ctcdcd to notice the 
next part of the Charge refpefting 
opium, namely, the Governor-Gene- 
rdl*s having difhoriourcd the Britlfti 
Government in India, and difgraced'ttSrf 
credit, by lending hrs countenance to 
theimuggling trade which he fuffered 
to he carried on in the article of opiiim 
to China -^when he at the fame time 
well knew that the importation of opi- 
um was forbidden, under feverc |^- 
si'4lti|s, by the Chinefe government ; 
thar the article itfelf if liable to be 
burnt, if feized, and the veiTcl that 
imports it to be confifeated, and thcL 
Chinefe in whofe cuftody it may be 
found for Tale to be puni/hed with death. 
The Earl made fomc pointed remarks , 
on the whole of the Governor-Gene- 
ral's cotidudk in this particular, and re- 
probated it fcvcrcly. In order to iU 

luftrato 
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Ripport h» afgomeivt re- 
-a Utttr from tlie 
^j^oUrgocs ac China and Cantonj in 
th^jy fay, that if the Capelin 
1 ‘Obeyed hw orders, tlie opium might 
* on fuld ro great ady«ntagc, but 
prt afjraid that public intcreAs 
|n faerilkcd to private aJvj:). 



t^ifiiop of Roche tier, w reply, 
fVhat !i* did tlic Ih\>bte 

hare drawn an argument 
iffim the fetter of tlie Supra«£acgoes at 
antoii p< criminate Mr. JKaltings for 
giving the opium cuntra^^ ro Mr* Suli« 
van : it furefy waa ex evidence. 
The Supraircargoes cenfured theCaptain 
4^ the fliip freighted with opium io 
China, and attributed it tn him, or to 
•thers, that it did not turn out a much 
more beneiici.d adventure ; the Cap- 
tain as loudly ccnfiircd the Supra-c.irs. 
goes ; and Colonel Wdtfon imd, that 
though the hurincis was new and 
very much mifnianagcd, it Uili wfis a 
very proEtabJe cuivccin for the Com* 
pan?*. 

TIijC Earl of Mansfield faid, be had 
lo<» much employ id to look 
vnfn^tely it?, to the. c\idcnce on ihc difl- 
ferent contra^s, and tUcrcforc fboulJ 
forbear to deliver his icntimcius at the 
prefent moment ; but he defired to be 
aL^derEood, rather as having fuipended 
his opini m, than as nor having forniid 
one upon the' fubje^di. Tlieic was one 
point, however, on which he could not 
couftientioufly withhold them— a point 
on which his upjnion hjd never varied 
from the firlj: moajeut that it was mcn^ 
tionedr-he meant the cxcra-allovyanccs 
granted to Sir Fyjrc Cooxe ; and upon 
that.Chargc be wa« dejirous aiul anxious 
19 corn luu meat e his fentiments their 
l^fjdQsips, The Earl declared, that in 
granting thofe allowcino:^, he not only 
-conceived the f:Q'.idu^ of Mr. tJaAinga 
fo hv highly juAjfiabic, but ftri£tly me- 
f|t6r^6us. , 

The Lond Chaixcejlor f^id, he wifhid 
omly to oldcrvc, that jin every infunc^ 
the l^uiiupk Contrail — and there 
Ik^ thought the terns texj high-^hc 
eykfchce cUarJy pVove4» that ilii: T)e 
feiid^ni^ had a£fed profufcly and im^ 
pt'Qvidcntlv, as well as contrary to 
thb express orders of the pirc^ors ; 
4tn4 therefore he was of optnmn, th.it 
the Commons had made good the 

The mdrinns were then ferenlly put, 
•nd th& Si^hOtntcH'i had it. 


it wns Btxt moved, Tb^t ♦he 
*• Commons had made gOod the rc- 
** mainder of the Impeacumciit againA 
'V\'’urrcn HaAings, Efq.** which was 
aifo nr^ati'ued i and the pelblutions 
having been read over ^yo/m mi 
ordered to be reported on 


WEDVP.SPAV, AFR?^ 

when Lord WalAngham^ as Chairman 
of the CoiMittce, brought up the 
Report, and tlve- Refulutioqs were read 
dyer. 

Lord Thurlow then moved, and it 
was ordered, “ That the faid Repoit 
**• he taken into cenltiicrat|o<f*on Mun-> 
day fc'nnighu*’ 


ftTPXDAY, A PHI I. Ijr 

Lord Walfingham prefented the Rc^ 
porr, v\h^h having been read a firl^ 
time. 

Lord Walfingh am fa ill, that not hav- 
i»g had M\y opportunity, as Chairman 
of the Commiftee, of dclivcrintr his 
opinion upon tiie fubjett of the Kclolur 
tions, Mild as he had no wiih to conceal 
what that opinion Was, would take 
the liberty of Aating it as (hortly as he 
could. The principle upon whi. h h^ 
meant ro was this : To acquit Mr, 
HaAings whensver he appeared to have 
afted cIcArly for the public lervice, or 
wherever any doubt arofe fo far in 
point of laws as that tlie moA learned 
authorities in the Houlic diiil'ered in 
their conArudlion of tlie law upon the . 
l*ubjc(St. .t 

Upon this principle he was bound to 
acquit Mr. (lings on the Benares 
and Begum Charges, becaufc his only 
object was the Cdmpny's advantage, 
without any view of I'clLinterelt in the 
cafe. His'LordAiip faid, it could be 
proved from the wncien, and Aid more 
irom the parolf tcltiinoay of aimoA 
every* wknefs, that they were all con- 
vinced at the .time, and even aow con- 
tinued in the belief, that the c^nduft cf 
the Bjegums was diiaActleclVtowardfi 
the EaA India Compaiiy durtag the 
rebellion of Cheyt btng. Jn'tSf^Mr. 
HaAifigs riAced himlelf and his^wu 
replication for the good of the ferWe 
alone. Had he remained quictly^W 
Calcutta, he might have faved himfcl? 
from rue poAibiliiy of blame, but the 
V;//rr would have had no claim to any 
rf thofj bincfifs to which he was en- 
titled by the Treaty tf Chidl^ar, nr^ 
y would 
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wouU the Company ever have reco- 
vered that debt from the Vuier which 
ic wab f‘i material for them to receive at 
that time. 

Upon the fame principle he was 
^^iind to acquit him upon the Prefent 
ghren through Sadanund, becaufe he 
took iwwith a view to forward an expe^ 
dition which he thouj;ht elfcntiil, and 
which the Council objcdlcd to bccaule 
of the cxpe?fl«^ 

As to the Prefent ^^tlie Raja of 
Berar, he thought ic impollilde to pro- 
nounce him guilty of that Charge, be- 
caufc the Commons had (probably from 
mjftakc) charged him to h ive given u 
in the autumn of the year 37^0, where- 
money that h- gave for that 
"^/urpofe and at that time, was the Di- 
li igepcre money, which Was not in 
charge at all; and the Patna money, 
which v/dS in charge, wus not given 
till March 1781, and therefore the 
Charge was certainly, literally fpeak- 
ing, not made out — hut even if it had 
been proved as the Commons intended, 
it would certainly have falleui, as would 
that from Sadanund, within the A6t of 
1773, having been carried to the Coni- 
panv's account. 

He faid, tlic Prefent from Nundoo- 
lol was not made out, in point, of evi- 
dence, fo as to warrant liim to pro- 
nounce it to be a high crime* and mif- 
demcanor. 

The Prefent from flic Vizier, and 
that from Nobkiffeii, ftood indeed in a 
very dilfe^’cnt light ; and although they 
were not illegally taken, yet he Ihoitld 
\havc thought them improperly taken, 
\ven if they hid been taken for the 
folc life of the Company — but dill more 
fo, if they were taken (as they 
penred to be) with a view to Mr. 
H:iding9*8 own benefit. That which was 
taken Irom NobkiiTcn was net to be jnf- 
tified as with rcfpe£t to NohkilTcn ; hut 
that was not the charge. The Prefi-nt 
from the Vizier was not to be juftified, 
becaufc he was*at that time in fo much 
didrefs, Ahat his own troops weie upon 
the poinj of mutinying for want of 
pay, any he had not credit enough to 
borrow'o^ hundred thdufand pounds, 
which, vhc wanted fix weeks afterwards 
for Hie purpofe of payihg off certain 
cft mlifhmcnts which were to be abo- 
UiAed by the treaty of Chunar, with* 
"out making ufe of Middleton’s ailift* 
ance to enable him to complete the 
loan : at the fame time his wl^ole re- 
venue, which, by Middleton’s account, 
was no\ fifteen hundred thoufand 
PaRT^HlI. ^ 


pounds a year net money* was made 
over in aflignment to the Comp;iny. fei^ 
the debt which the Nabob owci^fhcwr 
amounting to about five hundred 
fim J pounds, and for the curtent claim* 
which the Company had upon him for « 
the year 178 1; which amoui,;^ to 
above feven hundred thoufand round* 
more, cxclufivc of all the NaboVs ar* 
FL.irs ut his own civil and militarc/ effa* 
hiilli.iicnts. And therefore^ as ;*'^oart 
of VI r. Ilafiings’s profeffed objeS ^n 
his delegation to Oude was to reliejre 
the diftrtdes of the Vizier, his I-offc- 
fiiip would certainly have pronounced 
him guilVy of a high crime {?nd tnif* 
dcnieanor in thus having added to 
tl.im, if it had not been for the ar- 
gumtnts of a Noble and Learned Lord* 

He next went into a difcufiion of 
thofc arguments. He faid, if he un- 
derllood them rightly, Mr. Haffings 
could neither be voted guilty by the 
common nor by the ftatutc law for hay » 
ing received them. As to the Ifatutc 
law, the Adt of 1773 was complied 
with, by his having carried the one, 
and offered the other, to the ufc of the 
Company, If the Company had fent 
him no anfwcr for above ten year», 
and had nciclier accepted it thcmfelvcs 
nor ordered him to rcftorc it, it was 
the Company’s fault, nor could the 
A6>of 178-^ attach upon a crime com- 
niitt»-d previous to thepnlUngofthat AiL 

It was faid, he could not be con- 
viv ted by the common law, bccaufe the 
Charge muff ftaic that the Prefent 
lyas illegally and corruptly taken ; 
wnirh, in the cafe of the Vizier, was 
nit lb ffated. It was faid, ic muff all’o 
ftaie the reward or brokage, or confi- 
deraiion for which ic wa:; taken ; which 
was not fo ftated, cither in the cafe of 
the Vizier or of Nubkiffen j nor did 
the Charpe mention anything of its 
being a Clime either of extortion or 
opprclfion. 

At the fame time, his Lordihip faid, 
he was free to conftfs that the argii- 
meius of the Noble and Learned Lord 
upon the wool lack "made a very coji- 
fidcraole lir.prcflirn upon his mind ; 
but \vhere two fuch learned authori- 
ties differed, the fafeft w'ay for a Judge 
was to take the mildeft fide, and "to 
lean in favour of the Defendant, who . 
from his character and fitua^ion was 
certainly entitled to *11 the favour that 
the Hoiifc could fliew him, where- • 
ever that favour could be ibewn with 
juilice. 

As to the Contracts, he finccrely 

h 1 wiflied 
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ivilhcd he could acquit him upon all of 
thedu but it appeared to him* that with 
to the Opium Contrail he had 
di^obeycd^ the orders of the Company 
repeatedly, for the purpofe only of 
beAedttng Mr. Sulivan, vhom he muft 
ha^l^known he was about to benefit at 
the Sompany's txpcncc. 

Mt- Sulivan w as a young man at that 
timJ juft coiUe out to India, and airea- 
dy;/apj, ointed Judge Advocate, and 

J ad aim a fituation in Mr. Haftings’s 
imtlv ; fo tbac he could underfiand 
cry little of the culture of opium, nor 
could he refide upon the fpot, which it 
appears the contraifors fliould do, for the 
benefit and fccurity of the ryots. He was 
the fon of Mr. Sulivan, who was at 
that time Ch-irman of the India Houfc, 
and was Mr. Haftinejs’s friend and pro- 
tedlor, when he flood in need of all the 
prorcilion he could obtain, from the 
numerous enemies with which he was 
furrounded ; but that will not juftify 
Mr. Haftings for facrificlng the intcreft 
of his employers in a moment of fo 
much diftrefs, to make the fortune of 
Mr. Snliran. 

At the fame time let it be flatcd, 
that all the revenue which the Compa- 
ny have at any time derived, and are 
now deriving, from the article of opt* 
urn, is entirely owing to Mr. Ihaft- 
ings, who refeued it from the hands 
of the Patna Council, to whom k 
was a perquifite ; and that revenue 
from the year 1772> when it was trans- 
ferred to the Company, cannot have 
amounted to lei's than two millions fter> 
ling up to this rime. 

But if the contra£^ had been adver- 
tifed, as the Direilors had ordered, it 
would have produced to the Company 
at leaft ten thoufand a year more than 
it did produce during the four years 
for which Sulivan held it : it did pro- 
duce a great deal more during the 
fubfequent four years for which Sir 
ohn Mijcpherfon advertifed it ; it pro- 
uccd more Hill during the next four 
years for which Lord Cornwallis ad- 
srertifed it : and yet in thofe contrails 
a daufe was inferred, giving to the 
Company the power to revoke the con- 
traft if they thought fit, which claufe 
did not intimidate the contraAors from 
- • bidding, as it was fuppofed it might 
and ought to haVc been inferted in Su- 
lfvan’'s contrail. 

' '(Jpon Auriol’s Agency for rice, he 
p^nc4 a long time had 

doubts why fifteen per cent, was 


given, when Mr. Brodie proved that five; 
per cent, was the ufiial commilfion to 
merchants, and when Auriol was very 
glad retake it when offered to be reduced 
to five per cent. ; but in anfwer to this, 
Harwell proves that fifteen per 
was the coiirtant commiflion gi* en fur 
every article of fupply by the ,Jovern- 
mcnc. This affertToo, tbougn not ap- 
plied to this particular -ite, is how- 
ever proved by various points of evi- 
dence which^dircctly fupport it; above 
all, it is proved that Fergufon, in Au- 
guft 1780, took the contraft at fix 
rupees and eight annas the maund ; 
Auriol, in December 1783, offered to 
take it at the fame price, when Mr. 
Haftings propofed to h'un to take'Tmyi^ri. 
a commiftion of fifteen per cent. ; and 
he calltd upon the Hovife to obferve, 
that Hrodie wrote word in Scuiembcr 
that all the rice which was ft 
fent, was no-t only in general of a bet- 
ter quality, hat coll jdovc twenty pei 
cent, l.'fs tl^an tiAit wl ich was fupplicd 
b/ contra^:, ff it is I’lul, that this 
only proved that the concraif with 
Fergiifcrn was too high, it is to be 
ohferved, when the fame article wa? 
advertifed in tlic lowcft terms 

offered were within four annas of wlaat 
Kergufo'O hid received. 

As to influence, he did n(-t fee with 
what view of influence this Agency 
could be given. The (’har^'c indeed 
ftated, that it was given to Mr. Auriol 
by way of reward fur his fertkes y 
but the moment the terms wore 
ajgrced upon, Auriol left Calcutta fqV 
the benefit of hi» health, and the 
commiflion was executed by his bro- 
ther till ihe month of September fol- 
lowing. 

As to Sir Fyre Coote’s Allowances^ 
he agreed entirely with the Noble 
Earl (Lord MANsrir.i.n)? that Mr. 
Haftings did perfctlly right not 10 take 
them off, under the peculiar circum- 
ftances of this cafe ; ‘ for it fliould be- 
remembered, that Mr. Croftes's letter 
to Mr. Briftow to pay thcm.t was writ- 
ten at a time when Sir EfreCoote's 
very name was a vid^oty,. an^ when it 
was of the iitmoft confeqiiHlli to the 
Company's affairs that Sir Ryrttlhould 
refume the command of the Aripy in 
the Carnatic, which in point of jiifticc 
to his family he poffibly might hav.*^ 
refufed to do, in the dangerous ftate 
of health in which he then was, Z9 
the expence which that command 
would require is known he. con* 
^ fidcuahUv 
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fid€rabl«. His Lordfhip therefore faid, 
had he been m Mr. Haltings’s lituation 
he would have done exactly the fame 
thing. \ 

^ So he would with refpeft to the Bui- 
Contraft propofed by Sir. Kyre 
CodT^who complained, as did the pro- 
vincia^commander in chief, GLtieral 
Stibbcrt\that the former contract was 
made upoTk^ch low terms that the 
army fuifcre^tflentially by it; and it 
would have been a very invidious 
talk, and Mr. Mailings would have had 
much to anfwer for, had he taken upon 
himfelf to rejc6l a motion fo made by 
the commander in chief, in whole de- 
partment it immediately was, and who 
. was himfelf to lee to the execution of it 
in time of adlual fervicc. Nor were 
the prohes enormous, as the Charge 
ilatcd ; for Fcrgufoii*s letter, ‘fupported 
by the declaration of his book-keeper 
Farlie, proved that his profits were not 
fifteen per cent, fubjcdl to bad debts ro 
the amount of a lack of rupees ; which 
is no very enormous coinpenration.whcn 
it is conhdered how great the refponfi- 
bility is of fuch an undertaking, upon 
which the very exiftcncc of the army 
nnill depend, and allb how great the 
rilkis ; for, if the Marattas had entered 
the provinces, as was expcd^cd, Kergu- 
fon niuft ha\c been utterly ruined. 

Nor did he fee anything to objcdl to 
in the Contract with Belli. The fupply 
of the garrifon with provilion, ^'kc. was 
held to be material when it wns pro- 
poled in 1778, in which opinion even 
* Mr. Francis liimi'Llf concurred. That 
. j was well executed, appears by the pro- 
>ifions having fold for abo\e thirty per 
cent, mere than they coll Governmnit. 
That the merchants were wrong in fup- 
poling twenty per cent, would be a fuf- 
ticient agency, is proved by JohnfonV ac- 
countof the adlual profit and lofs, which 
upon Ionic articles was ninety per cent. 
His profits, he dedans upon his ho- 
nour, were but, ten per cent, which 
did not amount upon the average to 
three the*jfand a year. Though the 
Diredlors intended to reduce his con- 
tract 10 t:??ejity per cent, that is as much 
again ar ’:j(I actually received.-.— -^Mr. 
iklli’s charadter is fpoken of in the 
fiigb'^ll term^ by Sir Eyre CffOte 5 and 
afterward^ by Sir John Maepherfon, 
■and by Mr. Stables, when Mr. B. left 
India. 

Having thus touched upon the prin- 
cipal points of the Rcfoluiions of the 
Comniitt^, his Lordlhip fij\d, hp felt 
the goodfe.nfe of an obfervation that had 


been made by a Learned Lord, [Lord 
Loughborough] that the Houfe’. wa/ 
trying the cafe, and not the ma^’an^ 
therefore he would forbear to 
large into the wide field whidh preftfntu 
ed ufclf before them, of Mr. Haftinas's 
general merit and fcrviccs ; but dins 
much he thought he might be at liherty* 
to fay, that in a fituation the moft im- 
portant, and under circuinllanccs the 
mod trying and the mod mortifying in 
which any public man ever dood, he 
had, by his exertions and by the dreng^h 
and vigour of his mind, preferved ^ 
empire to the nation, which withou^• 
thole exertions might have been iod to 
it for ever. 

Lord Thurlow moved, “ That the 

Refolutions contained in the Report be 
** read one by one, and a <][uedion put 
“ upon each.” 

The lird Refolutioii being read, the 
Lord Chancellor faid, it appeared to 
him, that the only qucllion which could 
be put in that dage of the bufinefs was. 

That the Report do lie on the table.*' 
He oblerved, that the Report could not 
podibly be made' the ground of any . 
edential future proceeding ; if however 
any Noble Lord had it in hi$ contempla- 
tion to follow it up with any future pro- 
ceeding, it ought to he dated to the Houle 
what was to be the object of that prouofed 
future proceeding, thjt their Lonuhips 
might lee iheir way, and know to what 
meafurcs they were to be induced. Fur 
his own part, he law nopoJliblc ufe that 
coll'd be drawn from putting a vote upon 
each Refolution contained in the Re- 
port. If by a Refolution of the Houfe 
the Report Wds agreed to in ic.'Oy no prac- 
tical end would be anfwercd. A Refo- 
liition of the Coninnittce would not con- 
clude any Noble Lord as to his ulterior 
vote in Wedmindcr-Hall, nor indeed 
would a Refolution of the Houfe fo con*> 
elude him. Not having changed his own 
opinion fince he had been in t!ie Commit* 
tee, he fhould certainly be inclined to find 
the Defendant guilty on mod of the 
Charges ; and 110 iDrocceding that their 
Lord Ihips could inliitutc,would perluade 
him to depart from the line of cunduA 
which he had laid down for himfelf as 
to his ulterior vote on each Charge in 
Wedmiufter-Hall. If the coming toa 
Refolntion upon the Report, would at. ^ 
all tend to accelerate the progrefs of rhe 
caufe, or aid the due adminidration o£ 
jufticc, he ihould have no objedion ; , 
but conddering that no further proceed- 
ing had been intimated, or, as (ar ait the 
Houfe was apprifed, was likely to be 
LI a ' \ grounded 
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jfrotindcd on agreeing to it, he really 
At a lofs to imagine what other 
i^uelTijyi could be put than, “ That the 
‘^Aeps^t do lie on the table/’ He 
hoped theveforc that the Noble and 
Learned Lord would forego his motion, 
aotfconfent that the Report be laid on 
the tlble. 

, Lord Thurlow declared himfclr to 
rstber aftoniflied at the lort of objection 
tlAt had been raifed by the Noble and 
learned Lord to a quell ion which 
ihight almoft be llaied to be a qucftioii 
f form. He feared howevci, if the 
learned Lord’s rciifoning had been 
right in every part of it, tlVcir Lord- 
ftips had gone fornewhar too far to fall 
in with it without a violation of order, 
and fomcihing like a grofs irregularity 
in the nature of their proceeding?. 
The Refolutions contained in the Re- 
port had been read once, and the hiH 
of them had been diftifi^lly read a fe- 
cund time, which amounted to the fame 
thing as if the qucdioii had been put 
Upon it. The form of proceeding 
which ‘he had moved, and in whicn the 
Houib had already engaged, viz. read- 
ing the Refolutions one by one, and 
putting a queftion upon each, was nei- 
ther more nor Icfs than the ordinary 
courfe of proceeding in ali fiinil.ir cafes. 
When a Report was brought from a 
Committee, cither on a bill, a pciitioo, 
or any other matter fubmitted to the in- 
veftigation of a Committee, and upon 
which matter of reference 4hey came to 
more than one Refoliition, it was the 
uniform praftice.of eiilur Iloufe of 
Parliament to difpofe of the Report in 
fonie mode or other, cither to recom- 
mit it, to negative fome of the Uefolu- 
tions, and to agree with others, or to 
rcfolvc their concurrence with the 
whole of the Report. Undoubtedly, if 
the Refolutions were all agreed to, it 
would not, as' the Learned Li>rd had ob- 
itTved, conclude any individual Peer as 
to his ulrcrior vote in Weftminllcr- 
llall. He vvas pcrf'eftly aware that it 
did not, any more ihan agreeing to the 
Rtpoit of a Committee to whom a peti- 
tion had been referred, on which the 
Chairman of that Committee was dire^- 
„^ed to a<k leave to bring in a bill on the 
fubjci^ matter of that petition, conclude 
- any Member as to his giving l^is 
free opinion and vote in the difeuflion 
of rhe parinciplc and claufes of fuch 
, bill, when it Ihould cotnc before either 
Hobft of Parliatncntl Every Member 
well knew that each ftage of the bill 


was open to debate and oppofition, ab4 
that their opinions, and the mode of hat- 
ing them, were not in the fm.illeft de^- 
grtc fettered or embarrafled by theiV 
having agreed to the Report, which 
went no farther than to indicate 
fort of bill to be brought in. ncy 
were neveithcleis free to objeft to the 
principle), to any of the cla^ffcb, and 
in ihort to every part of -;»][ie bill that 
they elude to refilt.T'he^Learned Lord * 
moiioi) did what perhaps lie was not 
bimfclf aware of — it went to coiintcradt 
the t»rigmal purpofe for whicn their 
Ltuddiips haci gone into a Committee. 

He thought it had then been under-' 
Hood, that it would be more convenient 
for dchberatien to difeufs the ehdenor 
adduct’d on the part of the Profccution 
and Defence in the form of a Com- 
mittee than in a Houft, and coufe- 
qutntly he had no idi;a that any Noble 
Lord would object to difpofe (d tlie Re- 
port in ebe ulual manner that ali Re- 
ports horn Committees were difpofcdof; 
and in the prefent inllance it w?s more 
efpccially proper, as tlic fulleft dil'cuf- 
fion of every part of the Impe ichincut 
was dclirablc, and no mode (>t pro. ced- 
ing Could admit of more opportuniry of 
free difcullion, than the mode of read- 
ing the Refolutions one by one, anil 
puiting a dillinft queftion upon each. 

The E.arl of Caernarvon could not 
agree wirh the Learned J.ord LLord 
Tiiurlow’J, but thought dirc<^tly the 
contrary, lie fpoke trom the Lcnrned 
Lord’s own words, if he underftood - 
them rightly, that the form of goings 
into a Commitice was adopted fur tl^s 
fake of the more free and ample dif- 
culiion of the evidence. Why then 
(huuld the Learned Lord wi/h to com- 
mit the Houfc, by calling upon them 
to agree to the Refolutions come to by 
the Committee, and thusembarrafs their 
ultimate vote in Wcflminfter-Hall ? 
What end would it aufwcr, or what 
fcrvice would it do to the caufc ? Jt 
would merely fecurc the entry of their 
Lordfliips Cf.MCurrence, if they ftiould 
concur with the Relbluti^s of the 
Committee, upon their Journals, which 
would ncccfTariiy throw a ttifticulty in 
the way of their ulterior decifion, and 
embarrafs all their future proceedings. 
Pollibiy fome Noble Lords roiglit think 
it nectlTary to’ call for the opinion of 
the Judges on particular po'nrs of , evi- 
dence which appeared to be matters of 
law, and perhaps he might himfcif wiih 
to have their opinion on ope or^ two 
• ' ■ ppims. 
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|)clfnts. The Koufe, pending the trial 
in Weftmintter.l-Iall, had frequently 
thought it nccelTary to confuli the 
Judges upon parts of the proceeding 
* which depended upon legal conllruc- 
they had never once been cal- 
led up^of coni iilicd by tnc Committee, 
where w^ir advice fccmcd to be the 
more ncc\Jary, as the calc was reduced 
within a najhn^er compafs than before, 
and the whole ground of dilculfion was 
confined to the evidence. Ilis Loruihip 
further faid, that the judgment to be 
delivered m Wedminiltr iiall was a 
matter of conl'cientious opinion, and 
therefore he conceived that no other 
queftion than that ftated by the Learn- 
ed Lord on the wooll ok [Lord Lough- 
borough,] viz. “ That the Report lie 

upon tlK table,** could or ought to 
be put. 

Lord Thurlow, in reply, faid, the 
cuclhon fuggeftctl by the Learned Lord 
on the wooliack. was dircttiy in the teeth 
cf Parliamentary ufage and precedent j 
whereas the mode of proceeding he had 
propofed, and which the Houfc had in 
ia 6 l adopted, was confonant to the uni- 
form practice of Parliament. Which- 
ever of the two modes was adopted, was 
. a matter of perfect indifference in itfelf ; 
but it would be fatal, were their Lord- 
Jhips rafhly to form a pre'cdent alto- 
gcth-T new, and dircttly in djliancc of 
the vvifdom and experience of their an- 
trcltoh, who had letilcd a mode of pro- 
ceeding fo i Ml mediately the reverfe of 
. that contended for. The proceeding m 
SachevereU's cafe was dated in the Re- 
port of the Conimitice appointed to 
fcarch for precedents, and there their 
Lordlhips would lee, tlrit aiUv’Ugh 
there were differences of opinion ic- 
fpefting parts of the Jmpenchaicnr, the 
lloufc came to a v^vtc upon each Ar- 
ticle before they delivered their vcrdidf 
in Wcftmindcr-Hall : He therefore faw 
no rcafon why they Ihould not in this 
inrtance do the* fame, elpecially as it 
really concluded nothing that could 
affedt thv judgment whicli each indivi- 
dual Peer Ihould think it his cuijfci- 
entious duty to pronounce in Weff- 
min Her- Hall. 

The Earl of Lauderdale faid, he had 
not attended the Committee, neither 
did he mean to take any part in the 
progrefs of the caufe for obvious rea- 
lons ; but the prelent fubje 6 \ of debate 
he confidered entirely to be a queftion 
of form» refpefting which he was at li- 
berty toMehver his opinion^ without in 


the fmalleft degree interfering with thf/'^ 
Impeachment or the Trial. Hc.ouUit- 
not help thinking that the mod^' pr- 
eceding contended for by theiTearuef 
Lord [Thurlow], viz. to read the lU. 
folutionsyfffj?*r/fl//OT,and come toa dift;hd 
vote upon each, would be to be guilty pf 
the height of ridicule and abfiirdity. It 
involved this ft range dilemma, and 
fiblc injufticc to the Defendant; thsir 
Lordlhips might acquit him of all the 
Charges in the Chamber of Parliament^ 
and find him giiilty as a Court of Juftice^ 
in Wcftminller-Hail. Whatever vptCi 
they came to rcfpcdling the Trial in the 
Houfc would of courlc be entered on 
then Journals; and if a verdidi of a 
different fort (houid be pronounced by 
their Lordlhips judicially, the Defen* 
danr would have juft caufe to complain 
of the contradiciion and inconfiftenc/ 
of their proceedings. Ori the other 
4 and, how much more iinjuft would it 
be if the Houfc Ibould dilfcnt from the 
Refolutions contained in the Report of 
the Committee, and ihefr Lordlhipa 
ihould ncvciLlultll individually acquit 
Mr. Halil ngs in V/eftminfter Hall ? He 
would in riutr caie ha\e cuuic to com* 
plain of being lent down to judgment 
under prejudice, and ot it, Hiding cri- 
minated on tlunr Lordfiiips Journals, 
although he had been accjuirted and 
pronounced innocent by the hii» heft court 
in the kingdom, nnd the only court 
competent lo decide upon his guilt or 
innocence in rerpett to the various 
matters charged again ft him. In 
the foJe aim fccmcd to be to obtain the 
vote of the Houfc in concurrence wirh 
the Report for the fake of entering it on 
I he Journals, and he faw not what ufe- 
ful pLirpofe that was to anfwcr. With 
regard lo ivhai the Learned Lord ha^ 
faid of the ufual courfe of jirocccding 
wiih the Reports cf Committees on 
titions or bills, the prefent cafe was not 
to be ipomparcd with the keport of 9 ^ 
Committee on 3 bill, or the appeal of. 
any individual even in an ordinary ju- 
dicial caufe. it was pcrfcdtly new in 
itfelf, altogether unprecedented, and of 
the hightlt importance, as it involved 
the national charaftcr on points thn 
mod vender, delicate and facred. He 
had as much reverence for precedents ^ 
cftablilhed by the wifdom of their an- 
ceftors, and founded in good fenfc, as 
any Noble Lord could entertain ; but » 
he was neither aftiamed nor afraid to 
fay that, where a precedent, of ho^v. 
ever long ftanding, wes pregnant with 
\ the 
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fhe.uiiro'l ridicule and ahftirdity, he 
jjhou^lu ii high time lo ninkc new 
/^nd torm a precedent eflaDliflicd 
1 ^, lei!^ ^ucitionable grounds, and on 
founds more reconciltablc to con.u.on 
The Learned Loi d had cited the 
protedings of the Houle in the cafe of 
bt*. Sachevcrtll, but he law no rc.iron 
\ihx implicitly adopting the lame line of 
cplfduttj it might be proper in that 
t^fe, and Altogether improper in the 
pvefent. His Lordfliip added a few more 
•bfervatioiis, and declared he (liould 
^givc his vote for the t|uefiiun which the 
Leariu;d Lord on the wnoUack [Lord 
Loughborough] had I’uggcfted. 

Lord Thnrlow laid, he wilhc«l that 
thofc Noble Lords who were fuch eager 
adi'ocaus for reform on all occalions, 
when they Hated their leiitimciui in 
appitcati' n to matters of judicial pio- 
* ccedin^, woyld not direct their ideas 
to burying in their own rums ad the 
ancient pllublilhmcnu and approve* 
forms and principles of adipinidcri ng 
jufticc, \v‘rtUo*:t at tlie lariic time tak* 
lag care to be ready to fuggLll and 
build up fomething better, more con- 
ducive to tile ends of julticc, and more 
likely to proipotc the grand objea in 
nW matters of judicial pr ocecdinj.>. The 
p:)dc he had niovcvl, and which in 
the Houle bad adopted, of read- 
ing the Relblutions contained in the 
Report a iVcond time w^s 

the mode motl cmilbnani to the inva- 
riable pra^dicc of Parliament tor ccutu- 
ries, and it bell admiitcd of full and 
free dilciiHiou in the Houfe of cadi 
Charge to which the Ktfnlutions of 
tile Commitice rtfpe^lfuily referred. 
V'ith regard toils having ^ny tendency 
to commit thedr Lordihips in any fub- 
femient dlage of the huhnefs, it ccr- 
f’snly had not the Imallelt of chat 

kind, I ml he begged ilien* Lordfmps 
tn rtCoUei'd that they had '^Ireudy 
gone 10 ) tu io allow them to adc pt 
ilic luotioavjf ;Ue Lear.itci Lord on lue 
vooUacK. 

The h.arl* f Lauderdale faSI iy repl^, 
Ikat he looked '^ith us much revci\nee 
IV' till' precedents cnublillud b\ their 
as any man, '-.wa he was 
‘^MVvt^Ucil *ibey w tie Jouiul*..! in wit'Join 
’■ “Olid leiil'i; ^ bat be was nol emu- 
‘ plairani eiioagii tu adopt their abiurdi- 
'ties, 'uut tupport fvic’ri as wcie open to 
ridu uU, h b d ftrvcd rht Learned 
Lortl'v pyrpole belter to dwell upon 
' that ji.irt of hi.s Ipcecfi which implied a 
Ytih to lutTOduct s new^prartice, and 


might admit of the nft? of the wicifd 
reform^ than to anfwtr rbe -arguments 
he had urged. In order, therctore, that 
what he had Hated might not be loH 
light of, he would remind their Lnrd- 
Ihips of the injuHicc the Hcfcnd^i'*" 
might polTibly have to complainA>f, by 
unnccclfarily entering upon tli/r Jour- 
nal. what the rcl’ult of tbeiyropinions 
upon the Report of thrj.:vJ'Committee 
wasjwhich might e^ enttlally be contra- 
di-fled by the verditt given in Weft- 
.minftcr-Hall. 

The Knrl of Caernarvon faid, that 
the precedents on ordinary proceedings 
on Reports of Comr.iittcts to thcHoufc, 
could ha\c no analogy w'itb the prefent 
cafe. We have hitherto adtJptcd c 
mode of proceedinii liable to great ob- 
jccfion, and the abfurdity incrcafu 
cvci) ucp. The J Joule has referred 
ly the Committee the difeulhon of a 
fubjeft in which the confclcnces of the 
Coinmiitcc alune are concerned, and 
thay arc now inclined to treat the cal? 
as one where they had referred to the 
Committee a liibjc^I for their examina- 
tion and invcH»g«>tion, in order to col- 
Iei!;> matter to enable the Houle to a6V 
upon. In ordin iry cpl'ts, the Com<P 
mittee rake the labour of imjuiiy ; they 
have power to arrange, digcH and re- 
port materials ; but they haye no power 
or authofity to a6t ^ their proceedings 
^rc inclTcftuil without the lanttion or 
authority of ilie fi^^ul'e. In ihc pie- 
lent cafe the Houle has no aiuhonty j 
its appnibdiion and concurrence c-aa 
hive no more effect than its dilbppro^y 
bation and difagrecmcnt on the opinioa' 
of the Committee. The Lords who 
attended WtltminHer-HaU as Judges 
of JMr. Hattings* have dilcufkd the 
fuhjccl in a Coinmiitee in obedience 
to the orders of the Houft ; they have 
reperetd ilitir piocteoings and opinion j 
if the Houk fliould diCagrcc w'ltn them 
in Opinion (and a rpuhion put to con- 
cm wuh the Coinnii;tec implies thv 
poinbiiity f»f dilagrctinji,^— rjic Corn- 
iinuce will ceviaiiuy corilider^rhat opi- 
nion as nugar<.ry as rhe tilfapju-obati u 
iii duv othiv large body of men would 
be, w'hnh neuhtr cotild iiiw ought 119 
\ntluence lunges in clu cxcrcifc of their 
duty» and the difebarge of their ccu\. 
iVicnct-x They will go into Well- 
miller Hall, and pronounce a judLinent 
which will be an tlkclual rod legsrl 
dilcluirge or condemnaiion of Mr. Hal- 
tiijgV however it may dilTer from the 
opinion of the Ilouft, eompoie^ of Peers 

'who 
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wlfc.have not attended the Trial : it 
Would therefore be more becoming the 
dignity of this Iloiifc to let the Report 
lie on the table, without making any 
order on it, bccaufe none can bt made 
ihp,j^is confiftent with common fenfe. 
It IS “^^tainly true, that the objcAion 
would nV'c been as valiil to going into 
a Commqj^* ; but the difculfion was 
thought of ul'e : it cannot be 

of life to pulP*it to an abfurdity out 
of refpeft to form, crptciallv when 
an attachment to form will lead us to a 
poiFiblc iiijufticc as. we ll as abfiirdity. If 
the Houfc ilioiild be of opinion that 
the Committee are miftaken, and that 
Mr. Ilaflings is guilty ; the Committee 
wcing ^ompofed of thofe Peers who 
have attended Weftminfter-Hall, and 
are the judges in this iriiil, will never- 
tlulcls prevail in acquitting him, and 
the Houfe, who art not his judges, 
will have iBcftcflually and extrajudi- 
cially (landered his reputation, and de- 
livered down to poftcrity a libel upon 
the Defendant, and a cenfure upon his 
judges. I do not know what the pre- 
cedents arc, but I know that the pre- 
fent trial, from its extraordinary length, 
dilfers lb materially from every other 
on the records of Parliament, that no 
precedent can apply. The ohjc^lion 
might not have occurred in fliort trials, 
where all the Peers attended the whrde 
trial, and the fame perfons decided all 
qiieftions on that trial, whether in 
Weftininfler-IIall as judges, or in the 
Committee and in the Huufc as Peers; 
the place and form, not the fubftance, 
was changed ; no drflferencc of opinion 
on the fame points was to be appre- 
hended : but in a trial of fo many 
years, where variety of changes by 
death or creation have taken place* and 
many from illnefs and fatigue have not 
attended the conclulion who attended 
the commencement of the trial ; and at 
length the judges are reduced to lefs than 
thirty— ^in fuch ja cafe tJic judges bear 
1)0 proportion to the Hoiifc of Peers 
who arc Co vote upon the Report of the 
Committee, and who may, without in- 
confiftency, diflfer with the judges, 
though ii^y cannot influence their 
confciencc or their condii^« If the 
forms of the Houfe do not admit the 
propofition, ** that the Report do lie 
upon the table/' the previous queflmn 
fniifl enable the Houle to get rid of a 
queflion not fit to be put. f lhall rheje-" 
lure move the previous quefVion* 

' ^e-lwrd Chaacellot s fecond time 


left the woolfack to maintain his formet 
argument, and to aflert that any fuc- -j 
ther or different line of proc^yiinef' 
would be perfeffly inept and nug/ior^. 
The Learned Lord [Lord 'lTiurlo\t^ 4 
could not be ignarant, that whenyfT 
quell ion Upon a point of law hat! 
been fblcmni^ argued at the bar^ 
previous to tbc Judges of the Court 
delivering their opinion J/nguUf/m from 
the bench, it was ufiial to hold a con- 
fultation, when the grounds of the ar- 
gument on both licics were difciilTed j 
ebje^fions, as they rt>fe in the mind of 
c.ich Judge, were flarted, confitfered 
by the other Judges, and anlwercd, as 
f.ir as reply fuggefled iifelf; and after 
due forfidcration of the whole matter, 
the Judges proceeded to dtUver their 
opitiions in Court ; but it was no 
ttiiufual matter for each Judge to 
adhere to his original opinion, and 
to ftatc it, with the rcalons for it, . 
from the bench. In like manner his 
Lordlhip confidercd that ftage of the 
bulinefs. The Houfe was holding a 
confukation with rt*i*pe6f to their fub- 
fcquent mode of proceeding, and the 
more free and unfettered it was, ih^ 
better in his judgment. The Com- 
miKce had certainly .lifordcwl fcopc for 
much vntuable tlifc'uilion ; ithadbeenthe 
means of throwing a confiderable degree 
of light on the evidence, and had cer- 
tainly removed a great deal of difficult j 
in regard to the formation of an ultimate 
judgment on the caiifc : but to what 
purpofc pal’s a vote on the Report, when 
jt was agreed on all hands that it would 
conclude nothing I 

Lord 7 hurlow once more rofc and 
faid, he had heard nothing that weighed 
in his mind fufficirntly to juflify a dtr* 
parture From precedent and long efla- 
Djilhed cuflom. The Learned Lord 
had aptly enough compared rheir pre- 
lent fituation to that of the Judges oF 
any Court in Weftminker-Hall holding 
a confukation after a folcmn argument 
at bar,, previous to their dtlivtrinjf 
thciropinions^ff,^i^Ai//>//in Court. How* 
did thsir Lordihips difpoflng of this 
Rcjp«)rt one wav or another apply as a« 
ohjefition ? M'’hciher they agreed to 
the Report, or negatived any part of it, 
they were as free to hold a confukation 
m)on their refpeAive opinions as ever, 
His Lordfliip having advened to the 
of Midaltfex's Cafe^ flated in the 
former Report of a Committee of their 
Lurdlhips, mentioned xVhat had been 
tlia proceeding of the Houfe prevk^ijs 
* to 
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^ the giving joJgment in Wcflminllcr- 
j^.aU. He added further reafo ling, but 
>*%eftdU^ adherc^d to his nrft argument, 
^clali^e that if any queftion was put 
ra«cbat^age of the proceeding other 
wn to agree to the Refolution that had 
been read, it could only be the previous 
quellion. 

. On the queftion being put Ky the Lord 
ChanccUur on the previous quclHon, 
TiZ* “ Tlrat this qucllijn be now pur,*' 
the numbers werci 

Conttnti - - 6 

No/- Content^ - 14 

^ . The remaining Rtfolutions were 
then, by coufent, read fliort ind agreed 

stO. 

rnrnAY, aphit. 17. 

Lord Thurlow faid, the next point 
to be adjufttd was. the mode and form 
of the, quedions to be put to thoir 
Lordihips indU'^idually, when they gave 
iudgment id Weftminfter Hall. From 
the moment that their Lordlhips had 
taken the lubjcft into their conlidera- 
tion, after the cafe had been doled on 
both Gdes in the Court below, it had 
been fettled that the Articles Ihould be 
difeufied feparatcly, not only Artidc 
by A iticlc, but Charge by Cha. as 
many as were found to be conraintti in 
each Article. His l.ordlhlp (aid, that 
he had I’uggcfted this mode of dif- 
culFion, iu the firll inftaiicc, in order 
10 remove obvious dlfficulry and avoid 
embarralfment, which mult have been 
the calc, where any dilfercncc of opi- 
nion was likely to he entertained ; and 
in order to leave each Ntiblc Lord peV- 
feflly free and unfettered as lo the 
S^peracion of his judgment upon every 
one diftin^fe criminal Charge. As far 
as the nature of the cafe ihould be 
found to require it, hi^ own opinion 
was, that the fame line of coudud ought 
Xo be purfued with regard to the cn.cf- 
tions to be put in WcGminfter-Hall ; 
where there vve.c fevcral diftind 
Charges contained in one Article, it 
would, he conceived, be proper to put 
fcvernl difeind queftiuns. He owned, 
however, he had b^cn a good deal llruck 
with the opinion Hated by the Noble 
l^nd Learned Lord, when difeufling the 
Firll Article, vix. that although it 
.* conhlled of fevcral fads averred tu be 
tbatters of diftind criminal Charge, 
that all of them coliediycTy, 
Counted only to one material Charge 
pf High Crime and Mifdemeanor ; and 
^B-E , intd the Article bc;u properly 


drawn, the arreft would perhaps h^e 
been the only, or at lead the principal 
Charge averred in the Firft. Article, 
it was indifputably true, that they 
were but fo many conHiiiicnt parts of 
one wholc^ and were f ) far relatively^ 
conneded, that though fcparately^^pcr* 
red, they might all, withoutyiriibar- 
ralTment or difficulty, be com^'hended 
in one queftion ro this eftecj^“ Is the 
“ DefctuUut, W'^rren JWrfnigs, guilty 
** of the Charges of High Crime and 
“ iMifdemcanor courained ^u the Fir ft 

Article of the Impeachment ?** His 
Lord/hip faid, he wiihed tq hear the 
K'Utimcnts of uthcr Noble Lords, be- 
fi've he moved it as a queftion to be put. 

Lord Radnor faid, he had fqmc clif- 
ficulry iu regard ro the Firft ArticleT^ 
It cnnfiftcd of various Charges, with 
rcTper't to fornc of which he might 
thick Mr. H dtJiigs criminal, and with 
refpeft to otlicrs lie might deem him 
innocent. He thought it might be 
coniidered as diviftblo under five dif- 
tinft heads of Charge, m which cafe 
every Noble Lord, uho entertained a 
thlFcrent opinion upon the dilFcrent 
Charges, might fatisfy his confciencc 
and lii.s jiulgment, by anfwcring as he 
wn^ convinced to the queftion that 
fhould be put upon each. He did nor, 
liowever, mean to oftei* any rcfiltancc to 
the motion ; he wifhed, nevcrthelefs, 
to hear the opinions of other Noble 
Lords on the fubjeit, with rcfpedl to 
the law and juftice of the cafe, and in 
refpefl to the mode of delivering judg- 
ment. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that, as 
the Noble and Learned Lord had al- 
ready (Uted, the Article certainly did 
contain fevcral Charges leparatcly aver- 
red, but moft of them were ^lot fiib- 
ftantivc Charges, only matters of ag- 
gravation, and tending to lead to, and 
i'nbftantiate ibe material fafts that 
were, in the confiJeraiion of law and 
juftice, the high crimes and mifdeinea- 
nors to be decided upbn. He thought 
therefore the whole A rticle might be com- 
prehended under the ftngle queftion of— 

is the Defendant guilty, or notguilcy^ 

“ of the High Crimes and^Mifdcnica- 

nors charged in the Firft Article ? 

L'^rd Thurlow faid, the opinion of 
the Noble Earl was certainly of weight, 
and entitled to great rcfpc£l. If it was 
generally the wifli of their Lordfiiips to 
lubdivide the Article, and put live dif- 
tindl qiieftions, he had no olue6lion 
but he realty faw no oc^rfton for it. as 



the arrcfty ai>d the depofition 
of Cheyt Sing conftituted the effential 
Charge, and the other fa6ls averred as 
nfatters of crirfiinal charge, were ei- 
ther TO be dcerticd matters of aggrava- 
tion or inducements to the material 
His Ldrdfliip having further 
exptainbd the grounds of argument 
which haV' Jnduced him to entertain the 
opinion he'^^ad before dated to their 
Lordihips rell^^fting the Benares Ar- 
ticle, moved the quedion in form, as 
he had firft propofed it ; which having 
been unanimoujly agreed to. 

Lord ThuHow moved, “ That each 
Peer give his anfwcr to the c)uc{lion 
by laying his right hand on his bread, 
and frying, Guilty or /Vo/ Guilty^ up- 
•* on my honout.*’ — Ordered. 

Lord Thurlow next obferved, that 
the Article concerning the treatment, 
of the Begums certainly confided of 
two parts ! the violation of the Com- 
pany's guarantee was one, and the rc- 
fumpiion of the jaghircs, and Icizing 
of the treafures in poflelfion of the Be- 
gtim, the other ; but as one led to the 
other, and both were connected, he 
thought both might be comprehended 
under one quedion, and diould move 
accordingly, unlcfs fome Noble Lord 
^Ihould objcA to if. No objection being 
offered, the quedion was fo put and 
agreed to. 

The next Article, being the Sixth, 
containing the fevcral Charges rcfpe£t- 
ing'the Preftnti, being read ; 

The Earl of Mansfield rofc and Paid, 
he thought that the Charges contained 
in that Article dood on fuch different 
grounds from each other, and were fo 
didindf ill ihbir nature, that they could 
not be comprehended under one gene- 
ral quedion of Gnilty or Hot Guilty, 
becaiifc, if that was thd' cafe, how 
could thofe who thought the Defendant 
guilty of any one Charge of taking a 
Prefent, acquit him upon the whole 
Article ? Or, on the other hand, how 
rouUI thofe who rlioiight him innocent 
of fome, but guilty of others, condemn 
him upon the whole ? Until he was 
better rtdvifed, he tbould think the fc- 
vcral diftin^tXharges required as ina-iy 
diftin6f quedions to be put rcfpe£ting 
them. 


Lord Waldngham faid, he felt exaA- 
ly in the fame manner rcfpcffingtfic \ 
Article relative to the Contrat^; ini’ 
fome indances he might thinh^fL 
Hadings criminal 5 in dthers*^ot lb :Jt 
arid therefore ht felt the neccflity ijC 
putting didin^ CJuertioiiS •n each head 
of Chargb contained in the FoUrch Ar- 
ticle. 

Lord Thurlow faid, it was enough 
to incline him to agree fo put feparaie 
Q^ellions, to hear that any one Lord 
denred or felt it proper to meet the 
refpe^ive ChargefRontained in the 
two Articles of Preients and Contra6ls,' 
with didin^ and fcp.irate ^lediiftis. 

Didindt Quedions were accordingly 
agreed to be put and taken Jingulatim 
on the Six Charges contained in the 
Sixth Article. 

Seven diftinflQuedions were ordered, 
in like manuf'r, to be put Jingulatim ori 
the Fourth Article, 

It was then moved, and agreed to, 
that the Quedions to be put be printed 
for the ufc of theur Lordihips*. 

Lord Thurlow concluded with mov- 
ing, That their Lordfitips proceed 
further in Wedminfter Hall with the 
“ Impeachment of Warren Hadings, 
Kfc(. on ThUrfday next, and that 
** notice be fent to the Houfe df Com- 
mons.’* 


THURSDAY, APRIL £3. 

The Lord Chancellor role, and dc- 
fired that Further chrcdlions might be 
given concerning the further proceed- 
ing upon the »Tial of Warren Hadings, 
Efq. in Weftminder Hall. 

it was moved to leave out in the S/>- 
ieentb ^leflion f , agreed to be put to the 
Lords in Wedminfter Hall, after the 
words “ not guilty of,"^ the following 
words, “ the rcliduc The 

fame was agreed to, and ordered ac* 
conlingly. Then it was'moVcd to 
out in the fame Quedioft, after ** mif* 
“ demeanors," the words “ or any of 
“ them the fame was agreed to, 
and ordered accordingly. It was next 
mtived to infert in the fame Qneftion, 
after the words “by the,*' trie fol- 
lowing words viz, “ the reddue of 
•• the !*' agreed to, and ordered ac- 
cordingly. 


* As the only varhtion made by their Lordihips from the Quedions thris agreed to ani 
ordeied to l>e printed from thofe that were afterwards put by the Lord Chancellor will b« 
found In the next Day's pioceedings, it is thought unnccelTary to inf^rc them in this place. 

+ The SirtecKth printed as follows ; 

“ ]s Warren guilty, or not guilty, of the refidue of the High Crimea 

«ipd Mittsfiitf^ors, or any of them, charged upon him by the Impcacbmenc of tho 
CoXions ?" i ^ 

PAitxVJJf* Mm \ The 
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, .Tlic K^r! of C^jcrnsrron f^fcrvtd, involved in all thofe matters which 

^ Sixteenth Q^ucilion ordered to fpe^ the treaty of Chunar, and the 
^ jp^^o the Peers in Weftminfter conduct of Mr. Hallings towards the 
iteaenT nmvithliatnding the alteration it Kahob of Oude, that the evidence cf- 
iil|d rectived, left him in conSderable fential to one could not in po^^ilicy be 
cmbarraiTment, as he doubted whether indifferent to the Oi'.irrs Th^^ix- 
k was pi>(nble to give to it the hmplc tcenth Q^ielliun fuppofes a rejklue of 
anfwcr of Guilty or Not gmity^ and the matter cnminaHy charged^ fyif there 
order of the Huufe prohibited a quaii- is no fuch rendue,[thc queftioinsidle and 
6«d or fpecUl verdict. ^ nugatory ; if there ujfmrt than one 

The diviffon of the Articles of Im- Angle fa£t criminally charged in that re. 
peaehment into fcvcral Quellions to be Aduc, the Queftion ihould fo framed 
put to the Peers as judges, has not been as to enable tKofe who are to decide to 
• done with, fuff cient accuracy ; fo that affirm Guilty or Hot Guilty^ not only of 
fevtrah matters (contained in’ the Four the whole but of any part. The terms 
Articles particularly difculTcd in the of the Sixteenth Queftion^ as now al- 
Committee) which are critninally tercd» feem capable of an interpreta* 
charged in their rcfpe^ltve Articles, tion by which the anfwcr of Guilty^ 
have been in the fubdivifton omitted, Mvst be fuppofed to apply to all the 
and will therefore neither meet with rcAdiie charged in the original Arti- 
acquittal nor condemnation, except iin- cles of Impeachment > and the phrafe 
dcr the laft fwceping quertion. Any of Hot Guilty may feem to imply thar 
perfon who will compare the Articles he was guilty of no part. To neither 
^ Impeachment exhibited by the Com- of thefe conclu£on$ docs the evidence 
mons, and anfwercd by the Defendant, permit me to fubferibe, and confe- 
wirh the evidence aMuced, will fee quently 1 ihould be obliged, in difobe* 
that the qucAions do not cover all the dicncc to the order of the Hoiife, to 
matter criminally charged in the Arti- give a qualiAed judgment to the Six- 
cles ; and confcqucntly if no more ac- teenth Q^eAion, which might occafion 
curate fubdivifion is made, or more an adjournment to the Chamber of 
comprehenAve queftion put, as in the Parliament^ an event prod u^ive of in- 
Firft and Second Articles, much crimi- convenience and ill tntStf to be avoid- 
' nal matter will efcape judgment As cd if poffible | and the alteration of 
for inftance (amongft many others), in the words, or af leaft an explanation 
the Article relating to Contrai^h, the from the Houfe tlkt the anrvi;er of 
exorbitant fum given to Mr. Fergufen Guilty xo the Sixteenth QucftioXi is to 
for the relinquiihmcnt of the Bullock be Underftood to mean that the Defen - 
Contract, which might have been ter- dant is guilty of high crimbt and mif- 
miiiattd by notice without any txpcncc, demeanors, charged in fomc part of the 
n charged criminally by the Commons, vefidue, will remorc all the difficulty, and 
and is neither comprehended in the no more minute fubdiviAon wtk then 
terms of the Fltventh nor Twelfth be ncceffary, vnlefi the Defendant 
Queftions. Several Articles exhibited Ihould be found guilty, in which cafe 
by the Comirmns, and anfwcred by the alone a more accurate calculation of thjc 
Defendant in his reply at the bat, and t^umtum of guilt muft precede any 
opened generally by the Managers, poffible prnimment. ^ 

have been fupported by witneffes and Jlis JL ffi ip 's obfer rations gave rife 

evidence, produced in the courfc of to a fhort converfation betweeli Lord 
the difeuffion of the particular Articles Thurlow, the Lord ^Chancellor, and 
fpccially opened ; as in the Second Ar« other Lords ; when it was explained 
tide, much evidence was produced, and generally Underftood in what fenfe 
and fume admitted as applicable the laft or Sixteemh Queftion was to be 
topartinf thelMinth, Tenth, and £Ic- taken. 

vcidh, and other Articles, and yet no The Lord Chancellor, who had firft 
.Qpeftion, except the laft or Sixteenth Atggcfted the propriety of thofe a'mend- 
^4!tpcftion, comprehends thofe matters ments in the ^eftiona which the 
•^ich, whether Aiffictently proved or Houfe had adopt^ next ftated the nc- 
Fufficiently refuted, remain itibjeA to ceffity of deciding that he ought to b« 
the judgment of the Court 5 though at liberty not to ftate to each Lord the 
ffte Managers did not think fit to open whole Queftion, .rr 'fA would lead in.to 
them particularly, or dwell further on great length, und anK^cr no ufcftrf 
them after the evidence they had al- purpofe, Ance fiating it 
ready given. Tht^Syjond Article on previous to hfs begflining to put tiie 
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^eftion it to cucli in(!lyi(!u»I Proclamation having beco made rn the 

Peeft beginning with the junior Baron, ufual way, Warrkn Hastings, Elbf 
yrould as cfTc^ually anfwer the cnc!^ and iris Bail were called intirjCoi*|^ 
aiU^fave their Lordlhips much t inn e 4 aud the Dependant having Irnen^arfi 
but necelfarv to make an order been dire 6 i;cd to rife, was ordered Jo 

to this literal ioiporc of \vitl>dra^. 

the order already made required that Then the Lord Chancellor ftood up 
|te ihould repeat each Queftion to every and faid^ 

peer, oi^defiring him to fay whe- *' Your Lordlhips having fully heard 
thcr the Defendant .was GuHiy or Noi ** and conlidcrcd of the evidence apd 
Guilty of each particular Charge. arguments in this calc, have agreed 

Lord Thurlow aud icveral other upon fevcral .^eftions, which are 

Lords exprelfed their approbation of ^ ievcrally to be Hatcdro yourLordAiips 
the propoled amendment. in the uluaJ manncXa'jN ^ 

A few words palTed as to the condu^ The Lord ' ChancclH^ hSd, In hla 
eventually to be held, if the Managers hand a lift of the titles of the Peers 
for the Commons ihould infift on fpeak. prefent, who had taken their feats in 
I iig ; but as it did not appear probable their robes **, and pi*occc,^C(! to put the 
that the Managers would urge any fuch Firft Queftion to each individual Peer, 
claim f nothing was fettled on that beginning with the junior Buron, ia 
point. Had the Managers therefore the following terms 
.claimed it as their right, the Lords, in 1. 

all probability, would have retired to Is “ Warren Haftin|r!;, Efj. guilty, 
their Chamber of Parliament to debate or not guilty, of Htgu Crtmcs and 
•the propriety of the claim, and adjuft ** Mifdemcanors, charged by the Com* 
their decifion upon it. “ mons in the Pkft Arucic pf Charge ?’* 

Then it was moved to amend the S.e- Cf;orgc Lml Douglas (lUrlof Morton 
folutiori touching the manner of put* in Scotland), how fays your Lordlhip, 
ting the Queftuins to the Lords in Is Warren Hartings, Efq. gujlty, or 
Weftminfter Hall, by leading out the not guilty, of the faid Charge ? 

^ >vord put ^ after the word fevc* Whereupon Lord Douglas ftood up, 

“ rally,*' and inferting injllcad theyec^ uatoA.ered,‘ and laying hU right harul 
ihe word ftated :*' agreed to, and on his breaft, pronounced— AW Guilij^ 
ordered accordingly# Alfo in ^hc fapie upon my honour. 

Kefolutjon, after (he words ** Weft* The Lord Chapcejllor then put the 
min tier -Hall,'' to infert the words, fapic queftjon .to all l^c Pce.rs in robes 
•‘and the following queftioii put:” as follows: 

the fame was agreed to, and ordered hovvfaysyour Lord* 

accordingly. Ano in the fame Refolu* ftip Cuiltyf upon myTionpur. 

fioii, after the words “junior Baron,*' Charles LorU Somers^ how fays your 
to infert the foliowiiig words, “Is Lordihip (fuWjrj upon my ho- 

\yarrcn Haftings, Efq. guilty, or nour. 

“ not giiilty ?’* The fine was agreed Francis ^rd fiawdon (Karl of Moira 
jco, and ordered ac.cordmgJy. Then it m Ireland), how fays your Lordfliip ? 
was agreed by tbc Houie and ordered, ^Not Guil^, upon my honour, 
that the Loro Chancellor having taken I'bovias Lord If'af/ingham^ how fays 
the votes upon each of the faidQiieftions your Lordfliip ?— Ao/ Guilty^ upon my 
Ih^ll declare the xnajoricy to the Houfe, honour. 

and aifo tg the ipcfendani, as foon as Fldward Lord^burloiv, how fays your 

he fliall be brought to the bar. Lordfliip ?—iye/ upon py ho- 

TIic Order of the Day being ne^ nour. 
read for the proceeding further on the Martin Lord Haivke^ how fays your 
Trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. the Lordfliip }^Not Guilty^ upon my ho- 
Lords wore* called over by the 'Clerk nour. 

gt the table. Then the ^oufe was ad- Frederick Lord Bojlon^ how fays your 
jQurned into Weftminfter Hall, and the L<’’^dfliip ? — ffot Guilty^ upon my ho- 
Lords proceeded there at half after nour. 

twelve in the ufual form# Ed%oin Lord Sandys, how fays your 

* The reft of th&j2aqfe| who^ cither ftom having been created Peers, or fuccccdcd to 
ftieir titles finceaM^^ommencemenc ^ the Trial, or who from ^her motives did not chufe 
flood unrobed about the throne, fpcflators of the folemnity. 

M in » % 
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J[^or4fl\ip ?— AT')/ Guilty^ upon my ho- 

‘ * r, 

l^d M'ddleJon^ how fayfc your 
? — AV Guilty f upon my ho- 

Samuel Lord Bljhop of (Dr. 

Horflcy), how fays your Lot dihip ?— 
jMj/ Guilty^ upon my honour. 

John turd Btfiop of Bi^ngor (Dr. 
Wan’cn)» how lays your Loi dihip ?— 7 
^. 3 / Gui'ltyt upon rny honour. 

7'bomaj Lord Vifcount ^idfiry^ how fays 
your Lordiliip Guilty^ upon my 

hpnoiir. ^ ^ 

Gtcrgs Lord Fifcount Falmouth^ how 
fays your Lordlhip ?— Guilty ^ upon 
piy hnnour.’ 

Hfury Earl of Carrnarvout how fays 
yourLv.idlhjp?— fJ/////;', upon my honour. 

‘ Jofe/*b Karl of Dorrhedert how fa\f 
your LorJihip Guilty^ upon my 

honour. 

Algernon Earl of Beverlryt how fays 
your Lordlhipf — JLot Giulty, upon my 
nonour, 

Jacob Earl of Radnor^ how fays your 
Lordihip }^-^Qutltyt upon my honour. 

‘ (i^illiam Earl Fiizxvilluw;, bow fays 
yourLcrJlhip upon my honour. 

Qeorge Eo-^l t)f IFarwitk^ how fays 
vour Lordlhip Guilty, upon my 

[lonour* 

George IVilliam E^rl of C.o^oentry, how 
fijyi your Lordlhip Ctulry, upon 

luy honour. 

‘ John Earl of Suffolk, how iays your 
X.orcli}iip ? — Guilty, upon niy honour. 

* George Marquis T'o'ivii/beitd, Iiow fays 

ypur Lordlhip Guilty, upon my 

honour. 

Francis Duke of Bridgivater, how 
fjys your Grace }^^ot Guilty, iipoii my 
Konouri 

Francis Duke of Leeds, h,o\v foys your 
Gmce l^Plot Guilty^ upon my honour. 

* Charles Duke of PJorflk, how fays 
your Grace ?— C7'o//r, upon my honour. 

Da'vid Karl of Man s fid f, how fays 
your Lordlhip r — AO/ Giuliy, upon my 
honoui . 

flfilUa:}! Lord Archhijbop of Fork, how 
fays your Grace ? — Guilty' upoji my 
honour. 

Alexander Lord Lou^hborougb, the 
Loid flhapcellor, proiiouiice<l— 
,..uoo»v my honour. ' ' 

p^H>n f|)C reriiaiuir.g Fifteen Quell iops 
fhe Peers voted in the iullowing manner : 

7. 

IsW.'irren Haftings, Efq. Guiltv, or 
^ot GuihyV CMmcs and MilUc- 


meanorSy chared by the Commoni in 
the Seconds Article of Charge J-^Cuifiy 6. 
•^Not Gdilty • 

Is Warren ^f?, ^Irhifty, or 

Not Guilty, of High Crimes and Mif- 
demeanors, charged upon Ifim by the 
Commons in the Sixth Article o1> Charge* 
in fo far as relates to faid Warren 
Hallir.gs having in the years 1771, 1773, 
and 177^., corruptly taken the level al 
fums oi money charged to l\ave oeen ta- 
ken by him in the laid years, from the 
level al perfons in tlie faid Article parti- 
cuUily mentioned Guilty zS. 

4 - 

Js Wanpn HallingS| Efq. puitty, or 
Not Guilty, ot High Ciuiiesand Mil- 
demeanoif) charged upon hirn^ by the 
Commons in the Sixth Ai tide of Charge, 
ill lb iar a^ 1 dates to his having, on qr 
before the 2$lh of June 1780, curiiiptly 
r^ctived and taken fiom Sadanund, the 
Biixcy of the Rajah Cht ir Sing, the fuiq 
ot two lacks of 1 u pecs as a Priient or gift f 
QutUy 4 . — Plot Guilty n. 

Is Warren Haftings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not Guilty, of High Crimes and Mif- 
dinieinors, chargiH upon him by the 
Commons in the bixth Aitide of Charge^ 
in ib tar as relates to his having, in Oc- 
tober i78p> taken apd received from 
K.e}leram, op behalf of himldf and a 
certain perfup called Culliap Sing, a lup) 
of money amoumiug to four lacks of lu. 
pees, in copAderarion of letting’ to then^ 
certain lands in the province of Bahar in 
perpetiijty, contrary to his duty, and to 
the injury of the Eaff India Company f— i 
Guilty 3 . — Hot Quilty 15. 

6 . 

Is Warren Ballings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not- Giidiy, of High ‘ Crimes apd Mif- 
demeapprs, charged upon him by the 
Cdmmdnsin the Sixih Aitide of Charge, 
in fo far as relates to' hi$ having in the 
year 1781 received and taken as a Prefent 
from Nundoulol, the fiim of Afty-cight 
thoufand ruoees ? •^^uilty Guilty 

7 * 

Is Warren Haftings, Kfn. Guilty, or 
not Guifty, of High Ciimes and Mtf- 
demeanors, charged upon' him by the 
Commons tn the Sixth Article of Charge, 
in fo far as reJaTe«^xo^.^4S having, on or 
about the month of St-pll!i^ her 1781, at' 
Chu.ia:-, in the Pruyince dhtydl^^on- '^ 

trary 
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trary to hts taken and received as 

a Prefent from the Vizier the fuin of ten 
4 acks of lupecs ?— 3. — G^illy 

'•k, g . 

Is Tq* Guilty, or 

Guilty, of Hi.£;h Ctiiucs and mil- 
demeanors, charged upon him by the 
Commons in the Sixth At tide of Charge, 
in fu far as seUtes to his having firft 
fiandulcntly foliciled as a loan, and of his 
having afterwards corruptly and illegally 
taken and retained as a Prefent or gift, 
from Raja NobkiiLn, a fiim of money 
amounting to 34.,oooh ttei hng ; and of 
his having, without any allowance from 
the Dsredors, or any perfon authorized 
to giant iiich allowance, applied the fame 
to his Own ufj, under pretence ot dif- 
charging certain expences i'.iid to he tu 
curred by the laid Wairen HalHngs in h s 
public capacity f—Qw//}' 5. — ^0/ QkiUy 
ao. 

9 - 

Is Warren Halh.igs, Efq. Guilty, or 
pot Guilty, of High Crimes and M.f- 
denieanors, duuged upon him by the 
Commons in The Fourth Article of 
Charge, in fo far as relates to his having, 
in the year 17,81, granted a Contrail lor 
the Provifion of Opium fjr four yen-?, 
to Stephen Sullivan, Elij. wiJiour h U 
vcrtifing for the fame, and upon let ms 
glaringly exiravag-mt and wantcoly pio- 
fufe, for the puipole of seating an in> 
ilant fortune to the faid Stephen bulhvan ? 
r^Guilty Guilty 1 ^. 

10. 

Is Warren Haftings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not Guilty, of High Crimes and MiiUe. 
ineanor^, charged upon him by the Com- 
mons in the Fomth Article of Charge, 
in io far as rclites to his having horrc'vcd 
money at a large interelt, for the pur- 
pole of advancing the finie to the Con- 
traffor for Opiuih, and engaging the E.ifl: 
India Compr.^^in a Smuggling Adven- 
fme to China ? — ^ot GuiUy 45. 

1 1 * 

Is Warren Ha(}ings, Efq. Gnisty, or 
Nor Guil^, of High Crimes and M'f- 
dpineanors, charged upon him by the 
Coininoiis ill the Fourth >)^iticle of 


Charge, in fo far as relates to the Qoiy 
trad for Bullocks grunted Chaifeis* 
Croftes, Efq. (~-~Guh/y j 

Is Warren Haftings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not Guilty, of High Ciimes andMif- 
demeanors, charged upon him by the 
Commons in the Fourth Article of 
Chaige, in fo far as relates to In') having 
granted the Provifion of Bullocks to Sir 
Charles Blunt by the mode of Agency f 
^Guilty 3. — M?/ Gu ilty a % 



Is Warren Hrtliugs, Efq. Guilty, or 
not Guilty, ot High Ci u.fs and Mff- 
dimeanois, chained upon him by the 
Ccininons in tnc Fourth ArtreJe of 
Cliaige, in fu far as leiate':^ u» the i'eve- 
ralAdowances cha'g.d to have bten made 
to Sir Eyie Copte, and dircfled to be 
paid by the VIzIm fortheufe of the laid 
Sir Eyie Coote >-^G,i:hy 4.— iVt/ Gui/iy 

. 

Is Warren Ilaflings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not Guilty, of High Cj lines and Mif- 
demcano.s, charged upor. him by the 
Commons in the Fourth Aiiicle of 
Charge, in lb far as rel ites to the Ap* 
pointinent of James Peter Aiiriol, E^^to 
be Agent for the purchale of Supplies 
for the relief of the Piefidency of Ma- 
dias, and all the other Pielidencies in 
India, with a Commiirion of 15 pcrceiii'. 
— C/W£>' 4.— Gui/y zz. 

> 5 - 

Is W.inen Hadings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not Gu’.liy, of High Crimes and Mif- 
dtmeincrs, chaigcd upon him by the 
Commons in the Fourth Aiiiilc of 
Charge, in lb far as lehues 10 ihe ap- 
pointment of John Belli, Efq, to be 
Agent for the bupply of Stores and P:o- 
vihons for the Garrifon of Fort Wil- 
liam in Bengal, with a Comini llion of 
3oper cent,— 3.— //of Gu:ly 

16. 

Is Warren Hadings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not Guilty, of High Crimes and MifJe- 
ineanois, charged uponlviin by the r^fi- 
due of the Impeachment of the Com- 
mons z.^Not Guilty 23. 


PIS. 
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blSJINCT SUMMARY OF THEIR LORDSHIPS VOTES, 
PRONOUNCED ON THE DEFENDANT. 
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Warren Haftliigs, Efq. 

•• 1 am to acquaint you that you art 
ACQUITTED of the AR^i JlCL® 

« OF 1 MPE ACHMENT, &c. cxl jbif. 

ed againft you by the Houte of CoS'* « 
“ mons for High Crimes and Mirdcmca** 

** nors, and all things contained therein, 

** and you arc difeharged, paying your 
“ fees.” 

Mr. Haft in gs bowed rcfpc^tfuUvtand 
retired. 

The Lord Chancellor then put the 
queftion, Is it your Lord (hips plca- 
“ fure to adjourn Cham ber <if 

ParhamefiT?" .JlrdgrcT^^aiWL, fj ieir 
Lord (hips adjourned accordingly to 
their Chamber of Parliament. 

* The Hall was much more crowded when thr Peers pronounced their opinions fcveraily cn 
each Clnrge, and Judgment was givcn> than it lud been on any preceding day of the Tno!, 

•r perhaps on any former occafion. 

END OF THE TRIAL. 


WE annex another List ^ of the Changes in the High Court of 
Justice in Great Britain, pending the Trial of Mr. HASxiiiCs, as 
a matter that may gratify the curiofity of a future Age f . 

DUKES. 

Cumberland St. Alban's Montrofe (Earl Newcaftlc 

Chandos Leeds Graham) Bulcou 

Mancheftcr Montague Soinerrec 

• See the Ibrmer List in P.%rt VI. Page 69. 

f The great* A number of Loids that fat at any time on this Trlni was one hundred and 
fxry-eight; but this number only aflemblcd on Mr. Burke's opening Speech, Mr. S;iK- 
It I dan's Summary of the Begums, or on fomo extraordinary occalion. In general the 
Court confi Acd of from chii ty to Afty Lords. By this Lift the reader will fee that there 
have been one hundred and eighty changes in the Houft; of l.ords pending this Trial} a 
circamfbmce that muA occaAon fenous and awful reAc^lIon amongA all thofe who vene- 
rate the BritUh Conftitution. In all common Criminal Trials the procefs ciofts in one day. 
But we are well aware that clrcumftances may arife in which a Criminal Trial mu A l>e pro- 
trailed to a later period. Yet upon all other occaAons than the prefent, the prwei/Jt tA the 
Law of England has been clofely adhered to. The LeglHature paAed a law in 17S6, in 
the trial of perfons acebCed of having committed crimes in India. By the proviAons of 
that Law, when f Criminal Trial W fmmcficed, the Court was to Jit evciy day until the > 
concluAosi ; ClitiAmas Day, Good Friday, and Sundays excepted. Fifteen was the greate A 
number of the Court. * If one of Uiis number was abfeni one day, he was incapable of fit- 
^g any longer as a gudgeon tb& Trial, Abftnce, unlefs occafioned by Acknefs, might be 
punilhed b/^ne or imprifonment Ten Judges might compofe the Court, but if one oL 
Ohc ten was 60 be Incapable of attendance, then the whole proceedings were void> and the 
Trial muA begin de Novo, By this Law the I.egiflacure wifely provided for two important 
points s The Arfti that the Judges nubo beard the Trial fiould pronounce ||y 'Judgment \ . 

fecond, that when the Trial had comrieented it Aiould he continued, day by day, to itsclofc } 
Sundays, Chriftmas Day, and Good Fridays excepted. But in this Criminal trial of Mr.. 
Hastings, One generation palTed away, and Noble Lords, who wtfe boys at Eton and 
Wefcininftcr whert *Jie Trial began, Jiad an undoubted right to proneSnee Judgment when 
the proceeding^ weie dojfO^ Thefe remarks are oAVred folely m Che hope that independent 
men the fubje^k Affioufly into conAderation, in order that a Amilor evil may be 

avoided in Aiture« i-r a 


^Maving thus colleftcd the Judgment 
•f tlicir Lordihips ^ on each of the Six- 
teen Charges, the Lord Chancellor de- 
"oliuyjd that a large majority of the 
Lord^^refent had anfw cred the faid 
feveral Negative 5 — and 

then declared^ That Warren Has- 
V TINGS, E(*q. is ACQUITTED of 
** the Articles of Impeachment exhi- 
“ bited againft him for High Crimes 
** and Mifdemeanors, and all things 
** contained therein.” 

Then the Defendant was ordered to be 
called to the bar, and kneeling, was bid 
to rife. 

Then the Lord Chancellor faid, 
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JilARQUIS. 
Marquis of ' Hertford* 


rlttfitingdoA 

?crrer* 

Paulett 

Effingham > 
PjT^ncis Earl of 
Guildford 
Darlington 
fgmfrtit 


EARLS. 


Hardwickc 

Oxfoid 

Frederick. Earl of 
Guildford 
Abcrcorn 

Digby 

Clarendon 

Sandwich 


StrafTorJ * Jiaaia jinpg. 
Cow per OrfSd 

Waldcgravc Talbot 

Kinnoul Mansfield 

Mount Edgeumbe Exeter 


Camden 
Hill (borough 
Bath ur ft 


Buclfinghamfhijfe 
MacclesHeld 
Exeter - " 


**Montagiic 

Bolingbroke 


. VISCOUNTS. 

Courtenay Montague 

Dudley and Ward 


BARONS. 


Le Defpcnccr Heatbficld Dover 

Say and Sele Craven Mulgrave 

Grantlcy Romney foUy 

Boringdon Rodney Elphinfton 

Berwick Ciage Camclford 


King 
Dacre 
Sondes 
Ponl'onby 
Hare wood 


Dr, Shipley, of St. Afaph. 
Uidifax, of St,Ai'aph 
Bcauclerk, of Hetcfoid 
Harley, of Hereford 
Law, of Carliilc 
Thuriow, of Durham 


BISHOPS. 

Dr, Rofs, of Exeter 
Horne, of Norwich 
Wilibn, of Briftol 
Thomas, of Rochefter 
Hinchliffc, of Peterborongh. 


SCOTS PEERS in the laft Parliament, but not in this. 


Marquis of Lothian 
£acl of Caiiilis 

Aberdeen 

Selkirk 


Earl of Galloway 
Hope town 
Dun more 
Kinnaird 


puke of Clarence 
Lords Healhtield 
Kenyon 
Dover 
Malmfbury 
Fiflicrwicit 
Fife 


CREATIONS. 

Lords Grimftone Lords DouglasLorJ 
Mulgrave Douglas 

pundas Gage 

Curwen Grenville 

Douglas, Earl of Auckland 
Morton UpperOffory 

llarewood Clive 


Lords Lyttelton* 
Mendip 
Bradford 
Sclfey 

yarboroagh 


NEW BISHOPS. 

Dr. Doug^las, of Saliffiury 
Cleaver, of Cheftcr 
Stuart, of St. David’s 
Beadon, of Gloucefter 
Home, of Nofwich 
^ Verne^, of Carlifle 

NEW PEERS of SCOTLAND. 

Earl of Kerry Earl of Glafgow 

La#dcrdale ^ Torphichcft 

Dnmfries ^ Baron Soir^Vvillc 

Elgin 


Dr. Bullcr, of Exeter 

Madan, of Peterborough 
Sutton, of Norwich 
Horfloy, of RocheftcT 
Courtenay, of Briftol. 


PEERS. 
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PEERS who have fucceeded by Ddfcenti 


Duke of Manchcftcr 
Ncwcaftie 
Montrofe, Earl of 
Graham 

bo.'i'TiV-:* .t 

Marquis of VVinclieftcr 
Hertford 
Earls Ferrers 
Pauiett 
Clarendon* 

Sandwich 

Pomfret 

Hardwieke 

Orford 

Marquis of Abercqrn 
Eisrls li^iniioul 
Stanhope 
Oxford 


Viicount Montague 
Boiingbrokc 
Courtenay 
Gage 
Earls ScrafTord 
Effingham 
Hillfburough 
Exeter 
Mansfield 
Bathurfi 
Guildford 
Darlington 
Buckingham (hire 
Macclesfield 
Mount Edgeumbe 
Camden 
Digby 
Albemarle 


Vifeount Dudle/ •’ 
and Ward \ 
Barons Craven 

Montague of 
Boughton 
Clinton 
Rodney 
Camclford 
Foley 

Say and Sele 
Grantley 
Ueachfieid 
, Dinevor . 
‘'TCwiftcy 
Sondes 
Ponlbnby 


Total Peers dead, or Scots Peers in the lad but not in this Parliament 87 
Total Creations, new Bifhops, and new Scots Peers 44 

Total Peers fuccceding by defeent 

Total changes fincc the Impeachment lio 


N. B. Two Dukes of Somcffer, two Earls of Guildford, two Vifcounts J^c 
tvriic, two Bilhops of Hereford, and two Bifliops of St. Afaph, have died fmee 
tijc Trial of Mr. Haftiogs commenced. 


MANAGERS out of Parliament ; 

Mr. Burke Mr. Adam Mr. Montague. , 

Dead s 

General Burgoyne. 

On FOREIGN SERVICE, out of the Kingdom t 
Sir Gilbert Elliot Sir J . Erlkinc St. Clair. 

Succeeded to PEERAGES • 

Lord North J-oril Maitland 

9 out of to changed. 


Nn 


Part VlII. 
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ACCOUNT 


O F T H K 9^ 


proceedings 


AT A 

GENERAL COURT 

mm 

OF THE 

HON. UNITED EAST-INDIA COMPANY, 

ON FRIDJr, FUr 29, 1705, 


OK THE 

MOTION MADE BY Mr. ALDERM.-IN Ll'SHINGTON for that 
COURT’S CRANTJNG WARREN HASTINGS, Elq. an INDEM- 
‘NIFICATION for the LEGAL EXTENCES of his TRIAL} 
AS ALSO AN ANNUITY OF 5C00I. PER Annum, from Jan. i, i795« 


EAST-INDIA HOUSE, 
GENERAL COURT, 
IRIDAY, MAY 29, 179.. 

A t a COURT of the IlJ nourablc 
U>i 1 TKD EAST- 1 N D 1 A Ct i M • 
PAN\, convened at the dcHrc ot Nine 
Proprietors, 

P R E S F. N 'I' 

SIR STEPHEN I’USHINGTON, 

C H M U M A N . 

DAVID SCOTT, Efq. Deputy 

Ch A IK MAN. 

With moll of the Dircdlors, and a 
moll numerous appearance of the Gene- 
rality. 

The Chairman informed the Court, 
that this Court was called at the defire 
of Nine Proprietors, and fubmitted that 
their Letter ihould be read, which was 
as follows : 

To THE HONOURABLE the 
COURT OF DIRECTORS, &c. 
Cent If mt'Hi 

VVE requefl th*l a General Court 
maybe called, take into confidcra- 
tion the lon^. faithful, and important 
C’ices of Warren TI a stings, Efq, 
laitp Governor General of Bengal ; ana 
agreeably to the 4Sth By law, we dc- 
iire that notice may be given that a 
pecuniar V cotnpenfation will be pro- 
'po(cd> luitabie to the importance of 


thofc lurvices, and theprclcnt lituation 
of Mr. Hhilings. 

\\ e have the honour to rimain, 
CtKNTLtAMfcN, 

Your \ciy obedient humble 
Servant?, 

Lon /f>«, I T^ih Mtij' 179^. 

(bipncd) W. LUsHJNGTON, 
A.M.rRENCUCHlSWELL, 
RD. 1 WINING, 

ROBERT PRESTON. 
EDWARD BLAvJKbTT, 

V I ELI AM BLAAUW, 
KINNAIKD, 

ROW. STEPHENSON, 

DON. CAMERON. 

The following particulars were called 
for and read, vix. 

Extraii of a ft par ate Letter to Bengal^ 
dated Sept n 21 , 17 & 5 . 

“ Whtn we confider the alarming 
*' decline of the Salt Rc enuc, in the 
“ year 1780, and for winch no i Liiudy* 
“ I'cemed toi Ibroc time to prclcni it- 
“ felf, we acknowiedge ourlclvts in- 
** debced tu the abiiiues and /cai of 
“ Mr., Hahings, for a plan fuggffted 
and completed by him, whicn not 
“’’only ivtrievivd that branch oh Trade 
and KeTenuc, but produced an ef- 
'^cilive 
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Ijencfit to the Company, bc» 
“ y^nd our moll laiijuinc expedta^ 
“ tions." 

Ifx'raft of a Lftff.r from Mr. Cii!*Vfrt^ 
th-' Com; t) ni/rr, in G:‘i'rrftQr 
Gfutral HI Coif n-i* fiht; ,i \y.t‘> /v- 
i>n/:ir\ tnt t d on tb' Bf id 

pf/hlic C-'jnjrh.aiGni^ of I'jth March 
f'drzcHtg, 

Tr wis then rwoved, and on the Q^iicf* 
tion hding pur, 

IlefolvLcl unanimoufly, That thii 
Cour: IS hi^^hly fenfudt of the h>ng, 
fmhtul, atjd important ferx ices of 
VVa.Ten Halvings, Efq. herorofore re- 
peatedly aeivnowUdged by this Court, 
aiul th^ Court of Diredtors. 

The following Motion was alfomavle, 
vi/. 

Refolved, That the Charges made 
again ft Warren Haftings, Efq. having 
been founded upon the public adU of his 
Government in Bengal, and he having 
been acquitted of all fuch Charges, ic 
is highly realbnablc that the faid War- 
ren Hdlliugs, Efqt Ihould be indem- 
nihed for rlie legal e:<pi;ncc5 incurred 
by him in miking his Defence, 

An Amend me nt being propolcd 
thereto, leaving out rlie woido after 
the word “ til'll, *' in order to lutio- 
diicc the foil jwin/>, vi/. It be rc- 
“ conuTiciidtd to the CiAirt^of Dirct* 
tors to t.ike lino ilicir tonfnleiatiou 
the fevvucs of Wainu Hallings, 
** fJq. life Cioveuior Genn\d of 
Beiigil, and to report 'heir r.pi- 
nioii 10 this Court, in what in'Hlc, 
‘‘ and to wliat extent it may he e\- 
“ pvdi'-ni to grant a pecuniary compen- 
“ taiion roi* rue fame 

A Debate took place, in the rourfc 
et «Ahic.h, Sect. 17, iS, and 1:5 *, of 
th. Act of tin- Gc... in. Cap. 52, 
a. ado liu Opinion of the Company’s 
SiandmgCounlcl, \s to clu competency 
of the Compjnv to make the aforcfnid 
indemnitus, without the approval and 
Coriiirmation of the Coinimdjo.ieis lor 
the Affairs of India, being called for, 
was delivered ; 

And the queftion beuigput, “ That 
the woi^s propofed to be left out, 
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‘‘ ftand part of the <^cftion,*'thfi fame* 
palled in »hc afllrmative. It was th«;ii, 
on the Q^icftion, 

Refolved, That the Charges madS 
againU W arisen H.\sriNGS, Kfq, 
having been founded upon the « 
public acts of liij Government in 
Beiign!, and lie having been ac- 
quitted of all fuch Charges i it is 
highly refifonable that the faid 
W A K R F N H ASTTN GS, Fifq. (llOirld 
be indemniheti for the Legal Ex* 
fences incurred by him in making 
..is Defence. 

The follyvioR Motic\gi^was made*, . 
viz. • . / ‘ 

Refolved therefore, that this Court 
do recommend to the Court of 
Direfelqrs, to apply to Warren 
Hastings, Kfq. for a ftatement 
of the faid expcnccs, and that after 
having eftablifhed the^fame, bya 
full and fatisfadtory invcftigattoil, 
they do difeharge ch|{ ^amount 
thereof. 

The Chairman fubmitted to the * 
Court, whether the faid Motion (hould 
not go to the Ballot. 

And it being propofed, that the 
wi^rds “ not exceeding 71,080!.** be 
added to the foregoing Motion, the fame 
wAo agiccd to be added accordingly, 
llanding as follow : viz. 

Refolved therefore, Tint they dif- 
charge the amount thereof, not exceed* 
ing7i,oi-ol. 

An Amendment was propofed to the 
faid Motion (provnled the lame can he 
legally done). And the queftion iherc- 
un being put, it palTcd in the negative. 

It w.is tiien 

Refolved, That the above Q^ueftion 
be put by the Ballot at this Mouf , 
on Tucfdjy ni,xt, the ad ot June. 

The following Motion being then 
made, viz. 

kufolved, That it is the opinmn of 
tb.ii Court, that, in conliderarion 
of th# long, faithful, and iinpiir* 
tain ferviciis of W A R k ln Has. .. 
iNGs, Ef(j. and to mhrk the grate- 
ful fenie entertained by this Com* 
pany of the cxtenfivc benthts 
which they have received from 


ScAion 


17 provides that the Board of Coromiftionera ihall not the increafe 

fahnes, unUfs propofed by the Diredors, and laid before ParlianntifaiiB,^Ki^ 


of ellablifticd lokincs, unuis propoivn oy uiv lyircuws, aira loia oviorc ranianntiTaiiB^^Mig 
Se^ibn 18, tlic Board (hall not direA any sratuity, bat fuch » (hall be propoftd by the 
Dbe^ora, &c. Sedion 125 dire^ that 00 grant fiila|tieSj| Sec e6ovc aool. Bull be 

theft 


DU«£lor!>> *c. Seftion 115 amm u 
unlcfe wiiinped hy 


Hs t 
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thefe fervicesi a Gnnt of an An- 
' unity of 5000U from the ift of 
f January 179S1 to ifTue from the 
territorial revenue, during the term 
of the Company’s prefent cxclu- 
iive trade» to Warren Hast- 
ings, *£fq his heirs, executors, 
ndmintftrators, and affigns, be pre- 
pared hy the Court of Directors, 
, and fiibmitted to the Hoard of 
Commiflionefs for the Affairs of 
India, for their approval and con- 
firmation, purfuant to the A£l of 
Parliament 

And.4he^ Chairman fubmitting to the 
6durt, Whether the faid Motion 
'<* ffiould not go to the Ballot,” 

Rcfolved, That the fame be put by 
the Ballotat this Houfe, on Wednefday, 
the 3d of June. 

The Court tUcni on the Que(lion> 
adjourned. 


The preceding Minutes (late the 
fubje6^and mode of proceeding adopted 
in the Debate, of which the fublUnce 
follows : 

Mr. Alderman Lufhlngton, in a 
fpeech of confidcrable length, reviewed 
the public life of Mr. Haffings even 
from hi8“boyiih days.” Mr. Haftings, 
he faid, went out a Writer in the year 
1749, niany years prior to that period 
when an opening was given for the 
foundation of that immenfe Empire 
which Great Britain poifeifes in India 
at this moment. Before the capture of 
Calcutta by Surajah Dowlali, in i7(;6, 
Mr. Haftings had diftinguiihed himfclf 
hy his accurate knowledge of the Ian. 
gu ge, manners and cuftoms of the 
people of Bengal, apd it was this know, 
ledge which recommended him to the 
csonfidente of Lord Clive ; by whom, 
after the Revolution of 1757, he was 
^pointed Keiident, or Miniftcr at the 
Court of the Nabob, JafFier Ally Cawm 
In that fituntion he continued from 
1758, until he became a Member of 
the Government, in 1761 i a fttua- 
tion in which, if money had been an 
obje^ to him, he might have acquired 
a fortune almoft to any amount. He 
continued a Member of the Govern* 
ment df* Bengal until ' February 1765, 
whdu he reiigned the fervice, and re- 
turned to BngLnd, Mn Haftings con* 
ttnued' in "England from February 
xyC5 until March 1769, when he was 
font out as fecond in Council to Fort 
was known welt, that fo 
very 1|a£lcrate a fortune did he bring 


home with him in 1765, tliat 
the profpe^t opened to him, of re- 
turning again to India, he had, iu 
concert with the late learned Dr*- 
Johnfon, formed a plan for cftabliffiing 
a Profcfl^o^(^*^p*i:^ the Univerfity of 
Oxford for the ftudy of the Pcrfian 
language. — Fortunately, however, Mr. 
Haftings was again called into public 
employment, and was appointed fe- 
cond in Council at Madras, and to 
fuccecd Mr. Dupre in that Govern- 
ment. In Augull 1771, the" Direc- 
tors removed Mr. Haftings to his old 
efiablilhmcnt Bengal, and ordered that 
he ihould fucceecT Mr. Cartier. Du- 
ring the two years and a half Mr. Haft^ 
ings remained at Madras, his coiidu6t 
as fecond in Council received tlie 
marked approbation of the Court of Di- 
re£lors, and he was in the higheft de- 
gree of eftimation with his fellow-fef- 
vants, and with the Nabob and his 
fubjefts. In April 1772, he -became 
Governor of Bengal, and quitted it in 
February *785. If the whole hiftory 
of his Government were to be com- 
prixed, it may be (aid, in the feweft 
polfiblc words, that in that period he 
preferved our Empire againft the moft 
formidable combination ever formed 
for its deftru£Vion ; that he confide-' 
rably extended its bounds, and nearly 
doubled its annual ^efourccs. Thefe 
were fadls of fuch general notoriety, 
that perhaps it would be wafting time 
to expatiate more fully upon them— 
it might however be afferted, that the 
prefent profperity of Bengal, and its 
advantageous connection "with foreign 
Stares, originated in the mealures adopt- 
ed by Mr. Haftings in the ifwo firft 
ears of his adminiftration. Before 
is Government commenced, the in- 
come and the expenditure of Bengal 
barely balanced each other \ but hy 
his arrangements, he was enabled to 
perform the above important fervices, 
of which that Couft had declared 
its fulleft fenfe.— He was forry to fay, 
that in anotherplace a difference of 
opinion did at one time prevail. By 
two Committees of the Houfe of Com- 
mons very ftrong difappA>bation Was 
undoubtedly expreffed of all thofe 
adts frUm which fo many advantages 
were derived by the Company, The 
fafk was this : That the mtafures 
condein^ned by the Reports of the 
Commitvees of the Houle of Commons, 
and whitl| furnilhed the grounds for 
the Tmpcacr*i?ient of Mr. Haftings, dic^ 
a6lualiy produce to this Company, 

Ai 11.7 
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^ding the intereft to tl\e principal, 
the fum of Thirty-tour Millions Se- 
ven Hundred and Seventy Thou land 
Pounds, and will produce in future an 
annual revenue of more than i wo 
Millions ftcrling. It ki well known, 
that when Mr. Hallings left Bengal in 
February 1785, he had every rcafon to 
believe, there would nnt be a fecoiid 
'opinion as to the irnportanct of his ler- 
Vices, or the neward which they merit- 
ed from his employers. By the na- 
tives whom he hud governed, he was 
undoubtedly fo well beloved, that their 
powerful voice attended him in the 
hour of his trial, when the charge 
againlf him was, having plundered and 
opprfUtd them. By the Army- and his 
fcllow-fervams he was fo highly re- 
fpeited, that the witiitlVes felcitcd to 
appear in fin;port of the profecution 
ha\e given him as high a charafter as 
man could receive. By liis Majelly’s 
India Miniftcrhc was declared in Par- 
liament to have been the laviourof In- 
dia. By the Gentlemen behind the bar, 
he was gratified by an unanimous vote 
of thanks for his long, faithful, and able 
ferviccs, and rheCrint of Proprietors 
had invariably fupported him. Not- 
witliftanding thcle concurring circuin- 
llances, he was accufed as u criminal 
before the late lloufc of Commons and 
fo extenfive was the original Charge, 
that it included e^c^y aft of the Go* 
vernnient of a great iimpirc for thir- 
teen years, civil, military, political, and 
financial. Such an accufation of courfc 
included all ihofc nicaiures by which 
Bengal has been raifed to its prefent 
profperous htuation, and Mr. HaBings 
has aftually been eiglit years under 
trial for being the author of the prof- 
peiity now tnjoyed by the Company. 
The end is well known ; many of the 
original Charges were abandoned, and 
after a trial of eight years in duration 
he has been acc]uitied of the whole. — 
To defend hiinfelf againft fucli a mafs 
of acculation,*nQ piivatc fortune could 
be fufficient, unlels indeed that of Mr. 
Haftings were of a fizc which fome have 
imputed it to be, and iinliis the ac- 
cufation tff the Commons were true, 
that in all his meafurcs he was aft u- 
ared by the bafe and fordid view of ac. 
quiring for himfelf and his dependants 
exorbitant we-ilth. He was ready to 
admit that fome of Mr. Hafiings's 
meatures were ftrong and ^cifivt, but 
Wire notti^ fc inealurei^lcu’aud to 


prcfefTc the affairs of the Compnf 
from utter ruin i The length of 
trial could not be imputed as a crific 
to Mr. Haftings : it was furcly his in* 
tereft to have terminates! it in feven 
months inftead of feven years* He held • 
in his hand a ftatement of Mr. Hadings*# 
adairs, which he was authoriicd today 
wouId.be verified upon oath, and frona 
which it appeared that at no period of his 
life was he worth' One Hundred TlTou- 
fand Phunds, and at this moment hit' 
debts amount to more than Eighty-five 
Thouland Pounds, and his eifefts, his 
eftate at D.iylcsford, and, h^'' 

two Indiancn ; fo that in truth, 
oiit this Court fliall pay his law 
peiices,.hc mud give up all he has in 
the world, to enable him to pay his 
cieditors ten fliillings in the pound. 

But it had been often obferved, that 
though Mr. Haftiiigs' poflefles no for** 
tune, Mrs. Haftings has a very cciii* 
fulerable one.' Her fortune, whicli 
arifes from a fcttlcment made upon her 
at her marriage, and with additions 
*which (he has made to it, by the fate 
of W me jewellery, amounts to 30,000k 
and a hoiifc in Park-kanot whicli it 
valued at io,oool. in all, 40,000! ; and 
tills, to the bed of Mr. Haftings’s 
knowledge and belief, is the full ex* 
tent of iicr fortune. Thefc circum- 
dances he dated as grounds in fup* 
port of his Motion for an Annuity* 

With refpeft to the payment of chc 
law txpences, he deemed that to be « 
nieic aft of jiiftice, which would nrjc 
be refilled to Mr. Hadings, bccaule 
the Company had been in the hauit 
of paying the law txpences meurred 
by their fervants in the diftharge. of 
their public duty. It was done everK 
day, to Captains of diips. It 
done in tlie cafe of Mr, Verclft, whi> 
was fined, and had liorh his frne ai!t 
cxpcnces paid by the Company, Jt 
was impoJitblc, there fort, ‘ to refufe it 
in the calc of Mr. Hadings, who had 
been acquitted, and whofc condemna- 
tion mult have involved in it the ruin 
of thcKad-lndia Compan}^ 

In regard to the fccond Motion, 
Mr.. Lulhington faid, it appeared per- 
ftftly clear, from the datement of 
Mr. Hafiings's fortune, that after the 
paynicnt of his Jaw cxpcnces by this 
Court, Mr. Hadiugs would owe 1 5,oqo1« 
with property to anfwcr ir, unuoubt-' 
edly, that is, his (hare of two India* 
men, and the edate of Daylcsford^ 

W’^ichj; 
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if fold for this purpofe, would 
leave 'him without a iubliftcnce ; sit 
i«A, with a very fcanty (uie indued. 
Me would tlurehjre prop<»r to give to 
Mr. Haftings a funi <'t' money an- 
nually, amounting to the intneit »>n y 
of a fingle Prefent made to hiniklt, 
?nd given to the Company. The 
airtount of the Prefents gneu to Mr. 
Jiaftings, and accounted for bv him to 
thf Company, is 130,000!. Of this 
fum, i©o,oooi. was ro him by 

the Nabttn ;»ud his hTniifkrs in 
Mr. Haitinks immcdiattl/ cxpenii'-*u it 
in the pw of the troops, an 1 in otner 
l*l?TVices ; but he applied to 
tJat Dirt*^ t> tor rhii. fim 10 be givcu 
to b-m at a future period, owing to 
the iiarrownef'' of his fvirtune. The 
tpplicatMn 'vas muili taikud of, both 
in parliament and litre, ac the 
time, 17S2 ; Mild 4 very leading Pro- 
prietor, afterwards a Director (rnc 
late Governor Jobn(fone), -icci.; red, that 
though he would not give ivlr. ilait- 
ings that Prclcnt, bteaufe it might 
form a bad precedent, yet he would 
vote for malting, up Air. Haftiiikis’s 
fortune lo.owol. a year. Mr, Lu.h- 
ptjron did not wiih to go fa fir. He 
did not wi(h to prouoU giving him 
one per cent, upon the adduionai in- 
come he had creau'd for this Company, 
as that would produce 25,000!. a year ; 
but would propofe that the Court 
Ihould vote Mr. Hallings what had 
been voted to his fuccefl'or, the Mar- 
quis Cornwallis, 5000I. a year, to 
the expiration of the Charter. He 
Icnew this vote would not bu conclu- 
iive; but as the public fcrviccs of Mr. 
Haftings had been fo fully acknow- 
ledged by his Mfijcfty’s India' Mini- 
Jlers, he trulted that they lyuuid ho- 
nour this mark of the Compauy's 
feiife of Mr. Hallings’s ferviccs with 
their approbation, as they had done a 
limilar grant to Lord CurnwaUis, 

He then dehred the icpcated th-inks 
yf the General Court and the Court 
)f Directors to be read, as alfo a letter 
'lointhe ^irc£tors, u.'. Icr the appio- 
Kttion of the Board of Cpntroul, to 
lengal, in which tlay acknowledge 
his Compiny to be indebted to the 
cal and abiluics of Mr. Ilallings, for 
pl^n, by which the revenue anliug 
■om Salt pv'jducca a Million drt- 
■\g a ycaf. 


Thelc papers having been read, Mn 
Luihingtun read the four folio vir^ 
Motions : 

KeioUcd, “ That this Court is 
hignly fcnfihle of the long, 
“ faithful, and unp.irtant fti vices 
of VVa11ki!.k Uasitngs, Efq. 
heretofore icpraudly aLknow- 
Icdgtd by this Coiiit and the 
C.tiirt of DiicCl •r*'. ' 

** V.erolvcd, rn.il rile Cl'.argc? made 
again It WAiiKL.y ilASliNGs, 
biq. having been foundrd upon 
“ the public acts of l^is Govern* 
** mint lu Bengil, anil he having 
** bucn acquitted of all fuch 
Ch^ri^t:.. ir i> higiiiv ri..n'i nablc 
'* that the Ijid Wa'krkn 
. liNGs, I.h'q. ihouln be imJein* 
“ n 1 h cd for c '* i e L r ga i E x pt n Cc s i n - 
“ ciiircil .V/ lum III nuking his 

“ DtftiKe/’ 

HeiolvLii, therefore, “ That th«s 
“ Cour: d ; recommend to the 
“ Court of Direfltors to apply i© 
“ \V'ARf<EM HlS^:r.^GS, Eiq.for 
** a ft'umtnt or the laid expcnces; 
“ and that, drtcr iuivmgafcertain- 
ed the lame, they do dilchargo 
“ the amninit thereof.'' 

Refolved, ** 1 hat it is the opinion 
of this Court, th.it, id tunlidc- 
“ ration of the long, fa.tiiful, .tnd 
“ important ferv'jccs of Warrfn 
“ H .\.'>TIN tis, hlfq. and to murk 
“ the gratclul I'ciilc eiitfr^aiMcil 
by liiis C..mpai)y of the ex- 
** lenPiVe bcm-fns which ihe\ have 
** received from thefe lirvu'cs, a 
“ Gr.int of an .\niuiity of 5000!. 
“ from the tune of his rtiorn, 
' “ to ilRie from the tcrriioridl re- 

venue, during tlie arm of tlic 
** Cimiptiny's pref'enc exclufive 
“ irnde, to W a KRKN HASTINGS, 
“ Kiq. hi. he rs, executorf, ad- 
<• miiiutrators, und alligi's, bepre- 
paiedhy the Court or Dirt6lors, 
“ ui,d iLibnmt'-d to the Board of 
“ Con'.n*iiriouiis fwr the of 

“ 1 1 . 014 , for ilicir approval and 
“ eo..rir:uaUon,|Varruantioihe AtX 
of rariuiocut." 

Affi-i' ibis, he delivered his firft Mo- 
tion over Use Bar, and was fecoiuled 
by Mr. Chitwcll, who, in additioi to 
whai hud bcfuie been Ifatcd, obftrvcd, 
thi* uv>i one liiiglc contplaiiu had come 
l..n •g'liifi tia m^afures of 
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^months, perhaps in as many weeks.^ — knowledgcmcnt of the important fer- 
It was a grofs and feandalous violation vices of Mr. HaftingS, it was fubmitted 
of the fundamental maxims of the law to the Court, whether it would m>t be 
•and the Coiiflitution, and one of the better to put the Queftion upon that, 
dcareft inherent rights, with yhich and before they proceeded to diiouib the 
to which cveryBriton was born, namely, merits of tne fecond ? • 

the fpcedy aciminiHraticn of judice. it This being agreed to, the firlt Mo« 
was in vain that fome men were eter- tion was voted unanimouHy. ’ ' • . 

naliy pronouncing warm eulcgiiims up- Mr. Alderman Lulhington then 
on Liberty, or glowing panegy ricks to move the fecond, which >yas as foK 
upon the Cpnditution, while fo fla- lows : 

grant an indance as a feven years trial’, That the Charges made againil: . 
at an txpence of 70,000!. dained the ** Warren Hadings, Efq. having been 
page of their hidory. Every diferimi- ** Tounded upon the publick adts of ^ 
nating foreigner would laugh them to '* his Government in Bengal, and^V 
fcorn, and a(k, Is this your Liberty ? ** having been •acquitted of all>.^ch 

and is fuch your Conditution ? l.ct Charges, it is highly reafunabterbac 
Mrf Hadings, then, firft apply to his “ the laid Warren Hidings, Efj. fiioulU 
Country, to which, with fo much juf- ** be indeminlicd for the LegalExpences 
tice, he might prefer his claim. It he “ incurred by him in making his J>e- . 

milfed of indemnification, his Country “ fence.'* The Motion being handed 

would lol’e its character ; and if fuch to the Chair, and read in form, 

Ihould be the cafe, and Mr. Hadings Mr. Jackibu rofe again, and m'oved 
meet with a rcfufal, he would not by way of Amendment to the fecond 

deny bqt that if he came back to that ifefohition, that after the word M Re- ^ 

Court, as to his old friends and ein- “ folved,** the whol»of the words of 

ployers, and candidly told them, that tlint Rcfolution Ihould be left out, and 

without their further kindnefs hemuft the following inferted in their ttcad* 
link, he Ihould feel as anxious as any viz. 

man, to adniinidcr to him every con- “ That it be recommended to the 
folaiion which great minds are fuf- ** Court of Direftors^p take Into their 

ccptible of, as far as was confident “ confiderarioil the fcrvices and Atua- 

with the circumdanccs of the Com- “ tion of Warren Hadings, £fq. Jatof 
pany. “ Oovernor-Geijcral of Bengal, and ta 

Mr. Jackfon then noticed how much “ report their opinion to this Court, in 
the honour of the General Court was “ what mode, and jo what extent, it 
concerned, in abdaining from a Refo- may bo expedient for the Proprietors 
hinon which could have nq lega^cffc6t. “ to grant a Pecuniary C^ompeAfation 
He reminded them how fucccfsfully “ for the fame;” 
the argument of hady and tumultuary This- Amendment being feconded by 
Rcfulutions, and their contravening bot^ Mr. Bryan Troughton, ^ 

the Government ■ and their DireaorsT" Major Scott rofe ami faid, that 
bad been ufed/when an attempt was nothing would have induced him, 
made, under’ Mr. iWs Bill, to anni- to have offered himfclf to the at- 
hilatc General Courts altogether, tcntipii of the Court on the pre- 
ihough,notvvithdandinglome inftanccs fent day, but the circumdancc of his 
of abulcj they "^lad proved the wifed being well informed of Ibme fadts, 
check that could have beem contrived, which perhaps were not fo accurately 
and did, upon that very occafion, fave known by other Gentlemen, and which, 
the Company.* Under thefc impref- it was verv important to date on this 
fioiis, he faid, and from his great occafion. It feemed to be the UNatn^ 
anxiety to prevent a precedent which mans opinion 0} the Courts that the ex- 
might at foroe future^jt^nxe? be fatally pences incurred by Mr. Haftiftgs in the 
perverted,# he Ihould mqiye, by way courfe of his trial ought to be paid j but 
of Amendment to the fecond Refolu- the Learned. Gentleman who fpoke lad, . 

tion, -j - . and another Learned Gentleman' who 

Here he was interrupted ny its being preceded him, had both declared that 
obferved by fcveral Gentkmcn, that u was unfair and unjhll to make fueff* 
the fecond Rcfolution was not yet be- a demand upon the Company, until, 
fore the Court 5 and as thcr/ a||ieared Mr. HaftingS had firft tried the Houfe/ 
to be no difference of opinii5h.anout the of Commons, who, in juftice, ought to 
firft, that which went roi gettcyal kc. pay the legal expcnces. Major Sc^; , 

Oo . 
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tViofc Gentlemen: fpokc the 
{cutkntxits of Mr. Haftings mod ex- 
and in hh own words. In every 
difcaiTioniipon this fubje.^ amon^ft Kis 
friends^ as often as ic was mentioned, 
thiti ili;?1return inf the great benefits 
whi^^e C(n)S|my had received from 
Addiintftrafion, there could be no 
^Mgibt of their indemnifying him for his 
'aStpenceSf and rewarding him for hU 
Mr. Haftings replied, that he 
truftid to the Conrpany for fuch a re- 
muneration as they might think himi 
'SV^er all the ; ircumft .nces of the cafe, 
cmtjied t^for his fciwices; but with 
to his expenecs, he conceived 
that he had not the (lighteft claim 
Upon the Company, until he had tried 
the. Houfe of Commons, bccauic Gen- 
tfleineb of all parties in that Houfe 
had recognized the juflice of his claim 
to indemnificarton at various ft ages of 
the Trial, in the event of his acquittal. 
Major Scott faid, chat notwithftanding 
this had been the language of Gentle* 
men in the Houfe While the Trial was 
pending, yet there was hardly one 
Member to whom Mr. Haftings ap- 
plied, that' did not ftrongly dilTuadc him 
from trying the Houfe of Commons^ 
afluringfhim at the fame time that he 
had not the moft diftant chance of fuc- 
cefa. Mr.ilalHngs howcvcr,whowasnot 
deterred from doing what he conceived 
to be right, even by the almoft unani- 
mous diffent of his private friends in 
the Houfe of Common^Avrote a Peti- 
tion, couched in the mofllnoderatc lan- 
guage, in which he let forth that he 
had been thirteen years Governor 
Governor-General of Bengal, in times of 
peat difficulty and danger :Tliat he had 
formed a fyftem for the internal Go- 
vernment of Bengal in the Bril period 
of his Adminiftration j had repelled the 
attacks of our foreign enemies in the 
fecond period ; and finally had left it, 
with its refourccs conBderably aug- 
Jiiented, and in a date of great proipe- 
rity :) That to 'his misfortune, how- 
ever, the late Houfe of Commons 
fought differently of his condudl, and 
in the end he was impeached ; twenty 
Articles were preferred agaiqft him, 
which included every important a€l of 
his Government for the fpace of thir- 
~ i$en years, Civil, Military,- Political, 
ind Pimincial : That' to defend himfelf 
'agatnft fuch a variety 6f Charges, a very 
ffW expellee was neceffarliy incurred; 

though it was true, that the Houfe 
INil^ytcIy refted the caufe upon foUr 
points, yet he was uninformed of this 


intention, until the fourth year of hU^ 
Trial ; That the total legal ejmcnce of 
the Trial exceeded Seventy Thoufand« 

• Pounds, of which more than Sixty 
Thoiifand Pounds were fttll unpaid ; 
That as he had been fully acquitted of 
all the Charges, and as he was con- 
vinced it was not the intention of the 
Houfe that had impeached him, to 
ruin him by the necelfa^ry expences 
in making his defence, *even if he 
bad been guilty ; ftill lefs c6uld it be 
the intention of the prefent Houfe to 
leave him involved in utter ruin, after 
fo complete an acquittal. He therefore 
humbly prefumed to lay his unprece- 
dented Cafe before the Houfe, prayinz 
for fuch relief as lii their ' jufttce ana 
v/ifdom they might tbink*^ him entitled 
to. Major Sedtt (aid, that he had not 
a Copy of the Petition in his pocket, 
but he believed he had with tolerable 
accuracy detailed its moft material con- 
tents to the Court. His Honourable 
Friend (Mr. Chifwell) had already 
ftated that the Petition \yas fubmitted 
to the Minifter, and unlefs Mr. Pitt 
ftgnilled his Majefty's confent to its 
being prefenced, the Petition, con- 
ftfteuily with the forms of the Houfe, 
could not be prefentedat all. Mr. Pitt, 
as the Court already knew, had faid, 
that he could not with propriety advife 
his Majefty to allow him to (Ignify 
fuch alfcnt. What then could Mr. 
Haftings do ? The door of the Houfe 
was 'barred againft him. He was not a 
Member himfelf, and as the fentiments 
of the Oppofition were alfo pretty well 
known to be hoftile to the' Petition, 
what individual Member, would hazard 
a Motiou, with an vbfolute certainty of 
its being negatived } Every Member 
would a A upon ,his own feelings, but 
Mr, Haftings was left without a choice. 
The language of many Members had 
certainly been, that the Company h|id 
benefited by all thofe adls of Mr. Haf- 
tings which the laft Houfte of Commons 
had condemned ; confequcntly the 
Company was the proper Body to ap- 
ply to. The Minifter ftopped the di- 
re^ mode of application, fpr reafons 
which doubclefs would fully juftiFy him 
for aAing J|||. he had donr. Mr. Haf^ 
tings, tlieinre, had no refource left, 
but an application to that Body, in 
whofe fernice be had been for fo many 
yeaTS,.||ncL who had fo repeatedly ad'^ 
mitted theValoe and iinporrance of his 
fervlCes.— £^or Scott laid, that after 
the forcible and eloquent fpeech oftha 
Honourable Gentleman who opened the 

bttfi- 


t aSj ] 


kunnefs, it w^uld itiiUcd be fuperfluou$ 
to ‘add a fingle word, unlcfs as it ap- 
plied to the obfervations of thofe Gen- 
thsmen, Members of the Houfe of 
Commons, who conceived that the 
Company, and not the Nation, ought 
to pay the law expences.* In truth, the 
Major fuid, the £a(l- India Company 
had been tried, for fcveii years, in the 
perfon 6 ( Mr. Ilaftings j perhaps he 
might carry k Hill higher, he might 
lay, that in the perlbn of Mr. Hayings, 
the Bricilh Nation had thought proper 
to inquire whether it could, with any 
regard to chara£^er, honour, or morals, 
continue to enjoy the immeni'e ad- 
vantage which (lie annually drew 
from* India, and of which the King's 
Minifters annually and loudly boafted. 
The refult of the meafures of Mr, 
Haftings certainly was this, that above 
two millions fterling were tdded to the 
annual refources of the Bengal Govern- 
ment ; that is, Aihen Mr. Haftings 
came to the Government of Bengal, 
the total annual refources were three 
millions one hundred and thirty-two 
thoufand pounds; when he quitted 
them, they were five* millions two 
hundred and eighteen thoufand pounds; 
^and by the continued operation of ihc 
fyftem cftabliftied by Mr. Haftings, they 
were increafed to five millions and a 
half. The Major then defired the 
Court to confidcr for one moinent—for 
what had Mr. Haftings been impeach- 
ed ? It was hardly ncccirary to tell 
them, that he was impeached for ail 
that fyftcni of foreign and domcftic po- 
licy, which coufidcrably extended their 
empire, preferved it from foreign cno^ 
mies, and which added two millions a 
year to the refources of the Baft- India 
Company. But they were not merely 
to confidcr the juftice of paying expences 
incurred in defending the propriety of 
meafures by which ihey had lo highly 
benefited j they were alfo to confidcr, 
that in the exeiic of the condemnation 
of Mr. Haftings, the Company muft 
have been utterly and irretrievably 
ruined.— He would not take the Ui'ge 
ground on which the Impeachment 
originally refted, but confine himfclf 
to the three points on \>d|kh evidence 
was given, that jointlyj^Bt^d Mr. 
Haftings and the Eaft- lUfe Company 
-r^hefe were, Benares* the Begum, and 
tihe Piefents. In ^he charge of Be- 
nares, Mr. Haftings was arcnftd of un- 
iiiftly expelling Cheyt Sjng, aljd erw 
uivnallj %(l(hn9na} of 


two hundred thoufand pounds a vrit 
from the prefent Raja. That additt'pnat 
rent has been paid ever fince 178 r; 
fequently, with the intcreft, the ex* 
pulfion of Cheyt Sing has brought ', 
above five millions into the public tren« • 
fury. The Begum's moiety, with in* 
tcreft, U one million eight hundred 
thouland pounds ; and the Prefenra ■ 
received by Mr. Haftings for the Com* / 
pany, with the intcreft upbn tlftm. 
would now be nine hundred thoufanq 
pounds. A total of eight millions, be* 
iidcs a diniinution of aoo,oooi. a yeaT ' 
from the future rent of Bqnares. - y': 

Major Scott faid, that upc^ no |uinv 
ciplc of juftice, honour, or cornmna 
fenfe, could Mr, Haftings have bee^ 
found guilty, and the Company left 
enjoy the fruits of rapine, opprei&pil 
and plunder. Indeed if there wereanv 
Gentlemen in the Court, as he had no 
doubt there were, who wetc in Weft* 
minftcr Hall the laft day of Mr. She^ > 
ridan's fpeech, they muft recoiled, that 
that Gentleman, in the moft diftin^ 
and unqualified terms, declared, tha^ 
the prolccution of Mr. Haftings was 
undertaken for the exprefs purpofe ^ 
Ju/lu'f to iMt/ia* ‘To pun ^ the 
oppreftur was certainly an objeA, fai^ 
Mr. Sheridan, but trifling indeed^ 
when compared to the more importani^ 
one of retfr^J/iny the fVrongs of the 
p.ejfed^ He admitted it to be true* 
that many millions had been acquired 
by the aits of Mr. Haftings. But the 
Lords, as j^kes, were not to look tp 
any confeqiMces that might refult 
from his condemnation. Cheyt Sin^ 
if Mr. Haftings were found guiltVi ' 
muft be fought nut, whether he wct^. - 
in a Mahratta Camp, or with Tip|NX| 
Sultan. He muft be reftored prec%lp 
as he ftood in * snd the intereft ef 
the additional rents received muft be 
repaid to him. The Begum muft alfa 
have her money back, with intereft* 
ThePrefents muft likcwrfe be reftored 
to thofe from whom they were received. 
All this muft be done by the Com* 
pany, if its funds would anfwev 
lor fo many millions 1 if not hy t^e 
Houfe of Commons, ceconomical at 
they were. * To fuopofe ^hat the Ng, 
lion would punilh Mr. Haftings for be* 
ing an oppreObr, yet meanly enjoy t)ie 
fruits of hb eppreflions, was 
bafely to libel her. Such, the Majoi^ ; 
faid, was fht concluding Speech of > 

Sheridan, wh« r«pr.<«itiB& in Vgi(^ 
auii*er Hall, itic ?eo^ - 
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Ipnd. SLal it tlitn be faul, that Mr. 

only was tiitd ? Jmpi.iilljle ! 
Ills acquittal is a matter oi iuHiiite 
mcmciic to the Kail-JnOia Conqinny in 
a pecuniary point of view ; bur, ftid 
* the Major, it is of infinite nnimeut in- 
deed, in points of much greater conl'e- 
qucncc— has .preferv-Zd pure and 
unfullicd the honour of the Compitiy 
and. of the Britifli Nation. It has 
cleared both from thofc vile and dc* 
teftable calumnies which have been 
circulated againft the Company, and 
.againft the Nation as connected with 
tms Conifanjr for fo many years. The 
world will now believe that folcmn 
truth, fo often afferted by the King's 
India Miniikr, and by every man pof- 
fclTingany knowledge of the ful'jc£t, 
that the Government of Great Britain 
has been a bl effing, and not a curfs, 
to the million^ under its rule : That 
our fubjcfls are the happieft and the beft 
protect'd people in India : That Bengal 
has been in a progreffivc Hate of im- 
provement from the firll period of Mr. 
Haftings's Admiuift ration tp theprefent 
day. By the acquittal of Mr. Ha(U 
ings, the jufiice as well as the wifdom 
of thofe meafurcs are fully ellabliilicd, 
by which fums were received, amount- 
ing, with inteveft, to above Thirty- 
Four Millions (icrling, and additional 
•Revenues actually created, exceeding 
Two Millions ftcrling a year j and 
we may now be fa:d to hold lecurcly, 
what prior to the acquittal of Mr. 
Ilaftings we held by a precarious 
tenure. In this point of view', and fo 
ifiniift be confidcred, his acquittal is a 
moll important fuhjedl for triumph, 
both to the Company and lo ihe Na- 
tion 1 after having done fo nuuh for 
both •, leaving India as Mr. Haftings 
did after a rhiriccn years Adnuniltra- 
,cion, v.'ith its Revenues fo greatly iiw- 
proved ; piefcrving it, as he did, in the 
lafi general War againU the imdl pow- 
erful combination ever formed for the 
deft;u€lion of a fiugic Siatc. Ikioicd, 
.ytfpefrc'd, ajid regretted us he was 
when he left India, and retaining to 
this moment, as he has done, all the af- 


i 

“ vant to us, wc always thought Pi, 
“ you ought to be paid your expenccs, 
** you ought to be rewarded j but \V£ 
“ did not profecute you, it was the 
“ Hnufe of Commons, it was the Rri- 
“ tilh Nation-r-lct them pay, as they 

ought to do.” Mr. Chainnan, this 
Company will nor hold furh language. 
They know that Mr.Hallings thought, 
as the Learned Gentlepitn do, that 
in equity be had a fair claim upon the 
Houle of Commons ; but had he the 
power to enforce Ins claim I Could he 
compel thofe who tlioqghc dilTercntly 
as to the judice of his claim, to ch.inge 
their opinions y . No — he could not — 
He had no means of bringing his‘»cafo 
even before the Houfe of Commons ; 
for no individual Member, knowing 
the fentimenrs both of the Miniftcr and 
of the Ojipcfition, would be very fond 
of moving the qucftioii. Was he then 
between two doc Is to fall to the ground? 
Impoffible ! Mr. Chairnnn, 1 have 
the fulleft confidence both in the jullite 
and the. gcncrofity of the Comt to a 
fervant whom they have repeatedly 
thanked for his exertions, and tp 
whom the Court of Dircdlors, after all 
his afts were before them, returned 
unanimous thanks for long, faithful^ 
and able fervices. 

Mr. Jackfon in reply to Major Scott 
obferved, that the Major had unde- 
iigncdly, he was fiirc, but ptilpabl^ , 
mifreprcfcnced his argument; he had 
charged him with an intention to put 
Ml. Ilaftings betwixt two ftools, by 
fending him from that Court to the 
Houfe of Commons, where it was now 
certain he would obtain no redrefs.— 
Mr. Jackfon appealed to the recollec- 
tion of the Court, if he had not ex- 
prcfsly faid, that if the Houfe of Com- 
mons fiiould be lo loft to dccincy anti 
jullice, as to refufe indemnification to 
a perfon who had been kept feven 
years upon his trial, at the fuit of the 
Country, then would bfc the time for 
Mr. Hdftings to come to th.it Court, 
and ihrow liimlclf into the arms of his 
friends, and fairly Hate his fufferings 
and his fituation. Did the Ijon. Ma 


fefiions and efteem of the people whom jor fear that the Court would grow 
he governed fo long, and the general cool in a jjjb weeks ? Was it likely 


• regard of his Cuiintrymtn who have 
ftrved in India, after having gone 
'.through an oi’Jeal of feven years, will 
this Company, adopting ihc fentimrnts 
Learned Gentlemen, fay to 
iftingSj y/t think you have 
' moil profitable aqd .^ble ler- 


that the JHIprietors, who on that day 
had ffievvn fo Hiuch fenlibility and 
warmth of affedlion towards Mr, Hal- 
tings, who- had not fuftered a fpacc of, 
eight or ten years rcfidence in this 
copn^ry to deaden a fingle impreffion 
of fenices peflprnled even feveral 
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yaars before* b'u return j but on the 
contrary had flievvii themielvcs as much 
ajive to their merit, ns if Mr. Haftings 
had landed but ycilcrdey ro give an ac- 
count of th<.in ; was it coiihftent, bede- 
rricd ro afk, to fupjjole that the fame 
perioni would fay to Mr. Haftings 
when he came back to tliein uul'ucccfs- 
ful hoiii the Houle of Coinirons, “ Oh ! 
“ no ! you (hould have taken us while 
“ we Were warm — you Ihould ha^vc in- 
“ Tided while we \ve»c in the humour ; 
that period ir. now paded.and we w'ill 
have nothing to d ) wiihyour indem- 
njficat’on.*' Sure he was, that no fea- 
ture of the chara^\er t>f that^ourt jufti- 
fied^’uch a fuppoGtion. 

Mr. Jack Ton- f lid, he could not hear 
without extreme concein Gcntlcmcu 
who were or had been Members of the 
Jjritilh Le^^iilaturc fpeak of iha'anfwer 
of the Miniftcr as the Refolution of the 
State. Much as he rcrpe 6 l:cd his talcnu 
and h’s virtues, he thanked God, that the 
Miniftcr of the Coun'try was not yet the 
rarhriment of the Country, though fuch 
miift; be the Hon. Major’s conclufion, 
when he faid the doors of Parliament 
were ftiuc. Such a declaration he 
thought did not become either the cha- 
pidtcr of the Legiftaturc, or the dig- 
nity of Mr. Haftings’s claim upon it. 
The Hon, Gentleman mull know, that 
though no fttition of a pecuniary na- 
ture could he laid upon the table of the 
Houle without a mefl'age from thtCfowu, 
yet it might be iniroduced, its mcriis 
might be opened nnd difeufted fo as 
to bring the fubjedt before the Country 
without that form. If the Commons 
of Great Britain thought proper to 
fubferibe their own fhainc, to place 
upon their records, and to clironicJc to 
pofterity, that a Britiih fiibjcdl had 
been feven years upon his trial, and ac- 
quitted without conceftion or repara- 
tion from the People, his acciifers, 
then he was perfuaded, that not only 
would Mr. •Haftings experience the 
kindnefs and mii!iihct.nce of thatCoutt, 
but every generous heart ihroughout 
the country would fympathi^e with 
liim, ligjaten his forrows, and even de- 
corate and dignify misfortune, by bring- 
ing to it the tribute of i|||yerral afTcc- 
tiiin. 

™ He had been pld,tbat certain Mem- 
bers of Parliament Ibbuld fay, that it 
was the affair of the Company, which 
bad derived the profits from Mr. Haf- 
tings, to indemnify ftim*^lf Parliament 

would fairly fay foj that end of 
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their dlfticuhies ; all ubje 6 Vions as 
want of concurrence on the part o*f,thc 
Diredtors, the danger of the precedent. 
or the illegality of the meaCure, would 
vanilh before the will of Parliament = 
but at prefenc thufe objedfiotis remained 
in full force. 

He inuit however declare, Ihougfi 
he knew it would be often five to 
many that heard him, that, in poinf 
, of law and ftridl juftice, Mr* Ha&in« 
had no claim upon the Company for 
Kndernrujicullon \ ^nor could he (\Ir. J.) 
1 ‘iiffcr that kind*of dodlrine to 
witlioutallertiiig his opiiiron'^o the raa* 
trary. Mr. H.irtmgs had every thing 
to'ht'pc for, iiom their perfonal regard 
for him, and fjom their known muni- 
ficente, but he rniift objeft to an a£b of 
Iponuineoiis muMilicence being treated 
as the mere dil charge of a debt. Mr. 
J'lckfon laid, he confented cheerfully to 
the Annuity, and admitted that to be A 
debt of gr'ititudc, b'.ca'jfc he thought 
that all men wh? ferved the Pulili^ 
*(and in Itrving the Company Mr. 
Haftings had ferved the Public) wercft'^ 
entitled to liberal reward 5 whether it 
might be Ib prtvioufly fr 4 )ulatcdor not| 
the nionl obligation was the fame,— 
The m 4 n or body of men who could 
accept of public icrviccs without indi- 
cating a difpofirion to revvard them, 
muft polfcTs minds of the moft fordid 
and diminutive delcription. Men of 
h'gh Ipirir, talents, and honour, were 
apt to confide ; they could fcldom (loop 
to make a baV||ain for their zeal, orcon^ 
dcTcend to claim the cunfideration 
which it defi-rved. Perfons in power 
knew well this temper, and daily nrac- 
tifed iipon it ; they found themlelvca 
ferved cheapeft by modeft merit ; they 
knew that the mble miifft could never 
be impt rtunate ; and th^y held it time 
enough to be liberal when importunity 
canic, or when unblulTiing venality came 
btddiy to the point, and convinced them 
it muft be purchafed. 

Such was faid to be the wrctc1i«4 
policy of Courts, and rto obtain among 
men who were callous to thole joft prin- 
ciples which form the fscred rules of 
private life, liuch a policy, however, 
h^d not yet infcfled the Eaft-lndiA 
Company ; the hiftt ry of that Court 
was but one unvaried tilTue of genero* ^ 
tity and jufticc towards thofe w^o 
promoted their interefts. 

A Nttbie Marquis had recently . 
perienced this fa^l, and he hoped MlR. , 
was about to do 



[ J 


But between eompettfution and indem^ 
Mifieotiony he (huuld rver ctmtend there 
ivas*a wide dtfttndion. Mr. Haftings 
had ferved the Company 3 let the Com- 
pany compcnlatc him. The Country 
nad outraged Mr. Halvings, n< t by ac- 
him, but by the protradtioo t f 
iriafl , let the Coufttry int'cinaify 
hiM for his enormous expciicei. Upon 
the \^hole,Mr. Jack Ion laid, couvinrcd 
fts he was that Mr. Haftings hud no 
lej'al claim for his indemnification upon 
^hc Company, but tliat it ought to pro-, 
|ced from ihc l*ub!ic j nnd thinking the 
|^cfp?ution<.Jiuvv propol'ed mnft dange- 
rous as to precedent, d’lVefpe^Afin to. 
ftic Direflors, unjuft towards Govern- 
ment as interfering with its juft de- 
mands upon them, and impolitic in it- 
felf as flying in tiie face of the Iloiifc 
of Commons, he fliould conclude with 
once moreearncftly prcHiiig it upon the 
Court, to refer the whole matter to the 
confidcration <»f the. Court of Dircftors, 
who could examine every bearing of 
the 'queftiou, who perhaps might be able- 
to remove conftituiioual objf.^lious, to 
avoid legal difficulties, and whufe wifli 
and impuife he knew it would be, 10 
convey to Mr. Haftings every c^'mfort 
and aliiftance, confident withrhc pttti- 
Ijiary circuniftanccs uf the Company. -y 
If Gcntleiflen prtlTcd the original qucl- 
lion, they mieht indeed highly gratify 
their warm fi clings, but he thought 
they ran I’oinc riik of failinr, in their 
main C'bjcA'V, which he prefumtd to be, 
to render iubdantial iurvice tu Mr« 
Haftings, 

’The Chairman informed the Court, 
"that the Opuiion of Mr. Uous, the 
ICompanv’s Counftl, had been taken by 
the l 3 ircftorj, upon the UgaLity of the 
Jiropofuion* wdiicli he would order tube 
^cad. Jt w^s read accordingly, and 
fta^d that Mr. Rou^ conceived the Mo- 
tioif vvas'lci? ;!, under il c words of the 
iAil: of r?.iilamcut, which were read as 
•follows 

33. Geo^ W\<mCi\t* 52, Ill, And 
Tt further eniu^lcd. That during the 
Continuance of the F-scliifivc 'I rade of 
faid Company, the nett pmeteds of 
fech* Sales of Goods at home, with the 
'iutias and allowances ariftng by private 
’^tadc, and ali oihir profit s of :he faid 

f 'mnpany in Cricat Rriiain, .after pro- 
iding for the payment of Bills of Ex- 
change already accepted by the faM 
Coir.pany, ns the fame fliall become 
for the current paynwnt of 
dvhe^tots, intcreft^ and dtbf: 


ebar^es^ and expences of the faid Com-*^ 
pany, &c. See. * 

Ac Mr- Jackfon’s r^ueft, the fol- 
lowing C'laufc of the A£t was read; 
which Mr. Jackfon contended was iU 
luftrarivc of his argumehC, in oppofttion 
to the 4. on ft ru6t ion j>ui on the A£t of 
Parlidinciu by Mr. Rous, the Company’s 
Con life I. 

33. Gro^ Iir. Cnp, 5*. Sec, 1*5. 
And where ns for proteflkig the funds 
of the faid Company, during their 
further term in the faid Exclufivc 
Trade, from btiiig burthened with 
any tmptnpry cbat^esy,\z is expe- 
dient ihju the laid Company Ibould 
be put uiK^ rcufonable limitations, in 
refpe6\ to .the of Pen/ioftTf or 

UKreofing the Sulauts nf then Officers 
and. SeinjantSy or creating new Eftabltjhm 
m-^nts Beit further enabled, that no 
Grant or Rclolurion of the laid Com- 
pany, or their Court of l)ir«<^ors, to 
be made after the flailing of this A£V, 
and during the continuance of their 
right in the f.jd Kxclufivc Trade, 
whereby the faid Funds may become 
cliargeable with any new Sa/ary, or 
inn cafe of Sitlarvy or any netv or ad- 
dtiionuL ejlahlijbtnent of Officers or Scr* 
•vantSy «»r any 7t*'w Pttrfiony or ivsrtafe 
of Penfiony to any one Perfon exceed- 
ing two hundred pounds per aniium^ 
fhall be available in law, unlcfs fuch 
Grant or Relblution Iball die, approved 
and conhrmed by the . Board of Com- 
milftoncrs for the Afthirs of India, at- 
tefted under the hand of the Prefident 
of the laid Boaid. * 

, This I a 5th Itdlion, it was contended 
by feverai gcntltnien, rcforrctl only to 
the grant of Pcnfions, inercaft- of Sala- 
ries, oi the creatioVi of new Eftiblifli.8 
menrs, and conlequcntly no hearing on 
the import of the Pr^jpofition for an in- 
demnification of Mr. Haftings, which 
was to he confidcred as a mere ouf^ctngy^ 
ebarftey ard exp. nee of the Company. 

Mr. Jacklon’s Amendijient was then 
fubmitred.to the vote of the Court, and 
negatived. 

Mr. Alderman Liilhington propofed 
to vote the i'ecbnd and third ^efolution 
together., 

A demur^efe.as, to the h'ofenrfs of 
tjie wQrdjn^lc latter part of the Rtfo- 
lutlon, and if was deemed ncceftary 
to limit the indcmnltication to a I’pc^j 
<ific Turn 3 it beciimc therefore a Q^iief- 
tion, what fitm Ihouid be fpeeifted h 

Major Scott fardythe^tccounts of Mr- 
Haftings'« l^w charges were at rhi.Jt * 
liiider tile uvdU pf two 

' 
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In Chancery, and that as nearly as could 
be afcertained, the amount was 7 x,oSol. } 
part of which wa* paid, and the reft 
remained a.s a debt due from Mr. Haf- 
tings. 

Some converfation here took place ' 
upon the fuggeftion of a Proprietor, 
that it Would be proper to appoint a 
Committee to infpefk the account, and 
report the amount. 

Lord Kittnaird thought it would be 
fufliciently fafe in the hands of the 
birc£forS| and that no Committee was 
ncGcCTary. 

Mr. J^ickTon faid, that Mr. Haftings 
had had one conlojation under hib mi(- 
forpincs, namely, that cf falling into 
legal hands of the moft honourable 
kind. The gentleman who, as bolici* 
tor, had condudled his defence, was 
known not only to have arranged the 
aftonilhing mafs of matter which he 
had to collect for tms occafion, with 
wonderful accuracy, but to have con- 
dudfed hiinfclf throughout witli the 
utmoft.fairnefi.. Mr. Jack Ton rhonght, 
however, that ibme lum {houhl be 
ftated, and i'uggcftecl the filling up the 
Kcfolution wuh the fum mcntiontd by 
the Hon, Major, vi/. not, exceeding 
71,080!. 

This idea was immediately adopted, 
and the Chairman was about to put the 
Qucftioii, when 

Mr. Serjeant Warfon declared, he 
could not fufTer the Quellion to go to 
the vote, without dating that he enter- 
tained very ferions doubts as to tut le- 
gality of the Rcli/lution, and the 
the Court had to pay the money under 
the authority of the Claufc in the 
which had been read. The inch 
Sedtion of the Aft that authorized the 
payment of nli ihar^r', he. 

could only be condrued to mean crdi~ 
nary TLn^cujlojuaryLhargc^ and notan 
item of fo ex!raon/j»uiv a nature as 
the charges in queftion, liut at Tiny 
rate, the jvdlibility of error in a mat- 
ter of To much importance, he thought 
was a fulHcient rcufon for the C*jurt’s 
afting with great caution, and there- 
fore he prop<*l’cd' to divide rlie Rtfo- 
iutiofi, and vote the firft part of it as an 
inftruftion to the Direftors to inipect 
the accounts, and lake "the opinion of 
the firft Law Authorities, as to the legal 
power of the Company to difeharge 
the amount under the words of the 
Aft of Parliament. The Learned Ser- 
jeant enforced this objeftion by argu- 
ment, and I'aid^ if ic ilu>uld iiuu out 


that the firft Law Authorities enter* 
tamed the lame doubts on the matter 
that very ferioufly imprelfed his itiin'd,, 
the Proprietary might apply to Pariia« 
menr for a Bill to fa net ton the inca« 
furej if, however, the Proprietors 
fent did not approve of this propofitCoq^ 
he hoped at leaft that they w^uld fo' 
far guaid the Reftilution, as toaddth^ 
words, ** if the fame can be legail/ 
“ done.** 

Mr. Tolfrey faid, that having beei^ 
aware that an objeftion of this nature 
u*S3uld be ftarted, he begged leave juft 
to Hate what had occurred |o htmlUfda 
an aniwer to it.— The power is con- 
tended for under the iiith Claufe of 
the late Aft of Piirliamtuc, which au-" 
thorizes the payment of ail 
cb. 4 r^es^ Uc, even antecedent to the 
di\idcnd. But this, the learned Judge 
fays, muft be conftrued to be ordinary 
and cuUomcry charges, and not an item 
of this extraordinary naiitre. In hit 
opinum there was nothing extraordinary’ 
in the nature of the charge, whatever 
there might be uiiufual in the amount 
of it *p it Wivs fuch an outgoing, as thA 
Company had on iTidny occafions dif* ‘ 
charged, and the quantum would make 
no (lid'crtnce in the argument} or if 
it did, it would be in favour of Mr* 
Haftings ; for vhe^mcre enormous thele 
colts are, the heavier they fall on aa 
individual to pay, attaching to his lio*- 
nourablc acquittal all the pecuniary 
penaitj, -ihoL>gh not the iligma, of at 
condeninatiou. 

Mr. Alderman Lufhington thought 
the adding the words propofed b)^ tb« 
learned Serjeant would only embarrafb 
the PropriLtois, when they came tts 
bilfit; as the Qucftioii lo amended 
woulcj (brow a (iouot on the face of ic, 
that nugVir ff-rtle thofe who would 
cthcrwiie'be inclined to vote for it. 

Mr. David Scott (the Deputy Chair^ 
man) concurred with Mr* Alderman 
Lufhington, and laid, they might be 
aft'ured that the Directors would take 
care not to do| anything that wai ille- 
gal. ' 

Mr, Owen faid, he lamented, a*, 
every man who was nor loft to hu«v 
manity muft lament, the late fituadoit ^ 
of Mr. Haftings : he was anxious that 
Mr. Haftings ihould by flune m^an^ 
be reimburled the cxpences of his pro^ 
fccuiion } bat being loinewhat accuijr*' 
tomed to the confulcracion of 
Queftions, and having heard .ati 
liion read (Mr. Rous’s) to w.hic^ 
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couM not fubTcribe^ he felt himfeif 
bound (however unpleafant, the talk) 
to deliver his fenciroents. Mr* Owen 
clearly that the latter part of 

the learned Counfers opinion w|is cr* 
tojncous^ and that the intended meafure 
for ind^oEJTiifyiftg Mr. HalUngs, was 
dire^ty contrary to the- fpirit and to 
the exprefs letter of the Aft of Par- 
liamtnt/ The only power which the 
Company had to vote Mr. Haftings 
70 oool, was under the words* out. 

goings, charges, and cxpenccs," 
mentioned /^•^dGeoAli.Cap. ^2, 

1.11. When different Aft» of Par- 
liament w^re founded '/« - ma~ 

Uriay it was ufuai and fair to expound 
one of them by another ; and on the 
prclent occaiion, Mr. Owen begged 
leave to call in aid the Aft of the i^th 
.GraAil* 6^. There a ncccf- 

lity for the molt rigid ojconomy was 
recognized, and from the ij/i? 5 LV?. of 
that Aft it was apparent, that by the 
words “ outgoing^, ^rc.’' the Legi- 
ilature meant ** necdTary payments and 
deduftions*’ only. Tht‘ii‘ what are 
ikcceffaty payments ? If a niin is pro- 
fecuted and acquitted, he cannbt re- 
cover damages from the profccutors, 
tinlefs he proves that the prolecution 
was fou’ided in malice, and that the 
fume was InClitiucd without probiblc 
caulCi 1 f a fervant 4 s profecuted cri- 
minally for an aft done even by the 
order and with the approbation of his 
maftcr, yet the law will n«t allosv that 
fervanc to recover from the mailer the 
colls wliich he has incurred in his de- 
fence. The mailer would certainly be 
bound in honour to indemnify hi.s fer- 
vant, though not in law. liut ad- 
mitting (fur the fake of the argument) 
that there is no difference between the 
ordinary cafe of mailer and IVrvant, 
and the relation thit c\ill»:d between 
the Comji.uiy and Mr. Hafttngs at the 
time of his profecuylftn, and luppofing 
that this, undouhretfly, was^a debt of 
honour, could the pireftors place fuch 
a debt of honodllg^^bndcr the head 
©f outgoings, chides, and cxpenccs?” 
Jlyir. Owen that tney couid 

, Could the Conr^any do ,it b* way 
ofgruuity for paft fcrviccs ? .To fay 
they could, wotdd be a mpuftrous 
rtonftruftion of the Aft ; fat by S:^^. 
115, the Company was fo •'retrained, 
they couw’ not grant to.‘Mr. Hail- 
.ttgt an anntdty or peniloa of aoil. 

annum, without the approbation 
^4 fioo&nnation of the Board of Com- 


m'llioaers^ If however the Company^ 
could vote, to^ Mr* Haftings 70^000!.=^ 
they might cir^uii^uily ' grant" him a 
peniioD to an‘ unlimited amount. Lf 
the Company could giant Mr. Haftings 
the grots I'um of 70,000!. by whiiSx 
he might probably* procure an. annuity 
of io,oooU they, might in manner 
create to liim an annuity or jpenfton to 
any extent. Mr, Owen repeated his^ 
anxious .wiih that Mr. H<^ings ihovild 
be reimburi'ed his expcnces of the pro- 
fccutiooi if pollibic ; but declared him- 
felf decidedly of opinio^, chat the 
mode then under coniidcratioii was il- 
legal. 

Sir Francis Baring faid, that the 
principle of the Refohitio.n ’ \Vas by no 
means a novelty. They had various 
precedents on. their books of indem- 
nifications 10 their fervants, tl’ie only 
difference was tlie extent of the amount; 
but if the princ^c was right in itfelf, 
the magnitude ot the lum could not af- 
feft it. 

Mr. Jackfon recoinmcnchid it to the 
Court CO take the opinions- of the At- 
torney and Solicitor General. 

After farther flight couverfation be- 
rwcin Mr! Jackfon, Mr. Chifvvell, 
Mr. frenchman, Lord Riimaird, and 
one nr two other Proprietors, *the 
Queftinn was put on Scrje^;lt Wat- 
foii'h Amendment, and the fame was 
negatived. 

The fecond and third Refolutions 
conjoined were then put to the vote, 
and carried with die Amendment, as 
follows : 

Refolved, That the Chnrgcs made 
again ft W a r r v. s H A s n x c s, Efq. 
having been founded isipon the 
public afts of his Government in 
Bengal, and he hasing been ac- 
quirted of all fuch Charges, dt is 
highly rcafonablc dxao'- the faicl 
W A R U B N M ASTI N c s, Efq . flio u Id 
be indemnified for.thc Legal Ex- 
pcnccs incurred by him, .in making 
his Defence- 

Refolved, therefore, that this Court 
do recommend to the Court of 
Dir^ftors to apply to Wajx&eit 
Hastings,, Eiq. for a ft?.cenien|: 
of. the .laid cxpenccs,. and that a£-. 
ter haLvinj£ eftablifliedthc fame, by 
a full and lactsfaftory inveftigation^ 
they do ddbharge the .amount 
thereof, no^exc:ccdiiig 71,080!. 

Tt was agreed, chat at chough thi^ 
C^eftion had paffed by a great majority 
of the Proprietors prereat, ije cm^hc 
to be referred to the deciiioir of a BaU 

lot. 
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%Ior, anil a B^Pot wnf accortlinglv dc- 
.iOrfdhded by Mr. Alderman Luniington, 
and ciglii other Proprietors, in due 
form, and fixed bv the Cliaiiman, with 
the appn b^t:nn of' the Court, fur Tuef. 
day the 2d of J unc. 

^ Mr. Aldcririfin Lufliingion propefed 
^ his^ lafi Refolutioii, hiving firtt amend- 
ed it, by leaving out the words “from 
** the period of the rctui'n 6f Mr, 
Haftings,” pn<J iuicirmg “ from the 
lit of January 175:, to the cxpi- 
“ raticiu of the C«iinpiny'& C'i4rtei for 
“ an cxciulive rraut,” in order to 
obviate Mr. Jackfoii s objeilions to its 
btio^ reirofpeftivc, and to meet whole 
ideas, :ind p^jjifit by whole I'uggeftions, 
Mr. LuHiington pruftlfcd hinatif to te 
Mt al) times extreiiuly anxious. Jt flood 
til ere fore thus : 

Ref'dved, That it is the opinion of 
this Court, that, in confideratiun 
of the long, fauhfu1,aiid iiiiportant 
fcrvicts ot Wakwkn H Ab Os, 
Efq. and to mark the giarcful 
fenfe entertained by this Com- 
piny, of the extenrue benefits 
which they have received from 
thefe fervices, a grant of an an* 
tiuity 5000*. from the ill of 
January 1795, toilTiicfrom the 
litorial revenue, during the term 
of the Cot4i/*any\ prefent cxclufire 
. trade, to Wauhlx Hasi'INIIs, 
Eftj. his heirs, executors* admini- 
ftraiors, and a(fign.s, be prepared 
by the Couii of Diredors# and 
fubinitted to the Board gf C«m- 
millioners lor the affairs of liidiai 
for their approv.d and coiifiiin- 
ation, purfuaiu to the Aft of Par- 
liament. 

The Refolution was agreed to, and 
a ronverfation arofe, whether the Quef- 
tion ought, like the preceding one, to 
go to a Ballot ; fevcral gentlemen 
thought that it ftood on pretty nearly 
the fame grounds with the Rcfutunoii 
for the indemnification, others iiiain- 
tained a contrary opinic'n. 

Mr. Tolfrcy laid, “This Queftion ap- 
pears to me, to ftand on very dif- 
ferent grounds from the Uft, and that 
x Ballot upon it is by i»o means necef- 
fary or proper. I'he former Rtfolu- 
tion was to be definitively decided by tjie 
Company. The prefent, after it has 
pafTcd this Court, ;’nd the Coortof Di* 
refttirs, is to be lent to the Board of 
Controul, for their approval and con- 
firmation. In offering a remuneration 
to Mr. Haftings, his feelings fhould be 
' Fart Vlll. 
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confulted ; and as there has vefy pro- 
perly becti no diflindUon made, cither 
in the amount or the nature of tKe 
penfion now propofed, and that re- 
cently granted to Marquis Cornwallis, 
neither fhould there be ariy in the 
manner of bellowing it. The penfion 
to the Noble Marquis, was decided dn 
in a Oeneral Court, and did not go to 
a Ballots— a Ballot may be illrucd to 
imply a di.ubt, and a difference of opi- 
nion. 1 beg leave to fubmit it to the 
l^ioprictors, that After the h.JiTome 
and unaiiimijiis teihmony they have 
given as to Mr. HaOliigs's merits, they 
ought riot to leave ^ he Court without 
conf.ng to a dccifive vote, as far as it 
rclU witii them, on the Refolution for 
liis penfion. 

Jt being dill contended, thar the Re* 
foluiion ought to Le referred to the dc- 
cilion of a I^lllot, Mr. Aiderrnau 
Liilhington, and the Gentlemen who 
had flood forward as the mod ftrentioiis 
fupporters of the Motion, confented 
that it ffiould be fo referred. 

T he Ballot on the Refolution to grant 
the ANNUITY^ was fixed for Wtd* 
nefday, the jd of June. 

AT A GENERAL COt/RT. 
Held at the India Houfc, on the id of 
June 1795, determine by Ballot 
the following mieffion : 

*' That this Court do recommend, 

“ ilutrlicCoLirt ofDire£lnrs Ihould 
apply to Warren Hasttncs, 

“ Efq. fora ftatement of the legal 
“ expcnccs incurred by him in 
“ making his defence ) and tltsnT 
“ after having afeertained the 
“ lame, by a f ulTand fatisfaClory iii- 
“ veftigation, they do difeharge the 
“ amount thereof, not exceeding 
“ ihf; turn of 71,080!.** 

On calling up the Votes, the numbers 
wcic, 

For th<* Queftion, 554 

Agalnfi 11, 254 

Majority for the Queflipn, 30^ 

AT A GeIJeRAL court, 
Held at the India Houfe, on the 3d of 
June 1795, determine by Bidloc 
the following Queffion: 

*• That it is the opinion of this 
“ Court, th.it in confidcrciiion of the 
“ long, faithful, and impoiMnt fci vices 
“ ofWARRi'N H AsriNGs, »ifq. and to 
“ maik iha grateful fenle entertained 
** by thU Company of the extenfive bc- 

V p “ nefits 
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ncHts which they have received from 
Uiofe rBFvi<&»&, a grant of an Annuity 
of so’ool. from the J,.innary 
“ toiffuefrom theTcrrUorial Revenues, 
“ during the term of the Company's 
prefent eaclufivt; trade, to Warrtu 
** Jfclafting>, Kfq. his Executoii, Avlmi- 
“ niiVraiors and AMignsjbe prepared by 
the Court of Dirertora, and Jabmit- 
“ tod to tlic Heard ot Co;nmilboncri for 


“ the Affairs of fndia, for riicrr ap-, 
proval and conb> mation; purfuant to 
•* the A6t of Parliament." ‘ ‘ , 

On calling up the Votes,* the lium- 
bers were, 

For the queftion 5'‘S 

Again 11 it 

Majority abS * 

• ' The 


On th -* r.fiie evenimi; Mr. M- A. Taylor rofc. In the Houfe of Commons, and faid, that 
fixing the Kisht Mon. Scovriiy Dundasin his (dace, he wiHitd to p.tk him a qutllicn, and 
hoped lie firoiiM hive no ohjtelion give an anfwcr, affuri g the Houfe tiiat he was not 
aflnsted in it by any mvt.ve of I'piic op malevolence. 

The lloufe knew liiat Mr. Hartings had been acquitted ; be would not to fay 

hut he w.i^ innocent, or a' lc.\;t legally But a propofal had been made at the lndi.i-. 
floufe, tliat that Gfntlc. nan’s expcnces in the pr-afecution Ihouid be paid by the 
Company, and y-lhrJ.sy 7i»cool. had been voted as L.iw Charges, but not fuhjt^l to 
the Board «f Contrcul, v/h le on the Annuity to he granted to him, a- queftion rcmainc<l, 
whether it was rot fubjiit to the will of that Board? He w.fhcd t?o know whether dir 
Right Hon. Gent'tcn.an agreed lo tlie propoHilon that the Board of Controu! had no power 
over the fum voicd for Law Chargt s ; and if none, whether it had over the Annuity ? 
Tt was, he fa d, a feriou i puVi.c confidcration, for they could look fer refponfibility nosvhtTe, 
if not In the Bt>.rd of Con.ioulj .and if the Co.upany had fuch a power independent of it, tho 
fbener the Houfetook it the better. 

Mr. Secret.Mry D indns laid, that though little entitled to fpcak on the authority of 
an Aft Oi Pailiamcnt, he would give the beft anlwcr he could to the Hon. Gentleman'^ 
qurllion. By the Aft of the year 1793, tliei« were two dilhnft appropriations j one., 
relaC.vc to the Revenues in Indii, the oihet: to the S. I*s at home ; and the terms of them 
were difftrent. A's the Kevtnucs colkfted in Xndia, the firlt ptovilion vva^ for payment 
fit Military Chargeb j the kcond Ibr payment of Debts ; the Fhitd, for the Charges of 
Covemnicnt ; the fourth, for providing an InvcRmcnt j .»nd by the fifth, after pay. 
nienc of the 500,000!. to Ci.>vcrniMtnc, tlie Surplus was to be d.fpofcd of agreeably to th* 
orders of the Direftots it wa:» thci f^ie, he conceived, out of the power ol the Court of 
Direftors to apply It on ary account till th* debts were entirely ihtisficd. 

to the appropiiauun of the fale* at home, after the outgoings and the charges of 
thr«JwOmpany, tlKix v.«b pivvifion for tho iniciert of all debts - the payment of bills of 
-India/m way of ti in*. or — t. tlie pubhc— and, Ullly, the guarantee to accumu- 
late to- twelve inui.i'^nA for c.<,.-iil lor the Company, as pnbhc propci-ty. He would fay' 
then, fincc it menC oned, that he was clear the payment alluded to by the Hoii. 
Gentleman cu'jld nut fa” ' ) t!u IV,— -The queftion therdorc wa^, whether Mr. Haftings’s Law- 
Charges could be hiought under the head of Outgumgs ? The Propiietors had no povrer^ 
'«nii (he Dr ftoi^ ihouid be cautious; tor unlcfs they could juftify the propoiition, Uicy were 
p;.ifona!ly JiaLlc. 


ON Iiiday May zt, a nioft magnificent cntcrtainnu ri was given at WilHi's by 

tile Bc;n.'at t Lub to Mr. H.illmgs, in cclebtaclOu of hii acquictnl. It partook more of th^ 
Jpkndor «t the, Kaft than ally thing .t c\er was feen :n this country. Upwards of five 
hundred pe'ibns were pnftr.t, and Mr--.. Haftinns pufided, to whom the company w'ercrc- 
Ipectivtly imu c'iiccd, Loid 'riiurtow W'as cne of this .\lltmbly. ^ 

And on'l'utlday, July Zf,a rCte Champetie given by Sir John and LadV D'OtleV^ 
at their cottige hi Mampfh re, lo a vtiy numcioii-* and fiifh.onable compary. ' ’ 

- The d.iy was unured in with the ringing of btlh, and other dcmonlhations of joy. The 
Company alfemblcd at twelve o’clock m a Isrgr open Pav.lion, furrounded with wood ex- 
cept .11 ii jnt, which cpen."d to a lovtly lake, the b.inks of which weie fr.nged w.tli wcep-i 
ii.g v^.lTows, l.-»burno.ns, lofcs, &c. The ei »l,t pillats which ftipporicd tlie roof of the Pavi-- 
Iwn, wtic ernamented with wrc.iths of natur.-il flower*, winding to tlie top. In the centre 
f f the roof^ in front, Mr. liaftings’s arms, placed like a mcriall.cti in a wreath of flowers,.* 
ftwde a vciy handibmc appearance. Wieaths of flovFcrs and liunds liung the p'of in 
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The following Opinion of the Com- 
pany '& ilanding Counfcl was laid before 
the General Courts at which the Refo- 
*!ucions whereon the abov<€ ballots were 
taken were pro.^ofed. 

CASE. 

A rpccial General Court of the Com- 
pany, called at the reoueft of mne 
iVoprietors, is to he held to take into 
conAdt reUi^n the long, fairhfiil and im- 
.portant fervitfes of VVarrui Haftings, 
Efq. late Governor General of Bengal, 
witU a notice, th^iic it is intendec to 
olfjr to the Gcncral^ourt. a propoCiion 
for a pecu^niary compenfaiion fuital>lt.ito 
the importance t)f j\Ir. Hafli gs*s ic'f- 
prcfciU (itu-ation. 

The Refolutions intended to be pro- 
pofed at this Court have .(iiicc bocn 
handed to the Couit of 'Dirc6tt>rs; a 
xopy whereof you have herewith. 

Your opinion ii> defirtd— Whether k 
is, or is not, competent to the Company 
tfj make the in^xirmi y proporc<l, wich- 
•<>ut the approval and confirmain.n tif 
the CominiilioiuTS for the aifairs for 
India ? 

O P 1 N I O N, 

The pen lion of 500c 1 . per annum is 
within the exprdw words of rhe A^l, 
and the grant of tin; Comp in v cannot 
be availnble in law unleis fuch grant 
111 ill be approved and conlirmcd by the 
Board of Coinroul in the nuuucr pre- 
i'eribed by the A6f. 


With rcfpcfl to the propofed indciu- 
nii\ f >r tilt cxpenc^,s i.iinrred 'b' Mr. 
Hadings under tiic impeachment^ the 
power of the Company to «l*fcharge 
lucri'cxpenccj i‘< pends on the 
whether this pasment may he ciaflfed 
unchr iIr* general dciVtiptioit of out- 
goings, clurgcs, and expenoes of the 
Company ? In tht ordinary cafe of 
priittcring their Servants Under profe- 
rtitions, no man conUl doubr it, efpt\- 
cially when the tvent of r iprofecution 
proves th.fC itiuic dCts done in their 
fervicc wore really uinucent, perhapt 
in the ihl'cliiirge of a ntccifary djity. 
With all due rea'puifil to the Houfe of 
Comm on s. i cm th leaver no ground for 
a legal diftinitiou between thiir im* 

{ >eachnu‘nt and the ,prolt.LUtion of the 
owed ineiobcf of *the community, nor 
berwren an indirtinent, the defence to 
whicn iiuy coll a very final I fum, or an 
impe^i hmeut, v, hah lu-iy involve the 
RLC'd'vd m the moft enormous cxpcncc ; 
the principle of law mnfi he tlit fame, 
1 therefore do thmk it comp: rent for 
the Company to pay the (Xpciiti^ Mr. 
Mailings may h&vc incurred in his de« 
fences 

George Rouv 
Temple, May aprh, 

The Court crf Dire^lors afterwards 
received the iuiluwin^ Opinions upc-n 


light feAoons s the infide.ofitlie .Pavilion was hung^with pifluvcs applicable Jto the occa/ioni 
Mr. HaAmg:»*s occupied the centre, eh ganily decoiHtcd wnii a wrenth of white liUies 
lilacs : on one i»dc w.ss tliat of Lord Thnilow ; on.thc other, iht late veneiable Lord Mina* ' 
.held; the remainder xo nil tied .of the armsttif the Company and the City of Lon* 

don y the print tjf *he “ Judgment .of Biitannia and thw .id.nirahle c..ncature of «« The 

Laft.Jfcene ot the Managers’ Faice,’’ by Sa>er. A curtain ol while filk, with gold fringe 
and hung in,fciloons above the pidlures. On a iVnnll wooded ifland in the hike was 

placed a martial band, over whefe head> waved a iilk banner. Bclides the Pavilion there 
weru many tents ercdlcd on the lawn lor the entertainment of the company. 

An elegant breaKfaA, with fruits, ices, Sec. was laid out m cite Pavilion ; in :the centre 
of the table was a very beautiful temple, in winch was a.tigucp of JuA^c holding in her 
hand a pair of golden fcalej. In one fcalc were the Cliarges that had been exhibited againll 
Mr. HaAings ; ig the other, on a fniall fcroll of white fdk, in letters 0/ goM, the namet of 
all tbofe Nohlc Peers who fo honourably aequiued iilm. 

The Ladies and Gentlemen wcie prcfciurd with bouquets tied with white xibbons, on 
each liile cf which was the motto of “ Virwc Triumphant,” in JeUtra of gold* Thcfe 
•bouquets wtre prefented Jjy clvldien drcITcd alike in white. 

Dancing, mulic, and vai'ious other amufemenu, fiUqd jup the hours till dinner was ferved 
in the Pavilion. 

After dinner the following .toaAs were dr^nk -; 

“ King and ConAitut-on.*' 

•f Mr. and Mrs. HaAings ^ and n^ay tlicy live long to enjoy the triumph of theSr merits !'•* 

** Lord Thutlow and Peerage of £ngiand, dor, their firm and conAitutional fupport of the 
honoar and juAice of the Country. 

“ The EaA-lndia Company, for their uniform and liberal patronage of oppreffed mfrit.*' 

Tlicfc were followed by the ufual public toalh. 

P p ?. tl« 



the following Quaftions ariring out of ** other ot(i going charges anti rx^encetif ^^ 
tht-’pteccthiig Refolutions, from the “ of the laid Company/* are in 
fevcral Ccunfel vvhofc names wc fub- fel^aes large enough to extend to almoft 
joined tp cachOpinion. any diibiirfemcnt ; but, I think every 

^ CASE, found principle of conflru€lion will re- 

* Firft.*— Whether it is competent to llrain them to fuch “ outgoings^ 
them to carry into execution this Refo- charges, and expcnccs/’ as were zf/ual 
lilt on of the General Court con lillcnt prcMous to the paifing of the -Aft, and 
with the ftvcral p'-ovilions and rcftric- might property in: Itiled the “ cin^ertt 
tions above recited, with or without the “ rx/^fnees cf tlie Company/’ Amongft 
confent of the Commiffioners for the thtle, the proper and*nccclfary If 4 iv 
Affairs of India ? charges of the Company ftem to me to 

Sccond.--rWhcthpr the Court of Di, be clearly inchnltd. Tht fruc queftion, 
refVors are refponfiblc thcmlVlvcs, fup- tlu rcfnre, appeals to be, how far the 
pofing th«*v direct the payment agree- law charges (h femiing who have 
abL :o th^ faid Refolution of the Ge- been fqcd or proficntrd for a£fs done 


ntr . Court, without the confentof the 
Commilfioners for the Affairs of India ? 

Mr. Sei. !fant*Aijair** Opinion- 
ThU Cafe is by no means free from 
difficii .'V ; tlu Ctgidature having fo 
minutely diretUd the application of all 
the Eatt-India Company’s fund.;, re- 
venues, and profits, both in Europe and 
India, and fo ttr<‘n.iiy rdlri^led them 
to the fpecific modes of applicanon 
pointed out bv the btitute of the 33d of 
the prefent King. 

} know of no legal authorities, nor 
clearly cfiablilhcd principles, winch lan 
ftrvc island marks to guide me ton cer- 
tain and decilivc opinion upon the ejuef- 
tion above fiaied, ind I can, then fore, 
only rtatc the rclult of the beft confide- 
ration I have hern able to give to the 
fvveral piovifions of the Ait of F.,rlia- 
ment referred to, as applicable to the 
' futiitfion of the Company, and the Rl- 
folutions of ih - General Court. 

The i^liolc of the Company’s funds 
and revenues in Imfia, feem to be fo 
appropriated by the A^t, as to leave no 
part of them applicable to the jiurpofc 
itaied in the Kcfolutions in queffion. 
And the ** net proceeds of iheir Tales 
•» of goods at home, with the duties 
and allowances arifing by private 
trade, and other profits of the Com» 
•* panv in Great Britain,’’ after pro- 
viding for certain payments mentioned 
in the fiift part of luih See. arc in 
like ‘iranjKT completely tied up from 
any fuch applicat'on of them. It ap- 
jieats therefore fo far clear, that the 
J. objcif in queftion cannot be legally car- 
L^ried into efftif, unlefs it can be fairly 
^brought within fome of thoft claffts of 
p^vincn’’ which arc allowed to be pro- 
vided for, antecedent to the fptafic ap- 
jpropiiations The words current 
payments of other debts, Intercft, apd 


by the oYtln^ or fUrciily ni r%i*.ce of 
tlu* Company, may he coniidered as 
within the fame principle. — I could wifli 
it had been c.vprtf'iy Jifner/, whether or 
not it h?s been vfnal for the Compan)*, 
K.\\\\vr pyenjwuily to undertake the de- 
fence* of ]>erlons fo circtimflancerl, or 
fuhftfi''eniLy to rtpay them the expt nees 
tlu*v have legally larwrn’d by rtalun of 
fuch fnits or profi curir.ns. 

I rather cijnrtiw that both have been 
ufi'ol^ and I lie only difference between 
tliofV two c let ms to be, that in the 
latter cafe (as the pirty lias conducted 
hirt <)wn dt ft nee) ii is open lo the en- 
quiry, how far 11 li ‘.s b» t n p\ol't^iy con- 
du 6 leH, and the cxpcnces ntLiffarily in- 
cuiird. Suppofing theri.fort’(.v/.o;/ 

/ d’/ne to be undtrjiood gtving no 
opDiion of nr,' oivn') ** the cliargcs made 
*• agaiiifl Mr. Ilaftings, of wliich 
has been acapiirrtd, to have been 
** ItAincIed upon the publ:r a6s of ins 
“ guverniTK I't, umfir ihe OHttKrilw or 
direliiy in the < niphy and fuvice ofihs 
Ccnipnny” the inclination of niy 
opinion is, that the Company are ?iot 
rcil rained, by the fair couftru^tion of 
the Statute in quefii . n, from reimbnr- 
fng him fuch ihargis as he \mncci/fa-> 
Xiiy and legally incurred in condudling 
bis dcfcncO'. 

lfihiscan .be Icgaliji done at ally I 
,im of opinion it may be done vdtboxt 
alking the confent of the ComniilhoncTs 
fur the Affaiis of India j bec*aufc I 
think the payment cannot be mfdc 
even tvitb their ronfti>r. urlefs it comes 
fairly within ihc dif^ription of the 
“ tnri'cnt o.’dgGittgSy charges and f.r- 
“ fences"* of tne Con,p ny, for which 
no fuch confent is required. 

If my opinion on this ful.je^l is mif- 
taken, tht* regulations of the Ai‘A arc 
fu llrii^d, and tlic public have furfi ;,n 
iptereft in the ph>ma:c furplus of the 

C:'( 



t 29s ] 


^ompwny's fundf, as well as in fome of 
thefpccific .'pplicaticns of them, that 
not only the Company colledlivcly, but 
even the Directors pcrfonally, may be 
held to be rcfponfibic to the Crown, as 
trullccs for the Public, for any milap- 
plication of ihofc funds. 

i9thjune J795. J. Adair. 

Mr. Mansfield’s Opinio?!. 

Firft.—W briber it is competent to 
them to carry into execution this Refo- 
lution of the General Court, confiilent 
with the fcveral provifions and rcttric- 
tions above recited, wiih or without 
the con fent o f the Commilfioners for the 
Affairs^frtbdia ? 

This queifion depends upon the 1 1 irh 
Sc£fion of the A£i of Parliament which 
provides for the appropriation of the 
profits of the Company in Great Britain, 
by which, before that appropriation 
takes place, all ihc outgoings, charges, 
ail'd cxpenccs of tlie Company are to be 
paid. AiTit ugh the outgoings, charges, 
and expcnccs of the Company, any iii- 
demnihearion which the Comp iny thinlc 
proper to give forexptnccs which they 
luppofe to have been incurred by their 
Servants in the difeharge of their 
duty, or acting fer the intereff or be- 
nefit of the Company, or any rc>\a«d 
which they think they ought to con- 
fer «pon a meritorious Servant, arc, f 
think) to be included. If tins be a fair 
con fir u 61 ion of thnfe words, then I 
think that no dillii\6lion can he nude 
betwcin the proportd indemnification 
ol Mi'. Maftings, and that of any Other 
Servant profccuted for:i 61 s done by him 
in his ftdtion or employment in India. 

he largcntfs of the lum, and the pro- 
fccutionagainflMr Wallings having been 
infiitutcd and carried 011 by tbc lioul'c 
of Commons, may beget <loubrs upon 
this qiieftion j but ftill f think that the 
Company mull have a power to indem- 
nify him, if tlicy ha\e a power to in- 
demnify any S#i*vant againll the confe- 
quenccsof a profcciition ; and the Cum- 
p'uiy alone muft be the judges, whether 
they arc called upon in jnltice or ho- 
nour to give Inch an indemnification. 

The conftruition vvhiehl give to the 
I nth Sc6fion is, T flunk, Urongly fup- 
ported by the proufion in the 125th 
be6Vion ; for the latter fiippofcs, that 
without the rcftri6li jn which is there- 
by put upon the Company, they might, 
in their diferetion, grant ann.iai pen- 
fions, and if they migl t grant annual 
penli.iiis, when, iruy thou-lu zney were 


merited, fo they may give fuma of 
money to perfons who appear to 
to he entitled to their bounty. 

I am ihertlorc of opinion, that it is 
competent for the Cour: of Direffors to 
carry into cxpcutiou the Reiblution of* 
the General Court without the confent 
of the Commidioners :'or tlic Affairs of 
India. 

Indeed, if they could not do it without 
filch confent, they could not do it wit h 
it ; for jf the A6l of Parliament < an be* 
fo confirued as to reftrain the Company 
from doing fueli an it refiiains 

them abfoliitely, without any^rcfercncc 
to tlu approbniion or confent of rholb 
Coinmiliioners. 

Secf>nd. — Whether the Court of Di- 
rcilors are rcfponfiblc tlicmlVlvcs, fup- 
pofiiig they din ti the jjaymcui- agreeable 
to the faid Rcfoluiion of the General 
Court, without the confent < f the Com- 
imUioneis for the Adairs of India ? 

J am of opinion iliai tive Court of Di- 
re6tors cannot be pcrfonally relponfiblc 
for carryine into execution the Rcfohu 
tiun of ihc Cb. lU'ral Coiirt. 

'rcuiple, June 15, T. Man^fuld. 

>79v 

Mr.Ri arckoft's Opinion. 

Firll. — Whether it is competent to 
them to carry into execution this Refo* 
lution of the General Court, confident 
with the fevcral provifions and rcllric- 
tu»ns above r-cited, with or without the 
confent of the Comm iffi oners for the 
Aifaii's of I nilia f - 

I am of opiifum, that the Dircfto r^ ac c.. 
not Icgullv aiithonfcd to carry into exe- 
cution this Refolution of the General 
Court, and that they cannot do fo con- 
fifitnily with ihc provifion.s and rcftric* 
tions oi ilic Statute. For it teems to me* 
tint this grant, both with regard to the 
occafii’n and the Urgenefs of the fum, 
cannot with propiietv be confidercd at 
falling under the general words of the 
A6l of rarliament, “ other outgoings, 
“ charges, and payments of the Coni- 
pany,” which words, as I conceive, 
only mean the current, ufual, and rea- 
foiiAblc expenecs of carrying on the bu- 
fintfs of the Company. 

Second. — Wluther the Court of Di- 
Tc6lors are refponfible thcmfelves, fup- 
pnfing they direft the payment agree# 
able to the faid Refolution < f the Gene 
ril Court, without the confent of the 
Co.nmiirioner*^ for the aft'airs oflndia r 
It is more than 1 can vcniare to fay* 
that the Directors will not be refpon- 

fib*- 
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4iblc ihemfclvc^ if they ciirccl the pay- 
ment propofed. 

It is true, an .i£^ion at law, or a fuit 
in equity, could h.4rdly be framed or 
mainlined agaiuft them in fuch a cafe ; 
► but it is by no means clear, that tliey 
might not be liable to a crimiii il pr 
cutipii by way of indi^liiiwnt or i‘ lor- 
maiion, inafmuch a» die Public at large 
may be ultimately interefted in the ap- 
plication of the probiF. of the Company ; 
not to fay any tiling of a polfibl,; notice 
by Parliament of a trail fa^liion of this 
nature. 

, Eb W A R D B K A ViCROi' 1. 

Lincoln's -Inn, i6ch June, 
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Mr. Er.skinl’8 Opiniok. 


I Have confidered the different Afts 
♦f Parliament with lb very firong a wilh 
that the law might be found tu vindi- 
cate a iiic'vl'uve which ap^^fcars to me to 
be fani,Uoiied by every principle of 
public policy and piivate judic^*, that 
perhaps I may have overlooked difU- 
cultirs which have occurred to others, 
or which may really belong to the (ub- 
jeft. 

The Afts of Parliament, tak.cn to- 
gether, prefent 10 my mind but one feii- 
Jible or legal ronttruAion. 

The public force of the Nation having 
at different times been employed in ex- 
tending the poireflions, revenues and 
cojimercc of the Ctuiipanv, exclulivcly 
^'JwiHled to it by charter, claims of (to- 
vernment were upon feveral occafi(;ns 
advanced, vvhidi ended in nompa^Vs of 
participation confirmed by the autho- 
rity of the A<!ils of Parliament in quef- 
tion, Thefc Afts mark out in what 
proportions, and l’iibje6f to what qna- 
Jifications, this participation of the Pub- 
lic in the Company’s propcicy is to 
attach. 

With regard to the Territorial Re- 
. venues, they arc devoted in the firft 
place, before any pariicipatbjn of the 
Public, to the dcfraybigihe Compiny’s 
Military and Marine Ertablilhments in 
India :-^Sccoiid,Tothc Interdl of their 
debts incurred in India: diul — Third, 
Cwhich is maie.ial to the prefeut cn- 
l^uiry, to the dctriving of tiv e\pencc4 

their Ci\ ii and ( ,'ommercial Pill ibiifii- 
mi nts tncir lcvt‘r.il Siititovcnt^. 

No rational conftru^'lion rjn be put 
v^upon thefc members of the Statute, ex- 


cept* that the Territorial ^levenues btjf 
fore any title to public participation* 
accrues to Government, arc to be ap- 
propriated to all expenditures ifoua 
incurred by the Company in, (upport of 
the MilitAry and Civil Governmtius of 
the Rail. 

1 am aware that the Board of Con- 
trottl has a fupci intendence of fluj exer- 
oife of tliefe autharities, ^and that it 
would »ot be a legal •expenditure to 
create cftabl' lb men tsi not 1. •.'lioin.d 
that body^ nor to carry intoeffe6> nvea- 
furcs which it had interdifted $ buc 
lubjeA fothat cantroul in thcexcrcdb of 
their governments, the revenues ajre in 
the firft p!.i-cc exprelhv p!cite«^ 9 %or ra«- 
thcr appropriated by P^irli 'ment tQ .the 
expellees of their fupport- i 

Now it feems to me iivipolUblc to con- 
fine this expenditure to the mere fixed 
©r calculable e^pmers of eftablilbmcnts; 
for if this Wert To, the Company could 
neither reward nor protect, nor in- 
demnify their Servants, nor provUle for 
the iiinwmerablecontingcncitsof tnemoft 
c-i’cnfivc and important govcrnmcmti* 
Nothing but the .magnitude and iiiigu- 
Lirity of«tlie oexafion can occafion the 
doubt; furilt mult be remciub^'Xedj that 
ir‘ the cottftruflion ©f the A6l were t(i 
be narrowed to hxed cftahlilhmcnts ca- 
pable of previous ^calculation, the Com- 
pany would hiwc as little^ right to, in^ 
demnify a Civil or Military Servant ' 
who had loft his baggage in a river in 
the cau-rfe of fcrvice, as Mr. Haftingc 
for the expervre of his impeachutent. 

But the Aifl itfclf in anothci^ p-art of 
it flicws that tile na-r-row' coo ft ruction is 
not the true one ; bccaufi* it Umits the 
powe r of granting pcnlions to xooh 
which is a 'recognition that the power of 
rewarding merit from the funds of 
the Company was before tU^t time a 
legal approivi^itAon of tUeai tq.aiiY ex.- 
tent. 

Indcedjif the public participation ia 
only to comiiiencc afcei^ defraying the 
expellees of the Kaftrlndian Guverjir 
ments, no rational conftrui^ton can br 
put upon fuch a compaft, but that every 
expence honajitlv incurred by the Com- 
pany in the juft and politic cxcrcife of 
tbejr authority in India, is toconftitute 
the firft appropriation of their revenues, 
which biings the queftion jto this, viz» 
Whether the propoicd inderohification 
of Mr. H.iftings is a fair and ko»a, fide 
exper.re arilijig hom their charad>er 
aaid GQ*<ernora of India ? 

, Every 
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■M&rcry mart acquainted with human 
IBe muft adnnit that it is impuflible to ‘ 
carry on the itioft infiguific'iiU hurtnLfs, 
“JnucU k*(s the niii'.hiy iruft of dirt ant 
and cxicnfivc empire, without the 
means of giving fecarity and indLiuiiiry 
to thofe who arc engaged in the per- 
formance of complicated and perilous 
duties; — The atls' for which Mr. Haft- 
fngs wis imp^cjicd were the public 
adVs of the Company’s Government, 
and now appear Ijy tlic acquitting judg 
jThvnt to KaX'C been a^ts vindicated by 
his obitgatron of fervicc to lib iV>afters ^ 
ift appears therefore to rhCr that if Mr. 
Haftings lu.ftfl : neccnarily he charged 
with thc^Sfs tif £.-tt>,oco fof' the cx- 
pen&es <»f hrs trial, without any piwcr 
in the Ealt- India Company to tax their 
revenues with l.is indemn ideation, as 
, *nr expence incident to their hZftahlilh- 
* mcnls in India, the very exiftcnce of 
their Governments is endangered, be- 
ciu-fc no Government can he adminif- 
fered with vigour and firmiufs, and 
confequcntly not with fafery, unlcfs ita 
Minifiors and Officers, whilft tli«y arc 
Koneft, arc indcmnifred and proce^ed in 
the cxcTcife of their ftitlons. 

When I find, therefore, the partici- 
pation of tile Public in the Compiny's 
Tevenuts poflpcned until the cxpences 
|» the Settlements abroad arc defrayed 
Md p^vided for, I cannot but conlider 
l&m as legaJly devoted- to every f^ona 
cxpcnce which wife policy or pri- 
|j^e juftke may cal't upon men who 
lire Governors of diflanc provinces to 
incur. And I am moft clearly of opinion, 
shat the indemnification' ot i\Jr. Halt- 
falls within both thefe piinciplcb. 

The conftru^ftion which I have ven- 
tured to put upon the Statute, as it re- 
gards the Territorial Revenues, is am- 
^y confirtficd by the See. ii<. relative 
S the Company’s prufns in Great Bri- 
r.nn, where the participation of the 
Public is poftponed till every outgoing, 
hatgc, and cx'pcficc is provided for. 
rhefe Words, which are of the largeft 
" I ampleft fignificntion, would bt luf- 
ent tocarry the dccifton of this quef- 
Ri^n, loOkiiig «niy to the funds which 
itiat Sedlion had in view, and ftanding 
Singly upon it j but I am of opinion, 
th'S I i;th bee. does much more than 

t bftaniivc^y fupport the aft of the Di- 
ftors as far as it relates to that fund ; 
retiefts a ttrong Tight upon the an- 
rrot* members of the Statute, wkith 
whole hiftofy of the regulations 
India o^ult confirm to every 


man who is acquainted wiill theitl«' 
With regard to rcrponfihility, fup* 
pofing tlu* appropriation not to be juf- 
tified by the Aft, the Company jyould 
undoubredk be obliged to refund to the 
Public, i\prcfented by the Auorney 
General in an infornuuion filed for That 
purpuft; but I have not mdteriaU before 
me tor pulgiog whcihcr the rclponfibi- 
lity would extend to the whole Cona- 
pany, or be confined pei Tonally to the 
Dirtftors. 

Serjeant’s^Inn, June. T. EltSKiNEr 

Mii Gibus’s OpinionT 
I Am of opinion, that it is competent 
to the i>ircftors to carry into cxecutioa 
the Rtfol'ution of the General Court 
whhout the confent of the Couimif- 
fioners for the Atfairs in rndia. The 
indcnimrying an Ofticcr i f the Coin- 
pany agamft the cxpences of a profccii- 
tion founded on afts done by him in the 
execution of his oflicc may, I think, 
fairly be r^^-k wcd among thofe out- 
goings, charges, and txpcnces whiclv 
the Company aic direft.d by the iiith 
See. of tilt* Staime to pri’viilc* for. It is 
highly 1 cafonablt that t‘ut) fboisld poT- 
fcls a power of lb doing, ft-i' in luanyr 
cafts the txt .► ife ot it inufi be dVcnijal/ 
to the caif' og on of ilitir Tti'vici ; the 
words of ' ' !-*cAtiitc arc, in m> opinion^, 
large enr • lo give it to them, and* 
the LegdUciirc muft, I think, have tbp- 
pofed that the SLatuic luid given it, for 
by rlic See. the Company are 

reftrafne-’ from granting c r iiicrcafin^ 
any falary or pi nfion beyond jC-zoex 
inn, \\itho\it tliq conTcnt of ilu* Com- 
mifiomers; which fhews that the LtgiT- 
l.jture rluiiigbc they would have been 
iinpouered w'ith this reflraint to re- 
M'aid their Servants by jicnfions and 
Tilaiies to any amount; and if they' 
might reward, ir lecins to follow, thaV 
they nujibt indemn’fv tluni againfi: 
lofies and cxpences arlling m tlie courfe 
of their fervjoe. It is bofervahic too,- 
ihart ts c C mpany has lliil under the 
125th Sec. d power of rewarding by 
peniion or falary, to any amount, with 
tlie confent of tiic Comm ftioners ; hut,, 
if they li'ive not a pow'tr ol indemnify ing 
under the wGr.!» abo\ e referred to in 
the I mil Scftieii, they have it not at 
all, not even wiih the cor.lenr of the 
Comm Who ntrs, and in no c:^Ce can the 
1 * fs or eypcnces of a C'unpany's Scr- 
va'if be legally difchaig'.'d out of *-The^ 
funds of the C^'ipp:.^) . i 
thnr '!ie of th«i^ 
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fram^J tlie Statute ; tVie vt'ords of the 
liffch ScAi'oi) Iccii* to me capable of a 
conftru£tlop more conform ible to the 
intcht of the Lrgiflaturcj as 1 colletft it 
from tlfe lijrh Section, and therefore I 
think that they ought to receive this 
cohft«u£tion. 

.Neither the mode of oroftcution 
agaiiift Mr. Hadmgs, nor the amount 
of his expences, can in my opinion af- 
fect the qutftion upon the Company's 
right to indemnify him. In what cafes 
and to what extent they lhali txcrcilc 
this right muft be left to their dilcre- 
/ lion ; wWch cannot, as 1 think, be qiici- 
tioned, unleisthey aft corruptly. 

Second.— It follows frMu my anfwtr 
to the firft (juellion, that I think the 
Direftors will not be relponfiblc for 
direfting a payment agreeable to the 
Rclplution of the General Con it. If 
luch payment verc prohibited by the 
Statute, I fh'juld incline to think that 
the Diredlors would bu pcrlbnaliy rc- 
fponfible for making it ; but I am not 
^ufti^.Kluly acquaiiued with the confti- 
ciiNon of ihe j^ft-Inuia Company, [ind 
the powtis veiled in the Oircdtois, to 
IpeaK pofuively on, this fubjeft. 

Ttmplc, June iv-h) '795* 

\. Guibs. 


Mr. Rol's's Opinion. 

^Ic firll quellion propofed is nearly 
the f ime on which I haveaheadv given 
an npb.ion. Afur rc\<)Uing the fubjtdt 
in mv mind with anxious actcniiun, 1 
jcuin my former kntl.nerus. 

^^Vhe flint's of the Kaft-India Com- 
pany are appropriated bv comp ift with 
the State, conuiined Oy Aft ot Parlia- 
ment, and this Aft muli doubilcfs ob- 
tain a liberal conliraftion to clfcftuaie 
the intention of the parties. The quef- 
lioa if, whether under inch a conftruc- 
lion, ‘‘ The payment of the cxpenccs 
of a Governor General, defending him- 
1‘elf agaiiiR a criminal ci.arjic of which 
lie is ii(«t guiliv," Can be cunprilVd un- 
der the general dcfciipium of oiiypiiiigs 
and expencts of the C jiiipdiiy, which 
by the terms of the Aft are to be dii- 
eharged before any appropiiariga takes 
place. 

The iirft view of the fubjeft which cc- 
jcurs is. Can thtfe words receive the 
^ confined and limited confttuftlon of 
[iTthts or diicfcs whith a Court of Lavv 
will infbrcc t ThiJ', ii appears to rne, 
''^vould be an incoircft conllruftion of 
,...p^*ncc^, as pudicared 
•f ai j lor kl»v.’ !• all 


duties, which moral writtrs diftitiguiPr 
as duties of imperfeft dbligation, tfiitici 
obligatory on the fconfciencc, the ptr- 
formance of which cannot be compt ileir^'^ 
Thcfe terms, like all general terms, 
mult be expounded j with reference to , 
the iubjc6t matter to which they arc 
applied. In the great and complicated 
concerns of the Eait. India pompany, 
political and commercial, cannot con- 


ceive their juft cxp^ncer fo limited as to' 
exclude the protection of khr;r Servants, 
xvhom the event of a trial has pioved to 
be innocent. How can ft be expefted 
that the Servants of the Eafi -India 
Company, in the arduous duties to 
which they arc cilled, ' forget * 
their o .vn pciibnal hazards, if the Coin- 
pdiiy have not the means of affording 
protcftion to innocence, and even to 
error } 1 doubt ilic poftilnlit|^^'manag- , 
ing thcfe unponant intcrefts^nnout an 
expenditure direfted t-' fuch objefts. t 
am the more inclined to think mine the ^ 
found conllruftion of the Aft, be<« > 
v«ufe Seftion tiJj provides that no 
grant of a penfion, exceeding a limited 
lum made by the Company, lhail > 
valid iMLaw, without the conlcnt of 
ilic liuard of Commiliioners for the 
Aftairs of India j by which provifion^,, 
theLcgilhture fecins to alTumc, that 
goings and expciicts would, without | 
futh .1 rcftriftion, comprehend indef nitr^ 
rewards to the* Servants of the Coin^ 
pany ; and by nccclfiry implication a|E 
firm, that thcfe grants even of ptnfloFj,^ 
within the prtferibed limit, will be 
gai, under the general defeription of^ 
expentes of the Company. ^ 

'f he clinrafter of the accufers of 
Haftitigs, and the magnitude of the fumi 
appjar totnc to have created the doufet\ 
With all (Uie lefpeft to the lloul^e oC 
Commons, 1 cannot diftingiiiOi btcweei 
their impeachment and an Indiftmen 
by the lowcft member of the 
nity, or between a piofecutiou whicl^ 
cofts the party a fmali fum, and 
which involves him in the moft enoi^/^ 
nious expence. Theft circumftanc^*^.' 
may have their influence in the cxercif\: j 
of the difcrctionary truft, but afford n^/ 
principle of legal dilUn^fion. Th^,] 
power mull extend to both cafes or 
neither. 

I hive alTiimed, as one of the ter 
of the propofitiou, the innocence of 
party accufed j and have thought 
rcfnsrft due to the decifion of the HouCr 
of LiTcIs warranted me in fo doing. N ^ 
that 1 think kJhis faft effculial, Ucau 


I 





K, QUESTIOJI.— Whether it te com- 
piHcnt lo the Mjn.i|;ris for the Common* 
TIK ex*nnne the witnefs lo any account of 
jffj^yebate wh.ch wjs h^ad on the 9ih day 
»'w^^lyi778. previous l<» the v^riueu mi- 
> nnrt* that appear upon the confultaiion rif 
thot'datc f 

^ * 794 » Fch. 25. Lords Minutes, 

Chief Juft ice of 
t^d'^uit m ^ommon Picas deliveied the 
dlS^:phous opinK'V of the Judges upon the 
• “ That it is not competent 

the Managers (or the Commons to 
' #fA^*itninc the witnefs, Phil p Francis, 
Lfq. 10 any account of the debate 
'^ftlSfrhich w^s had on the gih dav of 
<*' filly 1778, previous to the written int- 
•• niitts^Wl tapprar upon the confuira- 
lion of that dale’*— and gave his rca- 
fons. 

1794, Feb. 27. Lords Minutes. 


unanitnoua opinion of Judge* tip^k^ 
faid queftion— That it is not coinpiichf 
/* for the Managers for the Commons 
•* afk the witnefs, whether, between tlirf^ 
** time of the original dcmancika betnc* 
** made upon Cheit Sing and the perioa 
** of his leaving Bengal, it was ft any 
•* time in his power to have reverfed of 
<< put a ftop to the demand upon Ch'it 
<* Sing, the fame not being relative t<* 

any matter originally given in evidence 
** by the defendant*'-^ and gave hts rca« 
fons. 

1794, Mar. I. Lords Minute*. 

XII. QUESTION Whether ■ paper 

read in ihe Court of Dircftors, on the 4th 
ol Novcinoer 1783, and then referred by 
them to the confidcration of the Coiniwitlee 
of the whole Couit ; and again read in the 
Court of Directors on the 19th of Novem* 
bcri783, and amended, and ordered by 
them 111 i>( pubiiHird for the intoimatiofi 


' XI. QUESTION.— Whaihcr it is com- 
pcient for the Managers lor the Commons, 
111 reply, to afk the witucls, whether, bc- 
.*>ecii liie lime of the original demand 
being made upon Chcil Siijig, and the 
..peiiod'Ot the witnefs’s leaving * ng: 
it was at any time in his power to have 
•everfed or put a ftop lo the demand up- 
on Cheit Smg— the fame not hcio.r iibitive 
to any milter originally given ui’cviucnce 
by the defendant ? 

>794, fcb. 27* Lords Minutes, 

ANSWER.— The Lord Chief Juft cc of 
tbf Court ot Common Pleas delivered the 


of iJ.c Piopiirioii, can be received in evi* 
deuce, lit rrpiv, to icbiit the evidence given 
by the diicndant, of the thanks of the 
Couit of Direflors, fignifted to him on the 
eStli of June j 785, 

' 79 -lr 1. Lords Minutes. 

ANSWER.— Whereupon the Loid Chief 
Jufticc of the Court of Common Pleas, 
having conferred with the nil of ihr Judgt* 
prelent, delivered their unanimous opinion, 
upon the laid queftion, in the iicgative«« 
and g^ve bis resfons, 

t;9}, Mar. 1% Loids Miautea, 
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